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Non-equilibrium quantum thermodynamics is an intensively developing field with many existing
applications. We study the dynamics of temperatures and chemical potentials of fermionic reservoirs
coupled to an open quantum system. We show that heat transfer from the coldest reservoir to the
hottest one is allowed by the Clausius inequality and results in transient cooling of the coldest reser-
voir without additional external refrigeration. We show that during the establishment of thermal
and chemical equilibrium, non-monotone evolution of reservoirs’ temperatures and chemical poten-
tials is possible, including changes in reservoirs’ temperatures and chemical potentials orderliness.
Achieved results can be used in the design of quantum thermal machines and nanoelectronic devices.

Non-equilibrium quantum thermodynamics is a
rapidly developing field due to many applications in
quantum transport devices [1–8], phonon and photon
logic elements [9–12], quantum thermal machines [13–
18], devices for thermodynamic computing [19–22] and
entanglement creation [23–30]. Contrary to classical
thermodynamics, which exploits an axiomatic approach
to macroscopic thermodynamic values [31–35], quantum
thermodynamics adopts methods from the theory of open
quantum systems (OQS), obtaining macroscopic ther-
modynamic values via analysis of operators’ dynamics
[13, 16, 34, 36–38]. Accomplishment of classical ther-
modynamics laws [39–42] as well as classical definition
of heat flows [42–46] are questionable, and both should
be considered in accordance with microscopic quantum
description. For example, zero and second laws of ther-
modynamics in classical form can be fulfilled or broken
[40, 41, 47–50]. Notably, quantum properties strongly
influence heat flows [13, 42–46, 51–54].

The second law of thermodynamics (SLoT) is govern-
ing relaxation of mesoscopic and macroscopic systems to
equilibrium state [34, 55–59] prohibiting entropy decrease
[35, 58–65]. For weak correlations between OQS and its
environment (reservoirs), SLoT can be rewritten as the
Clausius inequality [37, 47, 66] that restricts possible evo-
lution of the system [63, 65, 67–72]. Thus, the relation
between these restrictions (particularly limitations on the
cooling) and microscopic quantum dynamics is of inter-
est.

To explore that, we consider an OQS coupled to sev-
eral reservoirs Rj (j runs from 1 to n) with different tem-
peratures and chemical potentials. The corresponding
Hamiltonian reads [11, 73, 74]

Ĥ = ĤS +

n∑
j=1

ĤRj
+

n∑
j=1

ĤSRj
. (1)

Here ĤS is the OQS’s Hamiltonian, ĤRj
is the j-th

reservoir Hamiltonian, ĤSRj describes the interaction be-
tween the OQS and j-th reservoir. Markovian, linear,

completely positive, and trace-preserving dynamics (ML-
CpTp) of the OQS’s density matrix ρ̂S , occurring when
the number of reservoirs’ degrees of freedom is much
larger than the one of the OQS [75–77], can be described
via the Lindblad master equation (ME) [66, 78, 79]

∂ρ̂S
∂t

= −i[ĤS , ρ̂S ] +

n∑
j=1

Dj [ρ̂S ] +

n∑
j=1

FSj [ρ̂S ]. (2)

Here Dj [ρ̂S ] is a dissipator, and FSj [ρ̂S ] is an operator
that defines the OQS’s frequency shifts, both produced
by the interaction with the j-th reservoir. A particu-
lar form of ME depends on the types of OQS-reservoirs
interactions and the approach used for the dissipation
description [30, 73, 77, 80].
For the dissipators written in Davies form [75–77],

Eq. (2) implies the total density matrix to be of the form
ρ̂(t) = ρ̂S(t)⊗ ρ̂R1

⊗ · · · ⊗ ρ̂Rn
[76, 81], where reservoirs

are in Gibbs states, ρ̂Rj
= ρ̂th,j = exp

(
µjN̂Rj

−ĤRj

Tj

)
/Zj .

Here Tj , µj are j-th reservoir temperature and chemical

potential, Zj = tr e

µjN̂Rj
−ĤRj

Tj , operator N̂Rj describes
the number of particles in j-th reservoir.
Using the decrease of relative entropy in MLCpTp dy-

namics [82], we generalize the approach from [40] and
derive the Clausius inequality (see Supplement Materials
A),

ṠS +

n∑
j=1

µjPj − Jj
Tj

≥ 0, (3)

for an OQS interacting with reservoirs that have differ-
ent chemical potentials and temperatures. Here SS =
tr(ρ̂S lnρ̂S) is OQS’s entropy, Pj = tr(Dj [ρ̂S ]N̂S) and

Jj = tr(Dj [ρ̂S ]ĤS) are particle and energy flows out of
the j-th reservoir (Jj > 0, Pj > 0 means that the j-th
reservoir loses energy and particles). Given the form of
Eq. (3), we introduce Yj = −µjPj + Jj as generalized
heat flows. They represent total energy flow minus en-
ergy flow transmitted by the particles. Note that flows
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in Eq. (3) represent reservoirs’ entropies time derivatives

because Ṡj = −tr( ˙̂ρRj
lnρ̂th,j) = (µjPj − Jj)/Tj , where

Sj = −tr(ρ̂Rj
lnρ̂Rj

) is j-th reservoir entropy.
There are three characteristic time scales in MLCpTp

dynamics: (i) τR = maxj τRj
, where τRj

is the time of j-
th reservoir occupancies redistribution due to its internal
thermalization, (ii) time of OQS dissipation τS , (iii) time
of the reservoirs’ temperatures and chemical potentials
equalization τeq [74].

For many realizations of OQS, it holds τR ≪ τS ≪
τeq [37, 73, 74, 83–85]. This means that reser-
voirs’ temperatures and chemical potentials are es-
tablished during the shortest timescale τR. During
the time τS , the OQS transits to a quasi-stationary
state ρ̂S = ρ̂S(T1, . . . , Tn, µ1, . . . , µn) defined by the es-
tablished reservoirs’ temperatures and chemical poten-
tials [74, 76, 81, 83]. After that quasi-stationary en-
ergy, particle and heat flows out of the reservoirs are
formed [66, 73, 74, 86]. The reservoirs’ temperatures and
chemical potentials evolve on the τeq time scale. At this
timescale, they should be considered as time functions
µj = µj(t), Tj = Tj(t) (the state of the OQS is deter-
mined by the stationary solution of Eq. (2) for current
reservoirs’ temperatures and chemical potentials).

