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Random exchanges of energy arise naturally in stochastic systems. As a consequence, apparent
violations of the second law of thermodynamics can occur, as it holds true on average. Here we
investigate the occurrence of these apparent violations – termed free lunches – in a quantum-classical
system comprised of levitated nanoparticles exchanging energy via the Coulomb interaction. We
consider different initial states for the quantum system, and how these exert work and fluctuations
upon the classical particle affecting the probability of free lunches. With that, we initiate the study
of hybrid quantum-classical systems through the lens of stochastic thermodynamics.

I. INTRODUCTION

Across vastly different spatio-temporal scales, physical
systems ranging from biological molecules [1] to optically
levitated nanoparticles [2] are subject to stochastic dy-
namics arising from their interaction with inaccessible
environmental degrees of freedom [3]. To deal with these
systems, the framework of stochastic thermodynamics
[4, 5] defines quantities such as work and heat as random
variables [6–10]. In this context, the usual thermody-
namical laws become valid only on average and apparent
violations of these laws are possible due to the fluctuat-
ing nature of the thermodynamic variables [6, 11]. For
instance, the second law

⟨w⟩ ≥ ∆F , (1)

where ⟨w⟩ is the averaged work and ∆F is the equilibrium
free energy, can be violated at the stochastic level. Events
which violate the averaged second law are referred to
as a free lunch, and have recently gained interest both
theoretically [6, 12, 13] and experimentally [14, 15].

Also lately, levitated nanoparticles have attained
prominence as a playground for testing ideas in non-
equilibrium physics and stochastic thermodynamics [2,
16–23]. Due to their high degree of control and isola-
tion, these systems hold great promise for fundamental
tests of quantum mechanics [19, 24–35] with a number of
applications including quantum sensing [35–39], tests of
collapse models [2, 40–42], search of new physics [36, 43–
46], probes of the quantum nature of gravity [47–52] and
hybrid quantum-classical dynamics [53], to name just a
few. In this work, we set out to connect levitated optome-
chanics and stochastic thermodynamics via the concept
of free lunches, by investigating the violations of the sec-
ond law in the dynamics of levitated nanoparticles.

To do so, we will build on [53] and consider the in-
teractions between a quantum and a classical levitated
nanoparticle. Our considerations will be quite general
and the specific nature of the interaction in itself will
not be important, being dependent on the particular
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implementation; see for instance [54, 55]. In the in-
terest of illustrating the main concepts with a physical
example, we will consider the levitated particles inter-
act via the Coulomb force. When the quantum me-
chanical particle is in a displaced state, such as coher-
ent or squeezed-coherent states, it exerts a deterministic
force, therefore performing work on the classical parti-
cle through the interaction mechanism. At the same
time, quantum fluctuations induce stochasticity in the
classical dynamics [56–63], causing fluctuations suscep-
tible to exhibiting free lunches. Note that the charac-
teristics of the quantum-induced fluctuations are state-
dependent: for squeezed states, the noise can be en-
hanced and exhibit a non-stationary component [53, 60].
The quantum-classical optomechanical dynamics of levi-
tated nanoparticles therefore provides a rich platform for
applying stochastic thermodynamics concepts, allowing
us to investigate how quantum noise leads to apparent
violations of the second law of thermodynamics.
This paper is organized as follows. In Section II, we de-

fine the quantum-classical optomechanical dynamics used
throughout this work. Section III defines work and the
notion of a free lunch according to stochastic thermo-
dynamics. Section IV presents general results for the
Gaussian work distribution concerning violations of the
second law, inherently bound by a 50% probability of oc-
currence, while in Section V we investigate how these free
lunches are affected by classical and quantum noise, by
isolating and studying each of these two contributions. In
Section VI, we generalize the quantum-classical dynam-
ics and the analysis of free lunches for the case in which
the quantum system is in a squeezed-coherent state. We
conclude with a discussion of the results and their impli-
cations in Section VII.

