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We provide a characterization of energy in the form of exgegirheat and work between two interacting con-
stituents of a closed, bipartite, correlated quantum gysiy defining a binding energy we derive a consistent
guantum formulation of the first law of thermodynamics, inieftthe role of correlations becomes evident, and
this formulation reduces to the standard classical pidturelevant systems. We next discuss the emergence
of the second law of thermodynamics under certain—butyfaigneral—conditions such as the Markovian
assumption. We illustrate the role of correlations andrattgons in thermodynamics through two examples.

PACS numbers: 05.30-d , 05.70.-a, 03.65.Ud

I. INTRODUCTION internal energies of the two parties, provides the inteemal
ergy of the whole system.

Investigating the consistency of thermodynamics, as a suc- 1 he definitions _Of heat and work that we use are similar
cessful classical theory of macroscopic physical systevitis, {0 those in Ref. 7], however, unlike there, we show that, in
quantum mechanics, as a fundamental theory of the undeg€neral, nonequilibrium thermodynamic processes affgcti
lying microscopic systems, is still an open problem and theéd Systems involve work exchange witiB without the need
subject of extensive recent researdh [Defining quantum fOF @n external driving represented by a time-dependent pa-
mechanical counterparts of the classical concepts of *heat@meter in the system Hamiltonian, but merely because of the
and “work” and describing the mechanisms underlying theifntéractions betweess and B. Besides, we explicitly show
exchange among microscopic quantum systems are the firqat correlations do not_play any ro_le in work exchange, avhil
steps towards this goal. From this point of view, studyirg th they do play an unavoidable role in heat transfer betwgen

thermodynamic role of quantum mechanical features such &d B. Furthermore, this latter process does not necessarily
nonclassical correlations is of paramount importance. needB to be treated as an environment weakly couplef,to

There exist various approaches to defining heat and Worg’_'us_ it n_eed not be_ expe_cted to_evolve in ti_me according to a
microscopically One widely-used definition has been pro- Issipative l\_/la_rkowan (Lindbladian) dynamics. . L
posed in Ref. 7], where work exchange is due to an exter- AS @ preliminary and necessary step toward investigating
nal periodic driving incorporated in a time-dependent Hami €@t and work exchanges between two interacting systems
tonian, while heat is absorbed or released because of inte@d 5, One needs to unambiguously assign to the two parties
action with an ambient environment. In order to show tha Percentage of the interaction energy depending on the stat
also in time-independent Hamiltonian systems work can b@f the compound system. However, dueS& correlations,
extracted, other approaches have been proposed, suchgs ugiiere Will always be part of the interaction energy that bgo
another quantum system as a “work storag®” [These pro- to bothS andB together. In thermodynamic terms, extracting
posed mechanisms, however, are not entirely consistent wit!iS part of the energy would require accessibility of thialto
each other. Indeed, the role of correlations is usually ot ¢ SYStém. Thus, we distinguish three contributions to thal tot
sidered in these approaches since the focus is mainly on orf&iérnal energy ofS3: one accessible only throug$i the

of the two parties of compound quantum systems, wherea®ther orr1]e Ionly_ thrhougtB, an? the last one cl)lnlr)]/_ tr}rougﬁﬁB

a comprehensive study of thermodynamic behaviors shoulfS & Whole) via thé 5 correlations. We call this latter con-

consider all effects concerning systems involved in nofequ tfikution to the internal energy titeinding energy Certainly,
librium thermodynamic processes. although (in the case of time-independent total Hamiltohia
Here we revisit the first and the second laws of thermody-the total '”tem"’." energy remains constant in time, thatiof e
namics in a closed (conservative) quantum system comgrisin\tlcgrrksa2:j ﬁe\é?”es because they interact and thus exchange
two interacting parties, one denoted Byas the thermody- o .

namic system of interest and the other denotedlyylaying In a recent publicationd], the_ internal energy of an open
the role of its environment, and reformulate these laws in gluantum system has been defined as the energy which is ac-

way that clearly exposes the role played.$# correlations. cessible ttht:oug@eas%r?;rwegi? a_tfllxed I;)cal iffec(;l\r/]e rr:ea-
In order to do so we introduce the notion of “binding energy”Suremen asis’y], and the definitions of work and heat sug-

of two interacting quantum systems which, together with th(—:geSted by considering the ability of the energy changes-in al
' tering the von Neumann entropy; heat is the energy flux that

may change the entropy but work is the part of the energy

change that keeps entropy intact. In contrast, in our formal

ism the internal energy associated with each subsystem is de
* rezakhani@sharif.edu fined as the energy which is locally accessible in each indi-
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vidual subsystem by means of arbitrary local measurement¥Vhen there areorrelationsbetween the system and the envi-

Although it has been known in the literature that correlagio ronment, we can write

play a role in heat exchange, this fact has not been shown ex-

plicitly thus far. In the following, we provide explicit rations 0sB(T) = 0s(7) ® 0B(7) + x(7), 8)

that exhibit the role played by correlations in heat, workd a

entropy exchange between constituents of a bipartitersyste Wherex measures all correlations (classical or quantum). Re-
The structure of this paper is as follows. In SBove lay ~ Placing this decomposition into Eq€)(and (7) yields

out the foundation to define basic thermodynamic properties

such as heat and work, and show in St.a first law gov- dos(r) = —i[Hg(1), 0s(1)]dT — iTrp [Hing, x(7)] dr,
erning their mutual transformations. Sectibh deals with 9)
finite and infinitesimal versions of a possible formulatidn o dog(7) = — i[Hz(7), 05(7)]dT — iTrg [Hint, x(7)] dT,
the second law of thermodynamics. We illustrate our formal- (10)
ism through two examples in Se¢. The paper is concluded
by a summary in Sed/I. where we have modified the Hamiltonians as