Hence, for t ≫ τS , ṠS ≈ 0, and
Eq. (3) simplifies to

∑n
j=1 Y j/Tj ≤ 0. Here

Y j = Jj − µjP j , P j = tr(Dj [ρ̂S ]N̂S) =

P j(T1(t), . . . , Tn(t), µ1(t), . . . , µn(t)), Jj =

tr(Dj [ρ̂S ]ĤS) = Jj(T1(t), . . . , Tn(t), µ1(t), . . . , µn(t)) are
mentioned quasi-stationary flows. They change energy
Ej and number of particles Nj in the reservoirs

dNj(t)

dt
= −P j(t),

dEj(t)

dt
= −Jj(t). (4)

Here, Nj(t) = Nj(Tj(t), µj(t)), Ej(t) = Ej(Tj(t), µj(t))
are known functions of chemical potentials and temper-
atures [56, 57]. Thus, we can rewrite the system (4) as(

Ṫj

µ̇j

)
= −

(
∂Nj/∂Tj ∂Nj/∂µj

∂Ej/∂Tj ∂Ej/∂µj

)−1(
P j

Jj

)
, (5)

if the Jacobian of Eqs. (4) does not equal zero. Note that
total energy and number of particles in reservoirs are pre-
served in Eqs. (4)-(5):

∑
j Jj(t) = 0,

∑
j P j(t) = 0 as

the OQS is in the stationary state of Eq (2). Hence,∑
j Nj(t) = const,

∑
j Ej(t) = const. Thus, if a ther-

modynamical equilibrium state of Eqs. (4)-(5) exists, it
satisfies ∑

j

Nj(Teq, µeq) =
∑
j

Nj(Tj(0), µj(0)), (6)

∑
j

Ej(Teq, µeq) =
∑
j

Ej(Tj(0), µj(0)).

Here Teq, µeq are equilibrium temperature and chemical
potential. Note that the equilibrium state of Eqs. (5)
also implies P j = 0, Jj = 0.

We should highlight the restrictions imposed on
Eqs. (5) by SLoT. For reservoirs with equal chemical po-
tentials, we have

∑
j Y j = 0. Let number the reservoirs

in increasing order of their temperatures: T1 ≤ · · · ≤ Tn.
For two reservoirs, Y 1/T1 + Y 2/T2 ≤ 0, Y 1 + Y 2 = 0,
and we get the well-known result Y 2 ≥ 0, i.e., the heat
flows from the hot reservoir to the cold one at all mo-
ments of time [31, 32, 61]. For more reservoirs, from∑n

j=1 Y j/Tj ≤ 0 and
∑

j Y j = 0 we get

n∑
j=2

Y j

(
1

Tj
− 1

T1

)
≤ 0,

n−1∑
j=1

Y j

(
1

Tj
− 1

Tn

)
≤ 0. (7)

Hence, there exists Y j ≥ 0 with Tj > T1, and there ex-

ists Y j ≤ 0 with Tj < Tn. Thus, for reservoirs with
equal chemical potentials, from SLoT in the stationary
regime follows: at least one of the not the coldest reser-
voirs loses heat, and at least one of the not the hottest
reservoirs receives heat. Hence, SLoT does not prohibit
cooling (heating) of the coldest (hottest) reservoir with-
out external influence on the whole system. For instance,
if Y 1 = 1, Y 2 = −5, Y 3 = 20, Y 4 = −16,T1 = 10, T2 =
20, T3 = 60, T4 = 70 (dimensionless units) are realized,

one has
∑4

1 Y j = 0,
∑4

1 Y j/Tj ≤ 0, and the coldest reser-
voir loses heat while the hottest one receives it.
If chemical potentials of reservoirs are not equal, we

have
∑

j Y j ̸= 0 in the general case. Hence, there is a

hyperplane in space {P 2, . . . , Pn, J2, . . . , Jn} that sep-
arates allowed transport regimes from forbidden ones:
n∑

j=2

(µj/Tj − µ1/T1)P j −
n∑

j=2

(1/Tj − 1/T1)Jj = 0.

Further, we explicitly demonstrate the possibility of
the coldest reservoir cooling. Let us consider a quadratic
fermionic Hamiltonian (ℏ = 1) [2, 87–93]

ĤS =
∑
v,w

εvw ĉ
†
v ĉw =

∑
κ

ωκâ
†
κâκ. (8)

Here εvw = εwv, ĉv are annihilation operators, and âκ are
annihilation operators that diagonalize ĤS , {ĉv, ĉw} =
{âv, âw} = 0, {ĉ†v, ĉw} = {â†v, âw} = δvw. ME in Davies
form for this system coupled to several reservoirs of dis-
sipative type reads [66, 94–96]:

∂ρ̂S
∂t

= −i[ĤS , ρ̂S ] +

n∑
j=1

∑
κ

Λκ,j [ρ̂S ], (9)

Λκ,j [ρ̂S ] =

=
Gj(−ωκ, µj , Tj)

2
L̂[âκ, â

†
κ] +

Gj(ωκ, µj , Tj)

2
L̂[â†κ, âκ].

Here L̂[X̂, Ŷ ] = 2X̂ρ̂S Ŷ − Ŷ X̂ρ̂S − ρ̂S Ŷ X̂ is a Lind-
blad superoperator, Gj(ω, µj , Tj) = γj(ω)nj(ω, µj , Tj)
are reservoirs’ correlation functions, nj(ω, µj , Tj) =

1/(e(ω−µj)/Tj +1), γj (ω) = πgj (ω) |χω,j (ω) |2, gj (ω) are
j-th reservoir’s occupancy, dissipation rates, and den-
sity of states at frequency ω, respectively, χω,j (ω) are
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TABLE I. Energy, particle, and heat flows (Eqs. (10)) signs’
dependencies on the frequency ω (see also [9, 36, 53, 66]).