II. QUANTUM-INDUCED STOCHASTIC
OPTOMECHANICAL DYNAMICS

Consider two particles trapped by neighboring optical
tweezers at a distance d, with displacement coordinates
x(t) and y(t) and masses m and M , respectively. The
particles are charged and interact via the Coulomb force.
In the limit of small displacements, the interaction po-
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tential reads [55],

Ve = − qxqy
8πϵ0d3

(x(t)− y(t))2, (2)

where qx,y denotes the charges of each particle. The
potential Ve contains terms proportional to x2 and y2,
whose effect is to shift the natural frequencies of the har-
monic traps according to ωi →

√
ω2
i − qxqy/4πϵ0md3,

and an interaction term ∼ (ℏg/x0y0)x(t)y(t) with g be-
ing a coupling constant given by,

g = − qxqy
4πϵ0ℏ

(x0y0
d3

)
. (3)

where x0 =
√

ℏ/2mωx and y0 =
√
ℏ/2Mωy are the parti-

cles’ zero point fluctuations and ωx,y are the tweezers’ fre-
quencies. We are interested in the dynamics of a classical
particle interacting with a quantum mechanical system.
Henceforth, we will consider particle x to be classical,
while y is treated quantum mechanically with a certain
initial quantum state.

The classical-quantum dynamics between levitated
nanoparticles has been extensively considered in [53].
In a nutshell, the classical particle follows a stochastic,
Langevin-like dynamics given by

mẍ+mΓẋ+mω2
xx = ζ(t) + f(t) + η(t), (4)

where ζ(t) and f(t) are a quantum-induced noise and
deterministic force arising from the interaction with the
quantum particle, respectively, and η(t) is a thermal
noise describing interactions with additional environmen-
tal degrees of freedom, which we will refer to as classical
noise. This classical thermal noise has zero mean, and
correlation given by

⟨η(t)η(t′)⟩ = 2mΓkBTδ(t− t′), (5)

where T is the equilibrium temperature of the environ-
ment. Similar to the classical noise, the quantum-induced
noise ζ(t) also has zero mean, with correlation given by

⟨ζ(t)ζ(t′)⟩ = C

(
ℏg
y0

)2

cos (ωy(t− t′)) , (6)

where C is an overall factor dependent on the initial state
of the quantum particle.

We will be concerned with displaced states of the
quantum particle, such as coherent or squeezed-coherent
states. For coherent states (that is, in the absence of
squeezing) the quantum-induced noise originates from
the quantum fluctuations of the ground-state wavefunc-
tion, while the deterministic force arises from the ampli-
tude of the displacement, or coherent state amplitude.
The deterministic force is,

f(t) = −2
√
n

(
ℏg
x0

)
cos (ωt+ θ) , (7)

where
√
n = |α| is the modulus of the coherent state

amplitude, with n the mean phonon number, and θ is

Parameter Symbol Units Value
Mass m kg 10−18

Damping rate Γ Hz 10−20

Classical Particle frequency ωx kHz 2π × 134
Quantum Particle frequency ωy kHz 2π × 147

Zero point fluctuation xzpf m 4.1× 10−12

Coulomb coupling rate g kHz 2π × 51

TABLE I: System parameters, adapted from [53–55].

the coherent state’s phase. Later on in Section VI, we
will also consider squeezed-coherent states. Extension to
thermal-coherent states is also possible [53].
The dynamics of the classical particle given by Eq. (4)

can be solved for initial conditions x(0) ≡ x0 and ẋ(0) ≡
v(0) ≡ v0, yielding

x(t) = e−
Γ
2 t

(
x0 cos

(
Ωt

2

)
+

2 (2v0 + x0Γ)

Ω
sin

(
Ωt

2

))
+

2

mΩ

∫ t

0

dt′e−
Γ(t−t′)

2 sin

(
Ω(t− t′)

2

)
Ftot(t

′),

(8)

where Ω =
√
4ω2

c − Γ2 and Ftot(t) = η(t) + ζ(t) + f(t).
From this expression we can calculate all the statistical
moments of the position. Moreover, since Eq. (4) is lin-
ear in x(t) the statistics of the position is Gaussian and
all moments are determined by the the mean and vari-
ance, which in turn can be calculated from correlation
functions over Ftot(t).
Throughout, we will consider the parameters as shown

in Table I, adapted from [53–55].

III. ELEMENTS OF STOCHASTIC
THERMODYNAMICS

Within the framework of stochastic thermodynamics,
f(t) can be interpreted as an external deterministic force
performing work on the classical particle [64]. We define
the work done on the particle in a time interval t ∈ [0, τ ]
[65],

w[x] = −
∫ τ

0

ḟ(t)x(t)dt. (9)

Note w[x] defines a functional over x(t), therefore be-
ing itself an unbounded random variable. Its mean is
bounded by

⟨w[x]⟩ = W ≥ ∆F (10)

where ∆F is the equilibrium free energy difference over
the interval τ . This bound represents the second law of
thermodynamics in its formulation for the work [65].