Hg p(1) = Hs g + Trp,s [05,5(T) Hint] - (11)

Il. FIRST LAW OF THERMODYNAMICSIN THE
PRESENCE OF INTERACTIONS AND CORRELATIONS The last term might be reminiscent lbhmb shiftcorrections
in Markovian dynamics{q]. We can rewrite Eq.X) as

We consider a closed quantum syst&m consisting of two , , ,
interacting quantum systems: the system of inteesnd its Hior = Hg(7) + Hp(7) + Hiy(7), (12)
bath or environmentB—with no restrictions on the dimen-
sionality of S'andB. The state o6 B is described by the den-
sity matrix osp(7), evolving under a total time-independent
Hamiltonian

where
H{ (7) = Hint —Trs [05(7)Hint| = Tr [05(7) Hint) . (13)

Hiot = Hg + Hp + Hins. 1) Since the interaction Hamiltonian is nonlocal, it seems
physically reasonable to expect that it is not accessible-by

Theinternal energyof the total system is the mean value of cal means. This is mathematically enforced by requestiag th

the total Hamiltonian with respect to the tlme-evolvmgga the mean values off!  (7) with respect to the local states
namelyUy.; = Tr[osp(7)Hiot], and is thus constant in time .

. L ' vanish. However, we have
since the dynamics of the total system is governed by the

Schrodinger equation Trs[os(7) Hie (7)] = Tralop(r) Hiy (7))

dosp(T) = —i[Hyot, 05p(7)] dT. (2) = —Tr[os(7) ® 0p(T)Hint].  (14)

W(Ienatsri:rmgdznlatrmg: gizgﬁittter]5(?rrﬁ):lllp\(/af;'riations of the intdrna Toremedythis, we simply need to compensate for the nonzero
y ' scalar contribution of Eq.14) by distributing it over the

g?ﬁ;?{é;ﬁ dS/)éSnfonqu%(\:fctl)Jét\?ve(gir\utsr\i(;f ;Qgﬂtzzmﬁgeg:\t:?;ﬁ?/stem and environment Hamiltonians through the real (but
y not necessarily positive) auxiliary parametarsandag =

ment. The quantum mechanical counterparts of infinitesimal a5 and hence definingffectiveHamiltonians
heat and work exchanges in a system with stéte and time- o
dependent Hamiltoniaf/ (7) are given by §]

dQ(r) = Tr[de(r)H(7)], 3)
dW(r) = Tr [o(T)dH (1)], (4)
where “0” denotes a time differential, whiléQ anddW arein ~ Accordingly, Hi, in Eqg. (12) can be replaced with an effec-
general inexact differentials. With these definitions, vaeen V€ Interaction Hamiltonian
the following quantum version of the first law of thermody- (eff) (eff) (eff)
namics for the internal enerdy() = Tr [H (1) o(7)]: Hiyy ' (7) = Hiot — Hg ' (7) = Hp (7). (17)
dU(7) = dQ(7) + dW(7). (5) Note that Eqs.9) and (L0O) remain valid where‘IgB(T) are

. : eff
In the case of a compound, isolated syst&m, the states replaced WlthHé, o (7), and we have
of the constituent subsystems are obtained by partialntgaci

0s,5(7) = Trp,s [0sp(7)]; thus from Eq. 2) we have Trs[os(7) HED (7)) = Trplop(r)HED (1)) = 0. (18)
dos(7) = —i[Hsg, 0s(7)|dT — iTrg [Hint, 0sp(7)] dT,

Héeﬂ) (1) = Hg(1) — asTr|os(7) @ op(T)Hint] ,  (15)
Hgiﬂr) (1) = Hg(1) — apTr(os(7) ® 05(7)Hint] . (16)

©) By defining theinternal energies of the constituent systems

through the effective Hamiltonians
dQB(T) = — i[HB, QB(T)]dT — iTI‘S [Hinta QSB(T)] dr.
0 Us 5(1) = Trlos n(r) HS R (7)), (19)
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an energy contribution remains, callethdingenergy, which  Hence, in our setting the binding energy is completely of

can be naturally attributed to correlatiopss the heat type. This can also be seen from the relations
. AU, (7) = Teldy(r) By (7)] and e[y (r)d " (7)] = 0,
U, () = Te[x(r)HS (7)), (20)  which show that changes in the binding energy can only come
from changes in the state correlations. Indeed, the heat bal
such that ance equation26) shows that (i) heat transfer is only due to

interactions and correlations within the total system gree-
ment with the result of Refs5[ 10], and (ii) that heat passing

Note that only if the interaction and correlations betweenfrom one system to the other is paid for by varying $18

o S &orrelations that thus behave likehaat storage That is, if
the two systems were negligible (which is usually assume

in classical thermodynamics)—namely onlyAf,; =~ 0 and szréilgggas d_o E?itq; hairr\]gae ?Sg%?nt:wi(t)r,\ tt?\Zns(tig;aa:rdot;ext-
0os(T) ~ 0s(7) ® pp(r) at all timest—we would have 5 5, 1IN ag

N ; - book definition of “heat” in classical systems wherein no or
Uter » Us(7) + Up(7) and the internal energy be additive. only a negligibly-weak interaction between the system aed t

environmentis assumed].