T1 < T2, µ1 > µ2 ω < µ2 µ2 < ω < µ1 µ1 < ω < ω̃ ω̃ < ω

j1(ω) + + + –
p1(ω) + + + –
y1(ω) – – + –

j2(ω) – – – +
p2(ω) – – – +
y2(ω) + – – +

T1 > T2, µ1 > µ2 ω < ω̃ ω̃ < ω < µ2 µ2 < ω < µ1 µ1 < ω

j1(ω) – + + +
p1(ω) – + + +
y1(ω) + – – +

j2(ω) + – – –
p2(ω) + – – –
y2(ω) – + – –

interaction constants between the OQS and j-th reser-
voir, Gj(−ω, µj , Tj) = γj(ω)(1 − nj(ω, µj , Tj)), ω > 0,
Dj [ρ̂S ] =

∑
κ Λκ,j [ρ̂S ].

From Eq. (9), equations on the dynamics of ⟨â†κâκ⟩
and their stationary solutions can be found. Substituting
them in ⟨ḢS⟩, we get stationary energy, particles, and
heat flows from reservoirs

Jj =
∑
κ

ωκγj(ωκ)(nj(ωκ, µj , Tj)− ñ(ωκ)), (10)

P j =
∑
κ

γj(ωκ)(nj(ωκ, µj , Tj)− ñ(ωκ)),

Y j =
∑
κ

(ωκ − µj)γj(ωκ)(nj(ωκ, µj , Tj)− ñ(ωκ)).

Here ñ(ωκ) =
∑n

j=1 γj(ωκ)nj(ωκ, µj , Tj)/
∑n

j=1 γj(ωκ).

Thus, ñ(ωκ) can be interpreted as weighted occupancy
at frequency ωκ [74]. In Supplement Material C we show
that Eqs. (10) satisfy SLoT.

Substituting Eqs. (10) in Eqs. (5), we get (see Supple-
ment Materials B)

Ṫj = −
−QαjTjP j +Qαj−1Jj

ÃjVjT
αj

j x
2αj−4
j

(
x2
j −

π2

6
αj(αj − 1)

) , (11)

ẋj =
−Qαj+1TjP j +Qαj

Jj

ÃjVjT
αj+1
j x

2αj−4
j

(
x2
j −

π2

6
αj(αj − 1)

) .

Here xj = µj/Tj , Qαj = x
αj

j +
π2

6
αj(αj − 1)x

αj−2
j , Ãj

are constants, αj = Dj/dj , Dj is j-th reservoir dimen-
sion with energy spectrum ε = cpdj . Eqs. (11) have a
unique equilibrium state at which all temperatures and
chemical potentials are equal Teq and µeq, respectively
(see Supplement Materials C, D and Figs. 1-4) that is
confirmed by numerical simulations.

Flows’ amplitudes are proportional to nj(ωκ, µj , Tj)−
ñ(ωκ). Hence, the reservoir that is the most (least) pop-
ulated at the frequency ωκ loses (receives) both energy

a)

FIG. 1. Dynamics of a) temperatures and b) chemical poten-

tials of two reservoirs coupled to OQS with states ω1/T̃ =

21.1, ω2/T̃ = 21.5 depicted by dashed horizontal lines in

b) (T̃ = 1000 K). Initial temperatures and chemical poten-

tials are T1/T̃ = 0.6, T2/T̃ = 1.0, µ1/T̃ = 20.8, µ2/T̃ =

16.0, γj(ω) = 10−4(ω/T̃)αj−1, αj = 3/2. Dot-dashed hori-
zontal lines are equilibrium a) temperature and b) chemical
potential from Eqs. (6). Dotted line depicts ω̃ dynamics.

and particles at this frequency. Thus, terms in the sums
in Eqs. (10) can have different signs.

In the case of two reservoirs (by definition of
ñ(ωκ)), expression γ1(ωκ)(n1(ωκ, µ1, T1)− ñ(ωκ)) equals
Γωκ

(n1(ωκ, µ1, T1) − n2(ωκ, µ2, T2)) ≡ p1(ωκ), where
Γωκ

= γ1(ωκ)γ2(ωκ)/(γ1(ωκ) + γ2(ωκ)). Occupancies
of reservoirs can be equal at some frequency ω̃ deter-
mined by ω̃ = (T1µ2 − T2µ1)/(T1 − T2). Let µ1 > µ2. A
positive ω̃ exists, if (µ2 − (T2/T1)µ1)(1 − T2/T1) > 0
(note that either ω̃ > µ1 or ω̃ < µ2). This condi-
tion is always fulfilled, if T2 > T1, and it is broken, if
T2/T1 < 1, (T2/T1)(µ1/µ2) > 1. In the latter case, the
occupancies are different at all frequencies, hence, en-
ergy and particles transit from the hot reservoir to the
cold one at all frequencies.

Let introduce p2(ωκ) = −p1(ωκ), j1,2(ω) = ωp1,2(ω),
y1,2(ω) = (ω − µ1,2)p1,2(ω). These functions repro-
duce frequency dependencies of energy, particle, and heat
flows’ signs, see Tab. I. Functions p1,2(ω), j1,2(ω) change
signs at ω = ω̃. Functions y1,2(ω) change signs at
ω = µ1,2 and ω = ω̃. Further, we discuss the most inter-
esting regimes from Tab. I.
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a)

5

b)

FIG. 2. Same as in Fig. 1 but for ω1/T̃ = 17.1, ω2/T̃ = 17.5,

T1/T̃ = 0.8, T2/T̃ = 1.0, µ1/T̃ = 18.8, µ2/T̃ = 18.0.

As reservoirs’ temperatures and chemical potentials
depend on time ω̃ = ω̃(t). Suppose that initially T1 <
T2, µ2 < µ1, and all ωκ satisfy µ1 < ωκ < ω̃. Then, the
cold reservoir loses energy, particles, and heat while the
hot one gains them (see Tab. I). For large xj in Eqs. (11)

we get Ṫj ≈ −Y j/ÃjVjT
αj

j x
αj−1
j . Thus, we can expect

the coldest reservoir cooling. Numerical simulations con-
firm this fact, see Fig. 1a. The coldest reservoir is cooling
down initially: mint Tcold(t)/Tcold(0) ≈ 0.6 (here Tcold is
the temperature of the coldest reservoir).