By performing work, we change the internal potential
of the system. The second law (10) imposes a limitation
due to the entropic cost of transitioning from one state
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to another. For reversible processes we have W = ∆F ,
while in general we deal with irreversible processes where
W > ∆F . The entropic cost can be understood by ex-
amining the equilibrium free energy,

∆F = ∆U − ∆S

β
, (11)

where ∆U is the equilibrium mean energy difference and
∆S is the equilibrium entropy difference. For a reversible
process ∆S = 0. Therefore, having values less than the
free energy would imply ∆S < 0. This does not occur, as
the quantity that violates the bound is w[x], not W . For
our system, regardless of the form of the deterministic
force, the equilibrium free energy difference is given by

∆F = − f(τ)2

2mω2
x

. (12)

Note that it depends on the value of the force at the end
of the process, the frequency of the classical particle ωx,
and its mass m. For a derivation of the equilibrium free
energy see Appendix A.

The idea of apparent violations of the second law is
that the work w[x] can take values where

w[x] < ∆F. (13)

This statistical event is possible because the second law
bounds only the mean work. We call this event the free
lunch, which represents apparent violations of the second
law. We can calculate the probability of a free lunch
P(w < ∆F ), which can be non-zero. We are interested
in how the state-dependent deterministic force f(t) in
conjunction with quantum-induced noise affects P(w <
∆F ).

Following the previous discussion on Eq. (11), observ-
ing values where W < ∆F would imply ∆S < 0, which
cannot occur. However, at the level of stochastic trajec-
tories we can define a stochastic entropy s = − lnP (x)
for which an event where w[x] < ∆F corresponds to a
decrease in s [6]. This stochastic entropy can be negative
and is related to the entropy by S = ⟨s⟩ [11].

IV. GAUSSIAN WORK AND FREE LUNCH

The deterministic force (7) causes oscillations of the
classical particle’s mean position. Due to the linear de-
pendence on position, the work performed by this force
is Gaussian distributed. In view of this, it is useful to
highlight general properties of free lunches for a Gaus-
sian distributed work variable.

The work probability is of the form

P (w) =
1√

2πσ2
W

exp

(
− (W − w)

2

2σ2
W

)
, (14)

where W is the mean value given by

W = −
∫ τ

0

ḟ(t)⟨x(t)⟩ dt, (15)

and σ2
W is the variance,

σ2
W =

∫ τ

0

∫ τ

0

ḟ(t)ḟ(t′) [⟨x(t)x(t′)⟩ − ⟨x(t)⟩⟨x(t′)⟩] dt dt′.

(16)
For our system, both quantities can be derived analyt-
ically with the help of symbolic computation; see ap-
pendix B for details on the calculation of the work mo-
ments.
The probability of free lunch can be directly computed

as,

P(w < ∆F ) =

∫ ∆F

−∞
P (w) dw,

=
1

2

(
1 + erf

(
1√
2

∆F −W

σW

))
. (17)

Due to the second law W ≥ ∆F , the argument of the
error function satisfies

χ =
1√
2

∆F −W

σW
≤ 0 , (18)

introducing an upper bound on the probability of free
lunches of P ≤ 50% with the maximum value correspond-
ing to W = ∆F . Therefore, for a Gaussian work distri-
bution it suffices to investigate the argument of the error
function χ.
Moreover, we see that we have

P(w < ∆F ) =
1

2

(
1 + erf

(
− 1√

2

Wirr

σW

))
, (19)

for Wirr = W − ∆F , the mean irreversible work. This
accounts for the useful work that one can extract from
the system on average [6]. For a reversible process, it is
zero.
We can construct irreversible work as a random vari-

able by defining wirr = w − ∆F , with its mean given
by Wirr = ⟨wirr⟩, and its variance being the same as the
previously defined work variable. That is, σWirr

= σW ,
since irreversible work is just a constant change in the
random variable of the work. This allows us to see the
dimensionless ratio

IWirr = Wirr/σW (20)

as an indicator of the significance of the fluctuations of
the irreversible work [66]. The probability of free lunch
can be rewritten as