1. EXCHANGE OF HEAT AND WORK BETWEEN TWO  Remark 1 In our derivations thus far we have assumed that
INTERACTING SYSTEMS the Hamiltonian of the total systesB is time-independent.
If we relax this condition and allow a time dependence (e.qg.,
When two thermodynamical systems are independentue to the action of some external agent on the total system),

namely uncorrelated and noninteracting, the amount of th@art of our relations will be modified as follows:
transferred heat/work from one system is equivalent to the
heat/work received by the other system. In our context, the dUtot(7) = dUs(7) + dUg(7) + dUy (1), (27)
existence of interactions and correlations betwgeand B al- dQs(7) +dQg(1) = —dQ, (1), (28)

ters this picture for heat exchange, but not for the exchdnge 4y +dW —Tr ® dH 29
work. Indeed, inserting Eq16) into Eq. @), the infinitesimal s() 5(7) les(r) ® e5(r) dHine(7)], (29)

Uit = Us(7) + Up(1) + Uy (7). (21)

works performed bys and B are obtained as wheredQ, (1) = Tr[dx(7) Hint (7)]. Equation @9) indicates
that even in the time-dependent case correlations do net con
dWs(7) =apTr [0s(7) ® dop(T)Hint] (22)  tribute in the exchange of work between the system and the en-
—agTr[dos(7) ® 0p(T)Hint| = —dWg(7). vironment. Since the dynamics of the compound sySters

generated by, (7), it follows thatTr[dosp (7) Hiot (7)] =
The work absorbed or released by systg&nrespectivelyB, 0 (i.e., the total system is thermally isolated), so that¢heme
each depends on the scalatsz, which is reminiscent to the no heat exchanges and the only possibility $d8 is to per-
non-gauge-invariance feature of woi®.[ Nevertheless, we form work because of the external driving due to the rest of
always have the universe.

dWg (1) + dWp(r) = 0. (23)
IV. SECOND LAW OF THERMODYNAMICS
Note that, unlike in Refs.Z, 9] where it is the time depen-
dence of the Hamiltonian through an external driving param- According to the second law of thermodynamics, the en-

eter that leads to work exchange, here the vv_ork exch_ang_e fo!fopy of a macroscopic closed system whickhisrmally iso-
lows from the time dependence of the effective Hamiltoniangae (in thermodynamics terminology) can only remain con-
which include time-dependent Lamb-shift-like correcon o0t or increase in timeLL, 12]. However, the second law is

Eq. (17). As a consequence, our formalism features that work, ot necessarily valid in nonequilibrium microscopic or eve
exchange between two interacting subsystems is allowed eVenacroscopic system& 3-18].

without an external driving. In the following we demonstrate the possible emergence of

Unlike the infinitesimal workiW's (7), the scalar parame- the second law of thermodynamics and the important role of
tersag, g do not contribute to the infinitesimal heat eXChangeSsystem-bath correlations in this microscopic context.

becausd [do(r)] = 0. In particular, inserting Eqs1€) and In the case of a compound syste$B, the subadditivity
(16) into Eq. @) yields of the von Neumann entropy §] (we setkg = 1 for the

' (cff) Boltzmann constant throughout the paper)
dQs(7) = —ZTY{X(T)[[[S (T),fﬁnJ} dr, (24)

. $(r) = —Tr [o(r) log o(7)] (30)
d = —iT oy Hiy || dr. 25 L . .

Qs(7) e [X(T)[ 5 (7) t” T (25) implies that themutual information

In addition, differentiating Eq.21) and using Eqg.5) together $.(7) = Ss(7) +$5(7) — Ssu(7) (31)

with Eg. 23), one obtains that
is always nonnegative. Mutual information characterites t

dQs(7) +dQp(1) = —dU, (7). (26) amount of total correlations (both classical and quantum)
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shared by the two subsysterisand B [20, 21]. Intuitively, It then follows that, wherlU, (1) = 0 butT) (7) # 0, since

if the correlations betweeff and B increasesy, becomes dUg(r) = —dUp(7) [Eq. (21)], the two subsystems must

larger. have the same instantaneous pseudo-temperdafire:) =
Since we have assumed that the total sys$&bnis closed, Tg(7). Another possibility is whedU, (7) = 0 andZ) (1) =

it evolves unitarily and its von Neumann entrdpyg (7) does 0 such thatl$, (1) # 0, whence

not change in time (even if its Hamiltonian depends on time).

Hence, differentiating Eq3() yields dUp(r) = M ds, (7). (36)

Ts(r) — Tp(T)

We remark that a somewhat similar result in Reg][is akin

fto our general expression in Eq35) (of course here with

pseudo-temperature instead of equilibrium temperatiit@}

interesting relation yet agin indicated the role of cortielss;

for energy transport to the bath (and similarly to the syjtem

ASs+ ASp =8$,(7) >0, (33)  correlations are necessary, where in turn developmentref co

relations ensues from interaction.

dSs(7) + dSp(7) = dS, (7). (32)

Integrating both sides of this equation in the time interva
[0, 7], with the assumption that the initial state $B is un-
correlated (i.e.3, (0) = 0), leads to

as obtained in Ref.22]. This relation states that, as long as
one observes subsystesandB locally and their initial state
is without any correlations, the sum of the total variatiohs
the entropies of andB is always nonnegative. One can con- Ts(T)TB(T) AUt (1)
sider this property as a form of the second law of thermody- (1) = m (de(T) - T(T)) - (37
namics for the compound systesiB.