However, as noted above, there exists the equilibrium
state of Eqs. (5) with equal temperatures and chemical
potentials. It can not be reached with only these flows.
Hence, the evolution of temperatures and chemical po-
tentials should dynamically modify the flows to those
that lead to the equalization of reservoirs’ temperatures
and chemical potentials. This happens as follows.

After a certain moment of time, the ω̃ starts satisfying
the ω1 < ω̃ < ω2 condition (see Fig. 1b). Further, the
system supports a mixed transport regime, i.e., a combi-
nation of transport regimes from Tab. I. In this regime,
terms under the sums in Eqs. (10) have opposite signs.
This diminishes total energy and particle flows and leads
the total system to the mentioned equilibrium state de-
spite the previous non-trivial dynamics.

Values of equilibrium temperature and chemical poten-
tial coincide with those calculated via Eqs. (6). Notably,
equilibrium temperature in Fig. 1a is higher than all ini-

6

a)

FIG. 3. Same as in Fig. 1 but for ω1/T̃ = 17.1, ω2/T̃ = 17.5,

T1/T̃ = 0.8, T2/T̃ = 1.0, µ1/T̃ = 18.8, µ2/T̃ = 18.0.

tial reservoirs’ temperatures. This happens due to the
equalization of chemical potentials. Thus, it is possible
to temporarily cool down the coldest reservoir with a sub-
sequent increase in its temperature up to the equilibrium
temperature that exceeds the initial one.

If initially T1 < T2, ωκ < µ2 < µ1 < ω̃, the reservoirs
can dynamically change their orderliness in temperatures
(Fig. 2a). This leads to a singularity in ω̃: ω̃ goes through
+∞ to −∞ (Fig. 2b). Hence, there is a time interval dur-
ing which ω̃ is negative. Thus, within this time interval,
reservoirs’ occupancies are different at all frequencies. In
addition, a similar regime can change the reservoirs’ or-
derliness in chemical potentials (Fig. 3b). When chemical
potentials’ coincide, we get µ1 = µ2 = ω̃. Thus, in both
cases ω̃ transits from ω̃ > µ1 to ω̃ < µ2 bypassing the
forbidden range between µ2 and µ1 to finally satisfy the
mentioned condition ω1 < ω̃ < ω2. After that, a mixed
transport regime is formed, and the total system reaches
the equilibrium state defined by Eqs. (6).

In the discussed regimes, temperatures and chemical
potentials exhibit non-monotonic behavior. This indi-
cates transformations of transport regimes due to the
evolution of reservoirs’ temperatures and chemical po-
tentials. For more reservoirs, this non-monotonic behav-
ior becomes intricate. In Fig. 4, it is represented for a
case of four reservoirs. As previously, temperatures and
chemical potentials exhibit non-monotonic behavior but
have several local extrema. Finally, the system reaches
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a)

FIG. 4. Same as in Fig. 1 but for the case of four reservoirs:
ω1/T̃ = 21.5, ω2/T̃ = 21.2, T1/T̃ = 0.3, T2/T̃ = 0.2, T3/T̃ =

0.1, T4/T̃ = 0.15, µ1/T̃ = 21.0, µ2/T̃ = 19.0, µ3/T̃ = 20.2,

µ4/T̃ = 20.9, γ1(ω) = γ3(ω) = 10γ2(ω), γ4(ω) = 0.05γ2(ω).

equilibrium state. Equilibrium temperature and chem-
ical potential are defined by Eqs. (6). The equilibrium
temperature here is also higher than all initial reservoirs’
temperatures (see Supplement Materials B for estima-
tions of equilibrium temperature and chemical potential).

To sum up, we derived the SLoT in the form of the
Clausius inequality for an OQS connected to several
reservoirs with different temperatures and chemical
potentials, supposing MLCpTp dynamics of OQS.
We showed that SLoT in the form of the Clausius
inequality does not prohibit heat transport from the
coldest reservoir to the hottest one in the absence of
external refrigeration. We have provided an example
of such a system. We showed that in this system
the coldest reservoir can be cooled down locally in
time, reservoirs’ temperatures and chemical poten-
tials exhibit non-monotone behavior, and the final
equilibrium temperature can be higher than all initial
reservoirs’ temperatures. Also, we presented non-trivial
regimes in which reservoirs’ change their orderliness
in temperatures and chemical potentials. Achieved
results can be used in the design of quantum thermal
machines [13, 14, 17] and nanoelectronic devices [7, 8].

Acknowledgement. This work was financially sup-
ported by the Russian Science Foundation (project no.
20-72-10057). I.V.V. and E.S.A. acknowledge the sup-
port of the Foundation for the Advancement of Theoret-
ical Physics and Mathematics BASIS.

[1] J. P. Pekola and B. Karimi, Colloquium: Quantum heat
transport in condensed matter systems, Reviews of Mod-
ern Physics 93, 041001 (2021).

[2] S. Kohler, J. Lehmann, and P. Hänggi, Driven quantum
transport on the nanoscale, Physics Reports 406, 379
(2005).

[3] A. Kato and Y. Tanimura, Quantum heat transport of a
two-qubit system: Interplay between system-bath coher-
ence and qubit-qubit coherence, The Journal of Chemical
Physics 143 (2015).

[4] A. Ronzani, B. Karimi, J. Senior, Y.-C. Chang, J. T.
Peltonen, C. Chen, and J. P. Pekola, Tunable photonic
heat transport in a quantum heat valve, Nature Physics
14, 991 (2018).

[5] C. Smith, Low-dimensional quantum devices, Reports on
Progress in Physics 59, 235 (1996).

[6] J. Taylor, H. Guo, and J. Wang, Ab initio modeling of
quantum transport properties of molecular electronic de-
vices, Physical Review B 63, 245407 (2001).

[7] A. Gordeeva, A. Pankratov, N. Pugach, A. Vasenko,
V. Zbrozhek, A. Blagodatkin, D. Pimanov, and
L. Kuzmin, Record electron self-cooling in cold-electron
bolometers with a hybrid superconductor-ferromagnetic
nanoabsorber and traps, Scientific Reports 10, 21961
(2020).