P(w < ∆F ) =
1

2

(
1 + erf

(
− 1√

2
IWirr

))
, (21)

The indicator IWirr
gives the significance of the fluctua-

tions as follows: if IWirr
≪ 1, the fluctuations dominate

over the mean, meaning it will be common to observe val-
ues that deviate significantly from the mean. Conversely,
IWirr

≫ 1 indicates the opposite, where the mean value
occurs very often with fewer deviations from the mean.
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Regarding the free lunch, if IWirr
≪ 1 we approach the

maximum probability of 50%, since the error function in
Eq. (21) will be close to zero. Alternatively, if IWirr

≫ 1,
it destroys any chance of a free lunch occurring, because
the error function now will give −1. It becomes clear then
that more fluctuations allow for a higher probability but
always respecting the bound of ≤ 50%.

The above discussion is agnostic to the type of system
and noise that we are investigating, only requiring that
the work is Gaussian. As a final comment, we highlight
that for a non-Gaussian asymmetric distribution the re-
sult could be different. Asymmetries can be explored to
overcome this Gaussian bound.

V. THERMAL AND QUANTUM NOISE

There are two main sources contributing to work fluc-
tuations: (i) environmental factors, characterized by clas-
sical white (thermal) noise and (ii) interaction with the
quantum particle, which introduces Gaussian colored
noise. Our goal is to explore the characteristics of these
noise sources and compare their respective impacts on
the occurrence of free lunches. To achieve this, we will
examine two specific scenarios.

First, we will disregard quantum noise. We point out
the deterministic force in Eq. (7) and classical noise can
be physically implemented by electrodes and classical
control protocols [24, 67, 68] . This scenario represents a
purely classical stochastic dynamics.

We then consider the ideal case where the classical par-
ticle is only affected by quantum noise. This approach
will enable us to understand how the intrinsic nature of
each noise, quantum and classical, affects apparent vi-
olations of the second law. Generalization to squeezed
quantum states will follow. To this end, we note that the
variance can be divided into two parts

σ2
W = σ2

β + σ2
ℏ , (22)

where σ2
β denotes the contribution from thermal noise

and σ2
ℏ is due to quantum noise. Note that the mean

value of both quantum and classical noises vanish.

A. Irreversible work and reversibility

As shown in Eq. (19), violations of the second law
are characterized by the mean irreversible work, Wirr =
W −∆F . In both the purely classical and ideal quantum
scenarios, the irreversible work is identical. What distin-
guishes both cases are just the variances. Before going
into the analysis of free lunches, we first examine the
mean irreversible work to better understand the nature
of the deterministic force.

The irreversible work normalized by the phonon num-
ber n is depicted in Figure 1 as a function of the process
duration τ . The effects of the coherent state parameters,

10 5 10 4 10 3

(s)

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

1.2

1.4

1.6

W
irr

/n
(1

0
23

J)

= 0
= 2

FIG. 1: Irreversible work Wirr normalized by the num-
ber of phonons in the coherent state n as a function of the
time interval τ . We consider different values of the co-
herent phase, namely θ = 0 and θ = π/2. By varying the
time of the process, we can have Wirr = 0, corresponding
to a reversible quasi-static process with a higher proba-
bility of free lunches.

the phase θ and the phonon number n, are as follows: for
the two values of the coherent phase, θ = 0 and θ = π/2,
we observe a small quantitative difference, with θ = 0
yielding larger values than θ = π/2. We note this is a
small difference, and the phase does not significantly af-
fect the results. In contrast, increasing the phonon num-
ber leads to a linear increase in the intensity of the work.
Note that the mean irreversible work exhibits oscilla-

tions with a fixed amplitude throughout the process. An
important observation is that Wirr = 0 for certain time
intervals. This occurs due to the oscillatory nature of
the deterministic force and depends on the specific com-
bination of parameters listed in Table I. When Wirr = 0,
we have W = ∆F , making the process reversible and
consequently quasi-static [65]. Thus, there exists a com-
bination of time interval and frequency that renders the
work quasi-static. A reversible process, Wirr = 0, max-
imizes the probability of 50% for the occurrence of free
lunches.

B. Classical noise

We consider the classical particle is in contact with a
thermal bath at a temperature of 60 K [28]. We assume
a deterministic force of the form (7) is exerted at the
particle, say by electric feedback, with n = 1, 10, 100.
This mimics the case in which the quantum particle is in
a coherent state with the corresponding mean number of
phonons n.