Unlike in equilibrium thermodynamics, in a general Furthermore, from Egs5f and @4), it follows that
nonequilibrium system “temperature” is not a well-defined
guantity (see, e.g., Ref23, 24] for some recent discussions). dSs p(r) = dQs.5(7) dWS’B(T).
However, at fixed “volume” {) and “number of particles” Ts.5(7) Ts.5(7)
(), one can introduce a time-dependpséudo-temperature Formally, the difference between the total variations efeh-
by means of the internal energy and the von Neumann entroptyopies and the contributions coming from the heat exchsnge
through are given by the contributions due to the work exchanges,

1 _ d5(7) S (1) = oy 9Qsp(r) _ dWs p(7)
T(r) '~ au(r)’ (34) dXs,B(7) := dSs,B(7) - (39)

Remark 3 Under the same conditions, when the total Hamil-
tonian is time-dependent, EQ®) is modified to

(38)

Ts,B(T) Ts,B(T)

which is somewhat reminiscent of the standard, equilibriumrl'he quantitydy resembles the infinitesimaiternal entropy
definition1/7 = (05/0U) n v productionas defined in Ref.q], where the case of an ex-
ternally driven systen$ has been discussed which is weakly

Remark 2 In generic quantum systems, it is not always clearcoupled to a conservative heat bathinducing a dissipative
how to definel” and N (or other relevant thermodynamic dynamics ¥, 26-28] (in general explicitly time-dependent) of
properties) in general quantum systems. Additionallyhi#rt  the Lindblad type. In this particular context, the infiniteal
modynamic equilibrium we deal with the partial derivative entropy production is modified as the difference between the
(0$/0U) N,y rather than the ratio of two total derivatives variation of the entrop$s () and the entropy flux into or out
((d$/dr)/(dU/dr)), which can be different quantities. Not- of the system associated to the heat fii}s(7) divided by
ing Egs. (5 and (16), the free parametet,s (andap) would  the (initial) temperature of the bafh (rather thari’s () as in
also appear in the pseudo-temperature. In general then, ongg. (39)),
should not expect that the pseudo-temperature necessarily
have definite relation with the equilibrium temperature; un dYs(r) := dSg(r) — dQS(T). (40)
less under certain conditions. Later in the examples we show T
explicitly how in special cases the pseudo-temperature may This expression can be interpreted as an internal entropy
relate to the equilibrium temperature by appropriatelydixi  production for systent’ and its nonnegativityl>(7) > 0,
the scalaro s through thermodynamic properties of the systemcan be considered as an infinitesimal expression of the decon
in question. law of thermodynamics. If the time evolutiag (0) — os(7)

) is given by a Lindblad-type generatdr, that preserves the

A_doptmg the concept of pseudo-temperature, one can a$3stantaneous Gibbs sta@@(f) = exp(—BHs(1))/Zs(7),
sociate (time-dependent) pseudo-temperatiikes(7) with . . . _BHs(r
7 with 3 = 1/T and Zs(r) = Tr[e #Hs(M], namely

subsystemsS and B and also a pseudo-temperatdrg(r) 5 o
with the binding energy. As a result, inserting Eg4Yinto ~ £-[es(7)] = 0, then one can recast the infinitesimal entropy
Eq. 32 gives production 40) as

dSs(r) = ~Tr | L [os(r)] (log o5(r) — log g¢(r) )| .
(41)

dUs(r) ~ dUg(r) dU,(7)
Ts() | Ta(r) | Ta(r) (59
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If the generator_. is of the Lindblad form, for each fixed > however, does not exclude that, under certain conditions,
0, the map<E, = %4 form—uwith respect to the nonnegative proper thermodynamic patterns might emerge.
parameters—a semigroup of completely-positive and trace To alleviate the above situation, we can discern a better mo-
preserving family of mapsif]. Since Z:S[Qg(T)] = Qg(T) tivated notion of temperature by .appealing to ana!ogy with
and the relative entrop@(Zs[gs(T)]Hgg(r)) is a monotoni-  Standard thermodynamics. tfassicalthermodynamics the

cally decreasing function of[29], one obtains the following "elation
infinitesimal quantum version of the second law of thermody-

1
namics: ds = fdQ (46)

d 5 holds for a system undergoing a quasistatic reversiblestran
dXs(r) = _gD(zs[QS(T)]HQS(T)) dr > 0. (42) formation, whereas for a nonequilibrium process there is an
=0 extra term corresponding to the internal entropy prodactio
Remark 4 A simpler physical context is provided when there X,
is no external driving for systeri, namely its Hamiltonian 1
Hs(r) = Hg is time-independent, and so are the Lindblad ds = TdQ +dX. (47)
generatorL, = L of its dissipative dynamiass (0) — os(7) _ o .
and the Gibbs stat@@ (such thatL[gg] — 0). In such a case, In this case the “temperature” is fixed by the external envi-

the proof of the positivity of the entropy production follow "onment (bath) which is supposed to exchange heat always
from Eq.(40) becoming quasistatically (because of its short relaxation timeghout

changing its temperaturén our formalism, however, we treat
d¥s(r) = —dD(gs(T)Ilgg) (43) the system and bath similarly. Thus we can extend Bq) (
and identify arextendedemperature and an entropy produc-
and from the monotonicity of the relative entropy undertion for both system and bath and see how they compare at
completely-positive, trace preserving dynamics. long times with expected thermodynamic temperatures. One
way to do so is to explicitly computé$ and dQ and next