[8] M. R. Islam, P. Karna, J. A. Tomko, E. R. Hoglund,

D. M. Hirt, M. S. B. Hoque, S. Zare, K. Aryana, T. W.
Pfeifer, C. Jezewski, et al., Evaluating size effects on
the thermal conductivity and electron-phonon scatter-
ing rates of copper thin films for experimental validation
of matthiessen’s rule, Nature Communications 15, 9167
(2024).

[9] J.-H. Jiang, M. Kulkarni, D. Segal, and Y. Imry, Phonon
thermoelectric transistors and rectifiers, Physical Review
B 92, 045309 (2015).

[10] N. Li, J. Ren, L. Wang, G. Zhang, P. Hänggi, and
B. Li, Colloquium: Phononics: Manipulating heat flow
with electronic analogs and beyond, Reviews of Modern
Physics 84, 1045 (2012).

[11] A. H. Malavazi, B. Ahmadi, P. Mazurek, and A. Man-
darino, Detuning effects for heat-current control in quan-
tum thermal devices, Physical Review E 109, 064146
(2024).

[12] T. Ojanen and A.-P. Jauho, Mesoscopic photon heat
transistor, Physical review letters 100, 155902 (2008).

[13] F. Binder, L. A. Correa, C. Gogolin, J. Anders, and
G. Adesso, Thermodynamics in the quantum regime,
Fundamental Theories of Physics 195 (2018).

[14] S. Bhattacharjee and A. Dutta, Quantum thermal ma-
chines and batteries, The European Physical Journal B
94, 1 (2021).

[15] B. Leggio, B. Bellomo, and M. Antezza, Quantum ther-



6

mal machines with single nonequilibrium environments,
Physical Review A 91, 012117 (2015).

[16] J. Gemmer, M. Michel, and G. Mahler, Quantum thermo-
dynamics: Emergence of thermodynamic behavior within
composite quantum systems, Vol. 784 (Springer, 2009).

[17] R. Kosloff and A. Levy, Quantum heat engines and refrig-
erators: Continuous devices, Annual Review of Physical
Chemistry 65, 365 (2014).

[18] R. Uzdin, A. Levy, and R. Kosloff, Equivalence of quan-
tum heat machines, and quantum-thermodynamic signa-
tures, Physical Review X 5, 031044 (2015).

[19] R. L. Fry, Physical intelligence and thermodynamic com-
puting, Entropy 19, 107 (2017).

[20] A. B. Boyd, A. Patra, C. Jarzynski, and J. P. Crutchfield,
Shortcuts to thermodynamic computing: The cost of fast
and faithful information processing, Journal of Statistical
Physics 187, 17 (2022).

[21] T. Hylton, Thermodynamic neural network, Entropy 22,
256 (2020).

[22] M. Aifer, K. Donatella, M. H. Gordon, S. Duffield,
T. Ahle, D. Simpson, G. Crooks, and P. J. Coles, Ther-
modynamic linear algebra, Npj Unconventional Comput-
ing 1, 13 (2024).

[23] A. Al-Qasimi and D. F. James, Sudden death of entan-
glement at finite temperature, Physical Review A 77,
012117 (2008).

[24] M. Žnidarič, Entanglement in stationary nonequilibrium
states at high energies, Physical Review A 85, 012324
(2012).

[25] M. Arnesen, S. Bose, and V. Vedral, Natural thermal
and magnetic entanglement in the 1d heisenberg model,
Physical Review Letters 87, 017901 (2001).

[26] X. Wang, Entanglement in the quantum heisenberg xy
model, Physical Review A 64, 012313 (2001).

[27] M. Orszag and M. Hernandez, Coherence and entangle-
ment in a two-qubit system, Advances in Optics and Pho-
tonics 2, 229 (2010).

[28] M. Scala, R. Migliore, and A. Messina, Dissipation and
entanglement dynamics for two interacting qubits cou-
pled to independent reservoirs, Journal of Physics A:
Mathematical and Theoretical 41, 435304 (2008).

[29] M. Scala, R. Migliore, A. Messina, and L. Sánchez-Soto,
Robust stationary entanglement of two coupled qubits in
independent environments, The European Physical Jour-
nal D 61, 199 (2011).

[30] I. Vovcenko, V. Y. Shishkov, and E. Andrianov,
Dephasing-assisted entanglement in a system of strongly
coupled qubits, Optics Express 29, 9685 (2021).

[31] C. J. Adkins, Equilibrium thermodynamics (Cambridge
University Press, 1983).

[32] D. Kondepudi and I. Prigogine,Modern thermodynamics:
from heat engines to dissipative structures (John wiley &
sons, 2014).

[33] J. Kestin, A course in thermodynamics, Vol. 1 (CRC
Press, 1979).

[34] S. Deffner and S. Campbell, Quantum Thermodynamics:
An introduction to the thermodynamics of quantum in-
formation (Morgan & Claypool Publishers, 2019).

[35] R. H. Swendsen, Thermodynamics, statistical mechanics
and entropy, Entropy 19, 603 (2017).

[36] P. P. Potts, Quantum thermodynamics, arXiv preprint
arXiv:2406.19206 (2024).

[37] R. Alicki and R. Kosloff, Introduction to quantum ther-
modynamics: History and prospects, Thermodynamics

in the Quantum Regime: Fundamental Aspects and New
Directions , 1 (2018).

[38] C. Lindblad, Non-equilibrium entropy and irreversibility,
Vol. 5 (Springer Science & Business Media, 2001).

[39] R. Kosloff, Quantum thermodynamics: A dynamical
viewpoint, Entropy 15, 2100 (2013).

[40] H. Spohn, Entropy production for quantum dynamical
semigroups, Journal of Mathematical Physics 19, 1227
(1978).

[41] A. Levy and R. Kosloff, The local approach to quantum
transport may violate the second law of thermodynamics,
Europhysics Letters 107, 20004 (2014).

[42] M. N. Bera, A. Riera, M. Lewenstein, and A. Winter,
Generalized laws of thermodynamics in the presence of
correlations, Nature Communications 8, 2180 (2017).