A plot of σ2
β can be seen in Figure 2a). We see the effect

of the coherent phase is minute, with fluctuations slightly
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increasing for θ = 0 when compared to θ = π/2. This
behavior is mirrored in the probability of the free lunch,
as shown in the inset of Figure 2b). For θ = π/2, the
probability reaches a minimum of approximately 15%,
while for θ = 0, it is around 20%, despite both phases
having the same maximum value (due to the quasi-static
scenarios).

Furthermore, extending the time interval does not in-
crease the occurrence of free lunches, since the variance
oscillates with a fixed amplitude in Figure 2a). This re-
sult is expected because the significance ratio IWirr also
oscillates with a constant amplitude, which reflects the
apparent violations shown in Figure 2b). Therefore, the
maximum and minimum probabilities of free lunches re-
main fixed in the classical case. As we will see, this be-
havior does not occur in the quantum case. We also vary
the number of phonons in Figure 2b), showing that as we
increase the phonon number we decrease the free lunch.

Comparing Figures 2a) and 2b), it is evident that the
maximum probability of a free lunch occurs when the
variances vanish, which contrasts with the Gaussian be-
havior discussed in the previous section. The disappear-
ance of the classical variance, shown in Figure 2a), coin-
cides with the vanishing mean irreversible work displayed
in Figure 1. This raises the question: what happens to
the distribution under these circumstances?

We can interpret the simultaneous vanishing of vari-
ance and mean of the work by analyzing the irreversible
work random variable, which shares the same variance as
the usual work. Consequently, the variance of wirr also
approaches zero. Starting from a Gaussian distribution
for wirr with non-zero variance, as the variance goes to
zero, the distribution transitions into a delta function.
Specifically, P (wirr) → δ(wirr) in the reversible limit,
where ⟨wirr⟩ = Wirr = 0. This implies that both the
variance and the mean vanish under these conditions.
For certain time intervals, the distribution effectively de-
forms into a Dirac delta function.

The reversible case represents the scenario with the
maximum probability of free lunches, even when the dis-
tributions are no longer Gaussian. Reducing the irre-
versible work distribution to a delta function, the prob-
ability remains 50%, since

P(wirr < 0) =

∫ 0

−∞
δ(wirr) dwirr =

1

2
, (23)

consistent with our earlier findings. Importantly, this
probability corresponds directly to the likelihood of a
“free lunch”, since the condition wirr = w − ∆F < 0
describes the same statistical event as w < ∆F .

C. Quantum noise

We now consider the ideal scenario where only quan-
tum noise is present. This allows us to analyze in de-
tail how the quantum-classical interaction affects the tra-
jectories of the classical particle, the occurrence of free

10 5 10 4 10 3

(s)

0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

2.5

3.0

2 /n
(1

0
44

J)

a) = 0
= 2

10 5 10 4 10 3

(s)

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

(w
<

F)

b)

n = 1
n = 10
n = 100

10 5 10 4

0.2

0.3

0.4
= 0
= /2

FIG. 2: a) Variance for the classical case. We see that
when σ2

β = 0 the Gaussian distribution of the work be-

comes a Dirac delta distribution. b) Probability of free
lunch as a function of time τ , for n = 1, 10, 100. Inset:
Probability for n = 100; we see P(W < ∆F ) reaches a
minimum of ∼ 15% for θ = π/2, and ∼ 20% for θ = 0
and a set of maximums values of 50%, corresponding to
the reversible cases.

lunches and the decrease in the system’s stochastic en-
tropy.
The variances of the work induced by quantum noise

grows with increasing time intervals, as illustrated in Fig-
ure 3a). The influence of the coherent phase is also neg-
ligible, henceforth we assume θ = 0. While these fluctu-
ations amplify over time, the irreversible work remains
constant. Consequently, the ratio IWirr

decreases, in-
creasing the probability of free lunches. Additionally, the
number of phonons amplifies the fluctuations, as σ2

ℏ ∼ n.
However, since Wirr ∼ n, it follows that IWirr

∼
√
n.