In the finite expression of the second law of thermodynamcompare them to read an extended temperafuees
ics (which follows from Eq. 33) in the absence of initial cor- 1
relations betweeff andB), the heat batl® is taken explicitly dS(r) = T
and directly into account (though the tery$z). Rather, in (7)
the infinitesimal expressiod®), the heat bath is indirectly ac- Remark 5 Note that Eq. 48) defines both the extended tem-
counted for by the fact that (i) the heat exchange occurseat thperatureZ () and the generalized entropy productié® (7).
bath temperature, and (i) that the dissipative reduceduiyn Moreover, unlike the pseudo-temperatdrér), 7 (7) is by
ics of systen®' is determined by the bath in the weak-coupling constructiona s s-independent because neither heat nor en-
limit. tropy depends ong g. In the following examples, we discuss

Notwithstanding these fundamental physical differenites, both nonequilibrium temperatureég(r) and 7 (7) by com-
is still interesting to study to which extent the thermodyra paring them with the equilibrium temperatufe(of the bath).
ical inequalitydXs(7) > 0 can be related to the behavior

of dSg () in Eq. 39). It is evident thatdXg 5 (7) can-

dQ(7) + dX(7). (48)

not be both strictly positive in general. For example, in the V. EXAMPLES
case of the same instantaneous pseudo-temperatures,as whe
dU, (1) = 0 andT)(7) # 0, from Here we study in detail two examples in one of whikhbr-
malizationoccurs, whereas the other one does not exhibit this
= = dW dW
ASs(r) + dSp(r) = s(7) 4 B(7) (44) feature.
Ts(T) Tp(T)
we obtaindSs(r) = —dSp(7) for AWg(r) = —dW (7). A. Examplel: Thermalizing qubit

In general, it is not true that the finite variation
Consider a two-state system (e.g., a spif-particle or
dWs(s) 1 a two-level atom) interacting with a thermal environment,
ds Ts(s) Tg(s) comprised of infinitely many modes at (initial) temperature
(45) T = 1/B, through the Jaynes-Cummings total Hamiltonian
becomes nonnegative in the absence of initial correlabens 7 — f7, + Hi(rf;)’ where
tweenS and B—unlike the case for the finite variations of the
von Neumann entropies of the reduced states (7). 1 > +
One can argue that the infinitesimal quantitiés 5 (7) do Ho = w00 + D wkaiar
,B
not generically behave as expected from true thermodynamic \ =t
quantities because the instantaneous pseudo-temperdure Hi(m) = Z(f;§0+ ®ar + fro— ® aL). (50)
not behave themselves as thermodynamic temperatures. This k

ASs(7) + AXp(r) = /O " ds

(49)



Hereo,, o, ando, = diag(1l, —1) are the Pauli operators, is the Lamb-shift Hamiltoniarl® denotes the Cauchy princi-
o+ = o, 0y, anday is the bosonic annihilation operator pal value,s is the inverse temperature of the bath,

for modek. Although this model is not exactly solvable, we

can find the exact states of the system and bath up to any order

in \; see AppendiA for details ofO(\?) calculations.
In the weak-coupling, long-timey-continuum, Markovian
limit (where A\ — 0 and7 — oo such that\?7 = const.

and)", — f0°° dw), we can find the following Lindblad-type

dynamical equation:

0§ (r) = ~i[Hs + Hys, o8 (r)] + 2 (A(wn, 5) +1)

x (20-08" (s — {o40-, 087 (7)}) + 3 Tlwo, B)

< (2000 (o~ (o0, o)), 1
where
Hys = 2)\°P /OO dw HOk 2n(w,B)+1) 0. (52)
0 woy — W
=: (1/2)Q(\*,wo, B) 72, (53)

0§’ (7) = % {

wherey = ~ coth(Bwy/2). It is evident from this solution
that systent’ eventually thermalizes,

(M) B
lim_og7 (1) = 2, (57)
wheregd = (1/Z3)e~
form, in whichZz = Tr[e

~Bwoo=/2] is the partition function.
We can explicitly computdS(S’\) (r

) as

()
1 1+7r (7’) A)
asM (1) = —=log — S~ arM(r),  (58)
5 2 1-— To\) (1) s
wherer A)( )is the norm of the Bloch vectcn‘ (x,y,2)

associated W|tl@5 (r)asos = (1/2)(L+r-0) (herecr =

(0z,04,0-)), and from Eq. %1) we have

V(1) +y°(r )] - 2%( ) — 292%(1)
2,/x2(7) )+ 22(1)

Additionally, in the Markovian I|m|t, the energy of this ggsn
is obtained as

aud(r) =

drg(r) = dr. (59)

—%'ye*:”(coth(ﬁwo/mz(o) +1)dr. (60)

As a result,

lim _ [3[ B (22(0) + 32(0)) coth(6w0/2)}
=00 TN (7) 2(2(0) + tanh(Bwo/2)) 1

(61)

1+ 2(0)e™ 7" + tanh(Bwo/2) (e777 — 1)
(z(0) + iy(0)) e(wotVT=37/2

Bwoo=/2 s g thermal state in the Gibbs

T(wo, B) = (€70 —1)~* (54)

is the Planck distribution or the mean quanta number in a
mode with frequencyy, and

v =27 %( f (wo)|? (55)

is the spontaneous emission rate (see AppeAdliX his evo-
lution agrees with the Markovian master equation derived in
Ref. [28]. The solution to Eq.J1) is given by

(ZC(O) o Zy(O)) efi(wo+52)rfﬁr/2

1 — 2(0)e™7" — tanh(Bwy/2) (e—:yr _ (56)

1]’

This pseudo-temperature behaves well, i.e., exhibitsibker
ization, if there is no initial coherence, = 0, or equiva-
lently, z(0) = y(0) = 0).