[43] P. Lipka-Bartosik, G. F. Diotallevi, and
P. Bakhshinezhad, Fundamental limits on anoma-
lous energy flows in correlated quantum systems,
Physical Review Letters 132, 140402 (2024).

[44] F. Sapienza, F. Cerisola, and A. J. Roncaglia, Correla-
tions as a resource in quantum thermodynamics, Nature
Communications 10, 2492 (2019).

[45] S. Alipour, F. Benatti, F. Bakhshinezhad, M. Afsary,
S. Marcantoni, and A. T. Rezakhani, Correlations in
quantum thermodynamics: Heat, work, and entropy pro-
duction, Scientific Reports 6, 35568 (2016).
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SUPPLEMENT MATERIALS

A. Derivation of the Clausius inequality for the
case of reservoirs with different chemical potentials

In this section, we consider an open quantum system
(OQS) connected to several reservoirs with different tem-
peratures and chemical potentials. We derive the sec-
ond law of thermodynamics (SLoT) in Clausius form for
this system considering its Markovian, linear, completely
positive, and trace-preserving dynamics (MLCpTp). The
presented proof is a natural generalization of the one from
[40]. It accounts for the case of reservoirs with different
chemical potentials. We show that SLoT can be seen as
a consequence of the zero law of thermodynamics and
MLCpTp dynamics.

In the main text, the Hamiltonian of the OQS equals

Ĥ = ĤS +

n∑
j=1

ĤRj
+

n∑
j=1

ĤSRj
. (12)

Irreversible MLCpTp dynamics of the OQS connected
with n reservoirs can be described by the Lindblad master
equation (ME) [75–78]

∂ρ̂S
∂t

= −i[ĤS , ρ̂S ] +

n∑
j=1

Dj [ρ̂S ] +

n∑
j=1

FSj [ρ̂S ]. (13)

In the case of one reservoir (with index j), a
thermodynamically compatible ME should lead to
the OQS evolving to the Gibbs state ρ̂S,j =

exp
(

µjN̂S−ĤS

Tj

)
/tr
(
exp

(
µjN̂S−ĤS

Tj

))
, N̂S is operator

that describes the number of particles in the OQS
[34, 40, 56, 57, 65]. Hence, for every j, it holds

0 = −i[ĤS , ρ̂S,j ] +Dj [ρ̂S,j ] + FSj [ρ̂S,j ]. (14)

We assume that the internal dynamic of the OQS does
not change the number of particles, i.e., [N̂S , ĤS ] = 0.

Hence, [ĤS , ρ̂S,j ] = 0. Also, as FSj [·] are responsible for
the frequency shifts, they can be added to the Hamil-
tonian ĤS to form an effective Hamiltonian Ĥeff that

has the same eigenstates as the Hamiltonian ĤS . Hence,
FSj [ρ̂S,j ] = 0. Thus, in a thermodynamically compatible
ME, Dj [ρ̂S,j ] = 0.

From tr([ρ̂S , Ĥeff ]) = 0 it follows that for the dynam-
ics to be trace-preserving, it is needed that tr(Dj [ρ̂S ]) =
0.

Eq. (13) can be rewritten as ∂ρ̂(t)/∂t = Λ[ρ̂(t)]. Here
Λ[·] is a superoperator that gives the right-hand side of
the Eq. (13), being applied to the density matrix. As

Λ does not depend on time, the solution of this equa-
tion is ρ̂(t) = exp ((t− t0)Λ)ρ̂(t0). This can be rewritten
as ρ̂(t) = Φt,t0 [ρ̂(t0)], where Φt,t0 [·] = exp ((t− t0)Λ)[·]
is the mapping that maps the density matrix from time
t0 to time t. This mapping is MLCpTp by the construc-
tion [75–78]. In the same manner, we can introduce map-
pings produced by individual reservoirs’ superoperators

Φ
(j)
t,t0 [·] = exp ((t− t0)Λj)[·], Λj [·] = Dj [·] + FSj [·] that

are also MLCpTp.
We study the entropy of the OQS S = −tr (ρ̂S ln ρ̂S)

by considering relative entropy:

S(ρ̂|σ̂) = tr(ρ̂lnρ̂)− tr(ρ̂lnσ̂). (15)

Here ρ̂ and σ̂ are density matrices of the same dimensions.
Relative entropy decreases under MLCpTp mapping be-
ing applied to both ρ̂ and σ̂, i.e., S(O[ρ̂]|O[σ̂]) ≤ S(ρ̂|σ̂),
where O[·] is a linear, completely positive, and trace-
preserving mapping [82].
To describe the dynamics of the entropy in our case, it

is convenient to use ρ̂ = ρ̂S , σ̂ = ρ̂S,j , and O[·] = Φ
(j)
t,t0 [·].

As Φ
(j)
t,t0 [ρ̂S,j ] = ρ̂S,j we have

f (j)(t) ≡ S(Φ
(j)
t,t0 [ρ̂S(t0)]|Φ

(j)
t,t0 [σ̂(t0)]) = (16)

= S(Φ
(j)
t,t0 [ρ̂S(t0)]|ρ̂S,j).

The functions f (j) (t) are decreasing. Indeed

S(Φ
(j)
t2,t0 [ρ̂S(t0)]|ρ̂S,j) = (17)

= S(Φ
(j)
t2,t0 [ρ̂S(t0)]|Φ

(j)
t2,t0 [ρ̂S,j ]) =

= S(Φ
(j)
t2,t1 [Φ

(j)
t1,t0 [ρ̂S(t0)]]|Φ

(j)
t2,t1 [Φ

(j)
t1,t0 [ρ̂S,j ]]) ≤

≤ S(Φ
(j)
t1,t0 [ρ̂S(t0)]|Φ

(j)
t1,t0 [ρ̂S,j ]) = S(Φ

(j)
t1,t0 [ρ̂S(t0)]|ρ̂S,j).

Here we have used the Markovian property of Φ
(j)
t,t0 [·].