Therefore, although the number of phonons increases
fluctuations and the significance ratio, it ultimately re-
duces the probability of free lunches.
In Figure 3b) we observe the probability of free lunches

occurring for different phonon numbers and time in-
tervals. Although the maximum probability values re-
main constant for all phonon numbers, a decrease in the
number of phonons results in an increase in the min-
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imum probability, according to IWirr
∼

√
n. For ex-

ample, note the region Ωτ = τ ∈ [10−5, 10−4] s, re-
ducing the phonon number from 100 (purple curve) to
1 (pink curve) causes the probability in that region
to rise from min [Pn=100(Ωτ )] = 0 to approximately
min [Pn=1(Ωτ )] ∼ 10%. Moreover, as fluctuations grow
with increasing time intervals, these minimum possible
values also rise, as illustrated by the shape of the minima
in Figure 3 b). The probability at the minima increases
with longer time durations. For instance, in the region
Ωτ for n = 1 (pink curve in Figure 3 b)), the minimum
probability is approximately 10%. However, as the inter-
val increases, the minimum probability over the interval
increases. Asymptotically, for τ → ∞, the probability
tends to oscillate near the upper bound of 50%, since
IWirr

= Wirr/σℏ ≪ 1 in this limit.

The occurrence of free lunches is higher in the classi-
cal case than in the quantum case, as seen by compar-
ing Figure 2b) and Figure 3b). For n = 1, the classical
case oscillates very close to the 50% bound, while in the
quantum scenario, the occurrence of free lunches only
oscillates close to the bound for asymptotic time inter-
vals. For n = 100, the classical result remains around
∼ 20% at all local minima, whereas in the quantum case,
even though the probability at local minima increases as
the time interval grows, for shorter intervals, the minima
provide nearly zero probability. Next, we generalize our
result to the squeezed-coherent state.

VI. SQUEEZED-COHERENT STATE

The quantum particle’s coherent state can be squeezed,
forming a squeezed-coherent state. Squeezed states are
characterized by a reduced standard deviation in a given
quadrature operator compared to the ground state stan-
dard deviation [69]. Two quantities defines the squeezed
state: the squeezing parameter r and the phase ϕ. For
simplicity, we assume ϕ = 0. For details on the quantum-
classical dynamics induced by squeezed states we refer to
[53, 60].

We now generalize the previous results regarding free
lunches to squeezed-coherent states.

A. Dynamics

The classical stochastic dynamics induced by a quan-
tum particle in a squeezed-coherent state can be viewed
as a generalization of (4), with the deterministic force
and noise correlations modified. Specifically, we have the
deterministic force

fs(t) = −2
√
n

ℏg
xzpf

(cosh(r) cos(ωt+ θ)

+ sinh(r) sin(ωt− θ)) . (24)

10 5 10 4 10 3

(s)

10 5

10 4

10 3

10 2

10 1

2 /n
(1

0
42

J)

a) = 0
= 2

10 5 10 4 10 3

(s)

0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

(w
<

F)

b) n = 1
n = 10
n = 100

FIG. 3: a) Variance for the ideal quantum case divided
by the number of phonons n. Fluctuations increase as we
the time interval of the process gets larger. b) Probability
of free lunch as a function of τ for different values of
phonon number. As we increase n, the minimum possible
values of the free lunch probability decrease. Note that
a set of local minima occurs and as the time intervals
increase, the probability at these local minima also grows.

In addition, squeezing induces a stationary Gaussian
noise ζs(t) with correlation

⟨ζs(t)ζs(t′)⟩ = cosh(2r)

(
ℏg
xzpf

)2

cos(ω(t− t′)), (25)

and a non-stationary noise component with

⟨ζns(t)ζns(t′)⟩ = sinh(2r)

(
ℏg
xzpf

)2

cos(ω(t+ t′)). (26)

The factor sinh(2r) ensures the positivity of the com-
plete noise, which is the sum of the stationary and non-
stationary components. Note that for r = 0, we fall back
into the coherent state case. Furthermore, the expression
for the free energy (12) remains valid, as it is independent
of the specific form of the deterministic force.
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r = 0.5
r = 0.8

FIG. 4: Irreversible work for the squeezed case for two
values of the parameter r. The amplitude of oscillations
increases as we increase the squeezing. As for the coher-
ent state case, the irreversible work becomes null for a set
of time intervals, corresponding to reversible processes.