In the Markovian regime we consider the thermal bath al-
ways in equilibrium (namelyps (1) ~ g%), and as a conse-
guence the effective energy Sfreduces to (see Appendix

Eq. (A8))

Us(7) = Tr[os(7)Hs], (62)
and the heat flux reads
dQs(r) = Tr [des () Hs] = Sd=(r).  (63)
Comparing Egs.58) and 63) yields
B0 e o O
= e

which are bothyg g-independent. By substituting the Bloch
vector components of the Gibbs sta@é, (x = 0,y =
0,z = —tanh(Bwy/2)), in Eq. ©64), we also see that
lim, o Zs(7) = T, which gives the expected equilibrium
temperature.

For the bath thermodynamics, after some algebra (see Ap-
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pendixA) we find that when — oo (Up toO(\?)) which corresponds to inverting the functidii(r), finding
7(U), and computing the total derivative with respeclip

4@ (7) =ty ([ (A(wo, B) + 1) 200 — (e, Ben]

ds 11U+ 2(U)L +y(U) S
— Jow|?)dr, CON A e N W ETE RS
AU (1) =4ywo [((wo, B) + 1) eoo — 7ilwo, B)en] dr, x log 1+v22(0) +¢*(U) + UQI.
(67) 1—/22(U) + y2(U) + U2
_ _ 75
ng) (1) =4B~wo [ (7(wo, B) + 1) 00 — T(wo, B)o11 (75)
_ |Q1o|2}d7, (68) Inther — oo limit (or U — Uypermal) this derivative is
different fromg because in general
whence 4 4 2(0) + 42(0)
€L Y < Y
U)—+y(U)—= = 0. (76
lim Tj(g/\)(T) _ 1 {1 - |o10/? ’ 2 )dlU u )dU 2(2(0) + tanh(Buwo/2)) 7 0. (76)
700 B 7(wo, B)(000 — 011) + 000 — |010]? o o _ _ .
(69)  The two derivatives coincide onlysifandy are fixed during
o o the dynamics, which is the case of vanishing initial cohegen
dS;’ (1) = 8dQE (7). (70)
Note that the limit §9) is independent ofvp but it depends B. Examplell: Dephasing qubit

on the initial state of the system. However,g§(0) does

not hf;ve Tny cor;ere?]ce, I'@'l’g = 0, one retr(ls)v esthe ex- e apply the previous considerations to the exactly solv-
pected valud /5 for the pseudo-temperatuig; . Butre- o0 model of a qubit in interaction with a thermal bosonic
gardless of the initial state of the system, from E@0)( bath B0]. The total Hamiltonian is given byf,,; = Ho +

we see that the extended temperature behaves as expected,) with
limr a0 ngA) (r) = T. Besides, the internal entropy pro- int
duction of the bath up t®(\?) vanishes, w oo
Ho= 0.+ wralar, HY = Ao.@(a(f)+al(f)),
d=W = 0. (71) 24

Remark 6 Following the discussion in Rema®x the reason whereay, is the bosonic annihilation operator of moklesat-

for the difference between the pseudo-temperature and tH&fying the commutation relatiorisy, af] = 64, and
standard thermodynamic temperature lies in the definitibn o .

the former. The entropy of the qubit in this example can be a(f) = ka &k,

computed using its eigenvalues, which in general depend on k

the (z, y, z) components of the Bloch vector. From EG2(  with complex quantities’;, forming a square-summable vec-
we can identify the: component withlU. Thus we can say tor f = {f,} € £2(—o0,+00) such that

that$ is a function of{(z, y, U), and we can compute the par-

(77)

tial derivative of$ with respect toU (while keepingr andy [a(f),a'(9)] = (flg). (78)
fixed), . . . I
) In the interaction picture, the Hamiltonian becomes
(“)S(x, Y, IU) _ 1 U (A A
( o ), /R giuR HG (r) = US (1) H Uo(7) = Ao ® (alfr) +al(f ’})7’9)
log 1T r? + 9?2 4 U2 72) whereUy(7) = e o7 and f, is the vector with compo-
Bl VP42 + U2 nentsf; e~ *=+7. The time-ordered exponentiationﬁm) (1)
yields
If we now consider:(7), y(7), andU(7) evolving according
to the dissipative thermalizing dynami¢s), we obtain Un(7) = Te o=8Jg ds (alfo)+al (£.)
— o—iNp(7) —ide=® f] ds (a(fo)+al (fs))
lim (w> — ﬂ’ (73) e e ’
e T,y where the pure phase factor

which agrees with the standard definition of the equilib- | )2
rium temperature. Rather, the inverse pseudo-temperature o(r) = Z 7(%7' — sin(wyT)) (80)
k k

1/T§k)(7-) reads as
does not contribute to the evolution
S (2(r), y(r). 2(r)) /d7 74) N N o
dU/dr ’ 053 (1) = Uo(T)Ux(7)0s5(0)TL(T)US (7). (81)