Thus, f (j)(t) are decreasing functions, and they tend to
S (ρ̂S,j | ρ̂S,j) = 0, while t → +∞. Hence, f (j)(t) ≥ 0

and df (j)/dt ≤ 0. Thus,

∑
j

df (j)

dt
= (18)

=
∑
j

tr(Λj [ρ̂S(t)]lnρ̂S)−
∑
j

tr(Λj [ρ̂S(t)]lnρ̂S,j) =

= tr

((
i[ρ̂S , ĤS ] +

∑
j

Λj [ρ̂S(t)]

)
lnρ̂S

)
−

−
∑
j

tr(Λj [ρ̂S(t)]lnρ̂S,j) =

= tr( ˙̂ρS lnρ̂S)−
∑
j

tr(Dj [ρ̂S ](µjN̂S − ĤS)/Tj)) =

= −ṠS −
∑
j

µjPj − Jj
Tj

≤ 0
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This is inequality (3) from the main text. This form
of the Clausius inequality appears in classical thermody-
namics too [61], where dynamics of thermodynamical val-
ues implies entropy additivity and SLoT by default, i.e.,
ṠS +

∑
j Ṡj ≥ 0. This follows from the fact that terms

under the sum in the achieved Clausius inequality (18)

just represent Ṡj = −tr( ˙̂ρRj
lnρ̂th,j) = (µjPj − Jj)/Tj as

it is shown in the main text.

B. The equations describing the dynamics of
reservoirs’ temperatures and chemical potentials

To establish the laws governing temperatures’ and
chemical potentials’ dynamics, we need to find energy
and the number of particles in each of the reservoirs. For
that, we use an expansion

+∞∫
0

f(ε)dε

exp((ε− µ)/T ) + 1
≈

µ∫
0

f(ε) +
π2

6
T 2f ′(µ), (19)

that is valid for arbitrary function f(ε), if µ/T ≫ 1 [56].
Using this formula, we can estimate energy Ej and

the number of particles Nj in reservoirs of ideal Fermi
gas. For a D-dimentional reservoir that has an en-
ergy spectrum ε = cpd, the density of states equals
g(ε) = SDεD/d−1/((2πℏ)DdcD/d). Here, value SD =
DπD/2/Γ(D/2 + 1) is equal to the surface area of a D-
dimensional unit sphere. Thus,

Nj =
VjSD−1

(2πℏ)D

∫ +∞

0

εαj−1dε

exp((ε− µj)/Tj) + 1
= (20)

= AjVj

(∫ µj

0

εαj−1dε+
π2

6
T 2
j (ε

αj−1)′|µj

)
=

=
AjVj

αj

(
µj

Tj

)αj

T
αj

j +
AjVj

αj

π2αj(αj − 1)

6
T

αj

j

(
µj

Tj

)αj−2

=
AjVj

αj

(
x
αj

j +
π2αj(αj − 1)

6
x
αj−2
j

)
T

αj

j ,

Ej =
AjVj

αj + 1

(
x
αj+1
j +

π2αj(αj + 1)

6
x
αj−1
j

)
T

αj+1
j .

(21)

Here xj = µj/Tj , αj = Dj/dj . Considering reservoirs’
temperatures and chemical potentials as time functions
µj = µj(t), Tj = Tj(t), Vj = const and using the proce-
dure described in the main text (Eqs. (4)-(5)), we get

dNj/dt

AjVj
=

(
x
αj−1
j +

π2

6
(αj − 1)(αj − 2)x

αj−3
j

)
T

αj

j ẋj+

+

(
x
αj

j +
π2

6
αj(αj − 1)x

αj−2
j

)
T

αj−1
j Ṫj , (22)

dEj/dt

AjVj
=

(
x
αj

j +
π2

6
αj(αj − 1)x

αj−2
j

)
T

αj+1
j ẋj+

(23)

+

(
x
αj+1
j +

π2

6
αj(αj + 1)x

αj−1
j

)
T

αj

j Ṫj .

Thus,

Ṫj = −
−Qαj

TjP j +Qαj−1Jj

ÃjVjT
αj

j x
2αj−4
j

(
x2
j −

π2

6
αj(αj − 1)

) , (24)

ẋj =
−Qαj+1TjP j +Qαj

Jj

ÃjVjT
αj+1
j x

2αj−4
j

(
x2
j −

π2

6
αj(αj − 1)

) . (25)

Here Qαj
= x

αj

j +
π2

6
αj(αj − 1)x

αj−2
j , Ãj = Ajπ

2/3.

These are Eqs. (11) from the main text.
Equilibrium temperature and chemical potential can

be found via total energy and number of particles con-
servation∑

j

N(Teq, µeq) =
∑
j

N(Tj(0), µj(0)), (26)

∑
j

E(Teq, µeq) =
∑
j

E(Tj(0), µj(0)).

Using Eqs. (20)-(21), we get (Bj = AjVj/αj)

n∑
j=1

Bj

(
µ
αj

j +
π2αj(αj − 1)

6
µ
αj

j

T 2
j

µ2
j

)
= (27)

=

n∑
j=1

Bj

(
µαj
eq +

π2αj(αj − 1)

6
µαj
eq

T 2
eq

µ2
eq

)

n∑
j=1

Bj
αjµj

αj + 1

(
µ
αj

j +
π2αj(αj + 1)

6
µ
αj

j

T 2
j

µ2
j

)
= (28)

=

n∑
j=1

Bj
αjµj

αj + 1

(
µαj
eq +

π2αj(αj + 1)

6
µαj
eq

T 2
eq

µ2
eq

)

We can solve the obtained system of equations explic-
itly in the case of 2D reservoirs with quadratic disper-
sion (αj = 1). Let denote here ⟨O⟩ =

∑
j OjBj/

∑
j Bj

(weighted value of Oj). Then,

µeq = ⟨µ⟩, ⟨µ2⟩ − ⟨µ⟩2

π2/3
+ ⟨T 2⟩ = T 2

eq. (29)

min
j

µj ≤ µeq ≤ max
j

µj ,

min
j

T 2
j +

Dµ

π2/3
≤ T 2

eq ≤ max
j

T 2
j +

Dµ

π2/3
.
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FIG. 5. Dynamics of five reservoirs’ temperatures and chem-
ical potentials: ω1/T̃ = 18.5, ω2/T̃ = 18.0, ω3/T̃ = 20.5,

ω4/T̃ = 21.0, ω5/T̃ = 17.0, ω6/T̃ = 17.5, T1/T̃ = 1.0, T2/T̃ =

0.6, T3/T̃ = 0.8, T4/T̃ = 0.7, T5/T̃ = 0.8, µ1/T̃ = 20.5,

µ2/T̃ = 18.0, µ3/T̃ = 20.0, µ4/T̃ = 17.0, µ5/T̃ = 21.0,

γ1(ω) = 10−4(ω/T̃)α1−1, γ2(ω) = 10−5(ω/T̃)α2−1, γ3(ω) =

10−3(ω/T̃)α3−1, γ4(ω) = 0.5 · 10−3(ω/T̃)α4−1, γ5(ω) = 0.5 ·
10−4(ω/T̃)α5−1, αj = 3/2.