B. Irreversible work

In Figure 4 we present the irreversible work for the
squeezed-coherent case. Similar to the coherent case, we
observe intervals of time where the process becomes re-
versible, i.e., Wirr = 0, indicating a quasi-static regime.
We compare two values of the squeezing parameter,
r = 0.5 (corresponding to 4.34 dB of squeezing) and
r = 0.8 (corresponding to 6.94 dB). We observe that
larger squeezing parameters increase the amplitude of the
irreversible work, indicating that higher squeezing leads
to greater irreversible work.

C. Fluctuations

We decompose the work fluctuations of the squeezed-
coherent case into two contributions: stationary and non-
stationary. This separation calls for an analysis of each
individual contribution, to understand their respective
roles in the occurrence of free lunches.

In the stationary case, shown in Figure 5 a), the fluctu-
ations increase as the time interval expands. This effect
becomes more pronounced as the squeezing parameter
increases. In contrast, the non-stationary contribution,
shown in Figure 5 b) can be negative and decreases as
the time interval grows. This negativity is not problem-

atic, as we have σ
2(st)
ℏ > σ

2(n-st)
ℏ . The total variance is

shown Figure 5 c). We see that despite the negative val-
ues of the non-stationary part, the total variance always
increases as a function of τ .

D. Free lunch

As in the previous section, the free lunch probability
remains Gaussian, as squeezing does not alter the statis-
tical nature of the work. In Figures 6a) and b) we present
the probability of free lunches as a function of squeezing
parameter and number of phonons, respectively. Simi-
larly to the quantum case described in Section V, the
increase in fluctuations with the duration of the process
leads to a higher probability of free lunches. This proba-
bility stabilizes asymptotically and shows minor oscilla-
tions near the upper bound of 50%.
As shown in Figure 6 a), the probability in the local

minimum for the squeezed-coherent state is lower than
that observed in the quantum case (Figure 3 b)). While
squeezing amplifies the fluctuations – despite the reduc-
tion due to the non-stationary contribution – the irre-
versible work also increases. Consequently, the signifi-
cance ratio IWirr

is bigger for the squeezed coherent state
than for the quantum case. Specifically, as the squeezing
parameter increases from 0.5 to 0.8, the probability of
free lunches occurring at the local minima diminishes.
At first, this result may seem counterintuitive, as

squeezing amplifies fluctuations. However, the irre-
versible work is proportional to cosh2(r), while the vari-

ance is proportional to cosh3/2(r), resulting in the sig-

nificance ratio being proportional to cosh1/2(r). Since

cosh1/2(r) increases with r, the occurrence of free lunches
decreases as r increases.
The effect of the number of phonons is illustrated in

Figure 6 b), where the squeezing parameter is fixed at
r = 0.5. As shown, increasing the number of phonons
eliminates any possibility of a free lunch occurring dur-
ing the initial time intervals. In particular, for n = 100
(purple curve in Figure 6), within the region Ωτ = τ ∈
[10−5, 5 × 10−5] s, the probability P(w < ∆F ) is zero.
However, as the process duration increases, the probabil-
ity of free lunches re-emerges. This is due to the mini-
mum probabilities in the increasing ranges continuing to
increase over time, consistent with the results discussed
earlier.

VII. CONCLUSION

In this work, we utilized concepts from stochastic ther-
modynamics, such as the notion of work as a random
variable and the occurrence of apparent violations of the
second law, free lunches, to investigate how noise arising
from the interaction between a classical and a quantum
system affects the occurrence of trajectories where the
stochastic entropy decreases. We also investigated how
such apparent violations depend on the state of the quan-
tum system, notably for coherent and squeezed-coherent
states. Overall, find that a thermal classical noise ex-
hibits more free lunches than quantum-induced noise.
While squeezing increases quantum fluctuations, the oc-
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FIG. 5: Variance in the squeezed-coherent state. a)Stationary contribution of the variance. b) Non-stationary
contribution of the variance. c) Total variance for the ideal quantum squeezing case. A non-monotonic behavior
occurs for small values of τ , due to the competition between the stationary and non-stationary contributions.
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FIG. 6: Probability of free lunches in squeezing state.
a) Probability as a function of time for different values
of the squeezing parameter, with n = 1. Increasing the
squeezing parameter raises the probability at the local
minima. b) Probability as a function of time for different
phonon numbers, with r = 1. Higher phonon numbers
reduce the probability at the local minima. However, the
probability at the minima increases as the time interval
grows.