Let us assume that the initial state of the total system is facSimilarly, the bath effective Hamiltonian reads as

torized and given bysp(0) = p5(0) ® g%, where

Z 0w |0) (¢

0,0 =

o.6) = (-)"16),  (82)

is the initial state of the qubit, ar@f;g is the Gibbs (thermal)
state of the bosonic bath with the inverse temperagture

ofy = e Pz, (83)

HEY (1) =3 wialar + A (02) 5 (a(f) +af(£))

k

+4)2ap (0.)% A7), (94)

where the time-dependent appears only in the scalar term.
From the above relations, the exchanged works between sys-

tem .S and bathB are calculated by using Eqt)(

AW (7) = 4 %ap (0.) 2 dA(T) = —dW (1), (95)

anng = TI‘[ 5kakakak] is the associated partmon func- where the last equallty verifies E(Qa) In addltlon USlng

tion. One can see that

(A )

QSB Z owwre lw0<£2/7/2|€> <£l| ® Dy(g-) QB Dll (g+),
=
, (84)
where(y = (—) — ()", g- is the vector with components
(1) = fi(eT™T = 1) Jwg, (85)
andD,(g,) is the displacement operator
Dy(g,) = e A’ (gr)=algr)], (86)
whose action can be derived from E@8) as
Di(gr) an. Di(gr) = ar — (=) Agi(r)  (87)
=: A (L, N 7). (88)

From here the reduced density matrices of the two subsystengg

read as

—_ 2 T
o (1) =000(0) (0] + 011|1)(1] + 8T

x (010€™°7[1)(0] + gore” “°7I0)(1]),  (89)
1
02 (1) =" 0eeDelg-) o D} (9r)
=0
1 .
_ Z Qe —B 3, wiAL(LAT) Ak(EAT) (90)
Z )
whereTr[Dy(g.) 0% Di(g,)] = e T for a # 4, with
|fel? 2
coth(Bwy, /2) sin®(wy7/2). (91)

):Z 02
k

k

Further, denoting the qubit polarization at time= 0 by
(0.)g, the effective qubit Hamiltonian takes the form

Héeﬂ)(T) = (% —4X*(0.)s A(7)) 0= + 4N g (02)e A7),

(92)
where the explicit time dependence is provided by
1
AW =~ o T (08 a0 +al ()]
U e
_; o sin®(wg7/2). (93)

Eq. 24) and the fact that
(S (1), Hi] =0,

[H5D (1), Hu] = Ao= @ Y wr(fral, — fran),
k

the infinitesimal heat exchanges are given by

dQyY(r) = (96)

aQy (r) = 4)\2(1 —(0.)%) dA(T). (97)
The binding energy also becomes

U () = =4 (1 = {02)5) A7), (98)
Whenceng)(T) = —dng\)(T), in agreement with Eq26).

Equation 06) is physically expected because, with our
specific system HamiltonianHs o o¢.) and the inter-
tion Hamiltonian @i,y x 0. ® (a + a')), we have
[Hs, Hint] = 0. That is, this interaction with the envi-
ronment cannot excite or change thepulationsof o¢(0);
000(T) = w00 [EQ. 89)]. Thus according to the defini-
tion of the heat exchange, we should hédQ(SA)(T) =
Trldes” (MHS (1)) = Yi_gdeu(ra(r)oz e = 0,
where we have used the fact thé eff)(7-) = q(1)o. (for
some appropriate read through Eq.92)).

Furthermore, using Eqs9% and @7), and the fact that
as + ag = 1, it turns out that, unlike the infinitesimal heat
exchanges, the infinitesimal variation of the internal gpef
B depends ovg,

AUV (1) = 432 (1 — ag (0.)2 ) dA(T).  (99)
One expects the final pseudo-temperatuflﬂ@f (c0)—as de-
fined by Eq. 84—to tend to the (initial) bath temperature
T = 1/p in the limit A\ — 0 of vanishing coupling between
S and B. Indeed, ifA = 0, the thermal state8@) is time-
invariant. SInCéTr[dg( )( )] = 0, the infinitesimal variation
of the von Neumann entropy @ is given by

a8y (r) = ~Tr [dey’ () log o’ (1)] .~ (100)
By expanding Eq.90) up toO(\?) one obtains (see Appendix
B)
ds’ (7)

= 48)2(1 - (0.)%) dA(7). (101)
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Now if we use Egs.45) and @7), together with the definition Having calculated the heat and work exchanges by the sys-

of the pseudo-temperatur@4), we obtain tem, it is also important to see how entropy of the system
) behaves. Using Eq80), the entropy ofS can be explicitly
lim TS (r) = O‘L«’is) T. (102)  calculated from the eigenvalugs + rM (1))/2 of oM (1),
T—00 (1—=(02)3) where

It is evident from thl?kgaxpressnon that in or_der to make the T(SA) (r) = \/1 — 4 (o011 — e~ 1¥°T(D)ggy [2) | (108)
pseudo-temperaturé’y’ to be equal tol' (in the weak-

coupling limit) we need to sets = 1. _ as well as its infinitesimal variation
Additionally, we note that by comparing Eq97j and

101), these quantities are related as 1 1aW
aow ! asg (7) = —5log o5 T 4 (7) = ABO()ar(r),
1—rg’(7)

as (r) = QY (7). (103) (109)