HereDµ = ⟨µ2⟩−⟨µ⟩2 ≥ 0 is analog to dispersion. Hence,
equilibrium chemical potential should always be between
instant maximal and minimal chemical potentials. On
the other hand, equilibrium temperature has its minimal
possible value, which is greater than the minimal initial
temperature among reservoirs, and its maximal possible
value, which is greater than the maximal initial temper-
ature among reservoirs.

Despite the fact that quantitative estimations are done
for the case of planar (2D) reservoirs, discussed behavior
can be noticed in figures in the main text for 3D reser-
voirs. Here we also present an example of temperatures’
and chemical potentials’ equalization in the case of five
3D reservoirs (see Fig. 5). It is seen that the discussed

properties of 2D reservoirs’ equilibrium temperatures and
chemical potentials also manifest here.

C. Direct proof of SLoT fulfillment for considered
reservoirs

In the quasi-stationary state of the OQS, ṠS ≈ 0.
Thus,

∑n
j=1 Y j/Tj ≤ 0. Strictly speaking, the fulfill-

ment of the
∑n

j=1 Y j/Tj ≤ 0 condition follows from the

Davies form of the used ME Eq. (13) [40, 47]. However,
we also provide independent proof to underline that the
results achieved in the main text do not break SLoT. In
the main text we have used stationary flows in the fol-
lowing form:

Jj =
∑
κ

ωκγj(ωκ)(nj(ωκ, µj , Tj)− ñ(ωκ)), (30)

P j =
∑
κ

γj(ωκ)(nj(ωκ, µj , Tj)− ñ(ωκ)),

Y j = Jj − µjP j =

=
∑
κ

(ωκ − µj)γj(ωκ)(nj(ωκ, µj , Tj)− ñ(ωκ)).

We can rewrite these equations as follows:

nj(ωκ, µj , Tj)− ñ(ωκ) = (31)

= nj(ωκ, µj , Tj)−
∑n

q=1 γq(ωκ)nq(ωκ, µq, Tq)∑n
q=1 γq(ωκ)

=

=

∑n
q=1 γq(ωκ)(nj(ωκ, µj , Tj)− nq(ωκ, µq, Tq))∑n

q=1 γq(ωκ)
=

= −2

n∑
q=1

γq(ωκ)

Σκ

sinh (vκj − vκq)

cosh (vκj) cosh (vκq)
.

Here Σκ =
∑n

q=1 γq(ωκ), vκj =
ωκ − µj

Tj
. Then

Jj = −2
∑
κ

n∑
q=1

ωκΓjqκ
sinh (vκj − vκq)

cosh (vκj) cosh (vκq)
, (32)

P j = −2
∑
κ

n∑
q=1

Γjqκ
sinh (vκj − vκq)

cosh (vκj) cosh (vκq)
,

Y j = −2
∑
κ

n∑
q=1

TjvκjΓjqκ
sinh (vκj − vκq)

cosh (vκj) cosh (vκq)
.

Here Γjqκ = γj(ωκ)γq(ωκ)/Σκ. It is seen that Γjqκ =
Γqjκ ≥ 0. Using the achieved form of heat flows, we get

n∑
j=1

Y j

Tj
= −2

∑
κ

n∑
q=1

n∑
j=1

vκjΓjqκ
sinh (vκj − vκq)

cosh (vκj) cosh (vκq)
.

(33)
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Summing this equation with a similar one that has
inverted indices q and j, we obtain

n∑
j=1

Y j

Tj
= −

∑
κ

n∑
q=1

n∑
j=1

vκjΓjqκ
sinh (vκj − vκq)

cosh (vκj) cosh (vκq)

−
∑
κ

n∑
q=1

n∑
j=1

vκqΓqjκ
sinh (vκq − vκj)

cosh (vκq) cosh (vκj)
(34)

= −
∑
κ

n∑
q=1

n∑
j=1

(vκj − vκq)Γjqκ
sinh (vκj − vκq)

cosh (vκj) cosh (vκq)
.

In Eq. (34) each term under the sum is equal to or
greater than zero. Thus,

∑n
j=1 Y j/Tj ≤ 0 and SLoT is

fulfilled.

D. The equilibrium temperature and chemical
potential

In equilibrium state of Eq. (24)-(25) P j = 0, Jj = 0 as
for the considered case µj/Tj ≫ 1 matrix of this system

can be inverted. Thus, in equilibrium state Y j = 0.
The sum in Eq. (34) contains terms of the same sign.

Hence, if the total sum equals zero, each term in the sum
equals zero. Hence, for any κ, j, q we have (ωκ−µj)/Tj =
(ωκ − µq)/Tq.
This is satisfied independently on ωκ, if all reservoirs’

temperatures and chemical potentials are equal. How-
ever, it is needed to be shown that this is the only one
possibility to get all Y j = 0. We show this by contradic-
tion.
Let suppose that reservoirs j and q have different tem-

peratures in equilibrium state. Then for any κ holds
ωκ = −(µjTq − µqTj)/(Tj − Tq). This is impossible, if
there are at least two different ωκ in the spectrum of the
OQS.

On the other hand, if equilibrium temperatures of j-th
and q-th reservoirs are the same, equilibrium chemical
potentials are also equal µj = µq. Thus, if there are at

least two different ωκ in the OQS, from P j = 0, Jj = 0
it follows that all reservoirs’ temperatures are equal T1 =
· · · = Tn, and all reservoirs’ chemical potentials are equal
too µ1 = · · · = µn.
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