currence of free lunches is lower in the squeezed-coherent
state compared to coherent states.
The work done on the classical particle due to the

quantum particle is a Gaussian random variable, which
imposes an upper limit of 50% on the probability of free
lunches. This bound is characteristic of the behavior of
a Gaussian random variable, which presents a symmet-
ric distribution with zero skewness. The only way to
achieve a probability P > 50% with W ≥ ∆F is through
an asymmetric distribution. An example was reported
in [14]. It is worth noting that our study was limited to
Gaussian states; therefore, considering different dynam-
ics could affect the conclusions presented here. Future
investigations and generalizations in this direction are
the subject of further work.
Apparent violations can be exploited in thermal ma-

chines, where increasing the probability of free lunches
consequently raises the probabilities of achieving higher
efficiencies. Moreover, the increase in free lunches could
assist in experimentally verifying the Jarzynski equality,
as a sufficient number of trajectories where w < ∆F are
required. Additionally, the emergence of colored noise
due to quantum-classical interaction opens up new theo-
retical avenues for investigating the dynamics and ther-
modynamics of such systems.

Appendix A: Equilibrium Free Energy

To calculate the equilibrium free energy, ∆F = ∆U −
β−1∆S, we need the potential U and the entropy S in
equilibrium. First we notice that the potential energy
difference in equilibrium will be given by ∆U = ⟨∆u⟩0,
where ⟨. . . ⟩0 is the equilibrium average, and ∆u = uf−u0

is the random variable potential energy.
At t = 0, we consider that our system is in equilib-

rium, not interacting with the quantum particle, there-
fore the initial random variable potential energy is u0 =
1
2mω2

cx
2
0. After interacting, the quantum particle ex-
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erts a deterministic force, and in the end of the pro-
cess, the final random variable potential energy will be
uf = 1

2mω2
cx

2
τ − f(τ)xτ . The average ⟨. . . ⟩0 is obtained

by considering equilibrium of the variable x0 and xτ . The
equilibrium distribution of both quantities are

P0(x0) ∼ exp

(
−β

mω2
c

2
x2
0

)
, (A1)

for the initial position, and

Pτ (xτ ) ∼ exp

(
−β

(
1

2
mω2

cx
2
τ − f(τ)xτ

))
. (A2)

Meanwhile, ∆S is the difference in Shannon en-
tropy between two equilibrium states, where S =
−
∫
p(x) log(p(x))dx. It can be understood as the mean

of the stochastic entropy, s = − log p(x), where in equi-
librium S = ⟨s⟩0 Therefore, we can calculate it using the
above distributions.

To compute the equilibrium free energy, we take into
account the equilibrium position distributions, calcu-
lating ⟨∆u⟩0, and ⟨∆s⟩0, and putting all together in
∆F = ∆U − β−1∆S give us

∆F = − f(τ)2

2mω2
c

. (A3)

Appendix B: Work moments

To calculate the work moments, the mean and the vari-
ance, we need the first moments of the position. We take

the average over Eq. (8), giving

⟨x(t)⟩ =

e−
Γ
2 t

(
⟨x0⟩ cos

(
Ωt

2

)
+

2 (2⟨v0⟩+ ⟨x0⟩Γ)
Ω

sin

(
Ωt

2

))
+

2

mΩ

∫ t

0

dt′e−
Γ(t−t′)

2 sin

(
Ω(t− t′)

2

)
f(t′),

(B1)

where initially the system is in equilibrium, therefore ⟨x0⟩
and ⟨v0⟩ are calculated with a equilibrium distribution.
Following the same idea, we multiply x(t) by x(t′) and

take the average over the product. This will give the cor-
relation ⟨x(t)x(t′)⟩, allowing us to calculate ⟨x(t)x(t′)⟩−
⟨x(t)⟩⟨x(t′)⟩ straightforwardly.
With both, ⟨x(t)⟩ and ⟨x(t)x(t′)⟩ − ⟨x(t)⟩⟨x(t′)⟩ in

hands, the mean and the variance of the work will be
given respectively by direct integration of

W = −
∫ τ

0

ḟ(t)⟨x(t)⟩ dt, (B2)

σ2
W =

∫ τ

0

∫ τ

0

ḟ(t)ḟ(t′) [⟨x(t)x(t′)⟩ − ⟨x(t)⟩⟨x(t′)⟩] dt dt′.

(B3)
These expressions are long and complicated, but can be
calculated directly by integration. Any symbolic compu-
tation software can handle the calculations easily.
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