Hence, we havélp(r) = T and the inverse temperature here
B = 1/T of the bath shows up as the prefactor of the heat"

flux, as expected in the standard equilibrium thermodynamic 16001 |2 ) 147 (1)
(Eq. 47)). Thus up toO(\?) the internal entropy production b (1) = o eI T(M og # (110)
in the bath vanishes, rg () 1—rg' (1)

a=W(r) = 0. (104)  Note that the quantity'™) () is nonnegative and has a well-

defined time-independent limit,

This is consistent with the classical picture where the bath

always exchanges heat quasistatically—see the discuasion p(0) 16]001/° lo 1+ T(SO) (0) (111)
the end of SedV . ~ 00 BT 0y
s 5

Remark 7 We have verified in two different models that the\yhen) — 0. In order to study the time-derivatives (1) /dr
internal entropy production in a thermal bath vanishes ia th 5,4 dr(r)/dr, we consider arinfinite thermal bath with a

weak-coupling limit up to the leading order in This seems  ontinuumw and a regularized Ohmic spectral density given
to be a general result and is consistent with our expectatlor]Jy i ~ \/@e—/2 (in whiche > 0). Thus we substitute the

from standard, equilibrium thermodynamics. discrete sums in Eqs9{) and ©3) with the following inte-

) ] grals:
Now we consider the pseudo—temperaﬂ]@é> (7). We first

note that, from Eqs.95) and ©6) and after settingvs = 1, o .9 ew 2
we haVe A(T) = ) dw sin (CUT/2) € = W, (112)
dQ(SA) (1) = dW(SA)(T) =0, (105) I'(r) = / dwl coth(Bw/2) sin®(w7/2) e™. (113)
0 w

and thus HencedA(r)/dr = e7/(m?+¢*)* aswell asil'(7)/dT > 0,

dU(Sk) (1) = 0. (106) asonecan check b)_/ chapging the variabte= w and taking
explicitly the derivative with respect to. As a result, we see

That is, despite interacting with batB, systemS does not thatdS(Sk)(T) > 0. Furthermore, as a consequence of B6),(
exchange any heat or work (and thus internal energy) With in this regime, the internal entropy production relati@9)(
Hence intuitively we should not expect that its temperatureeduces to

TéA) to change; it should remain constant. This is explicitly

_ aqaqM)
seen by calculating dXs(r) =dSg"(r) > 0. (114)

That is, the whole entropy change in the system is entirely
=0. (107) due to the internal entropy production, whence the extended

A
TNV () = M _
ng’\) (1) temperaturéZg () remains undefined because of Remark

S

Note that if the system were initially prepared, e.g., in@th Remark 8 It is an appealing feature of this model that the
mal state with temperaturpéo) # 0, in principle its tempera- qubit does not exchange any energy with its environment
ture should not change because this system does not therm@ﬂ{](sk)(q-) = 0), whilst its (internal) entropy may change
ize [Eq. 89)]. This factis captured by ourpseudo-temperature(dS(SA) (r) # 0) completely because of its (varying) correla-
asTék) = 0. However, we note thdf'(7) is defined by the  tjons with the environmend§, (1) # 0).

givendynamicf S and cannot therefore be related to an ini-

tial (dynamics-independent) temperature such as an bquili It also may also be interesting to investigate the behavior
rium temperature assigned to the preparation of the state. of the various thermodynamic quantities in the Markovian
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regime for systemS. This is determined by the condition resource or storage for heat. We have also defined two no-
B < 7 over the long timescalé/\? when\ — 0. Under tions of nonequilibrium temperatures for the subsystenas an
these conditions and after removal of the regularization padiscussed their relevance in the thermodynamic equilibriu
rametere, one obtaing’(7) ~ 77/(28). Thus, the dynamics We also associated a nonequilibrium temperatures with cor-

of systemS [Eq. (89)] reads as relations. This temperature may enable one to obtain condi-
tions such that the two subsystems have same nonequilibrium
0 (1) =000(0) (0] + 011|1) (1] + 77 (0106™07[1)(0] temperatures, which are generically different exactlyabse

of correlations. These results have been illustrated inildet
through two examples: a qubit in interaction with a thermali
ing bath and a qubit interacting with a dephasing envirortmen

Our methodology may provide techniques and tools for em-
ploying quantum resources, such as manybody correlations
dg(/\)(T) 1 and memory, to e_ngineer thermodynamic processes, for_ ex-

s - {—WOUZ, Q(S/\) (T)} 47 (UZQ(S” (T)UZ—Q(SA)(T))- ample, to build efficient quantum heat engines, or shed light
dr 2 2 (116) on our understanding of the role of correlations in biolagjic

_processes in relation to, e.g., the efficiency of photosstith
éight—harvesting complexes8]].

Acknowledgements:Hospitality of the Abdus Salam In-
ternational Center for Theoretical Physics (ICTP) and the |
stitute for Research in Fundamental Sciences (IPM) are ac-
knowledged, respectively, by S.A. and S.M., where parts of
this work were completed. A.T.R. acknowledges financial

+ gore”°7T(0)(1)), (115)

in whichy = 47\%/3. This state solves the Lindblad-type
master equation

Note that this dynamics, similarly to dynamics gen
erated by a Lindblad equation, has a fixed point a
lim, o0 (1/7) fi ds 05" (s) = 0000)(0] + ¢11[1)(1|. Thus

if we start with the system initially with no coherence (j.e.
vanishing off-diagonal elementg;, = 0), it will not evolve

in time, and because of EdL10) the bath will not experience

any entropy change eﬂhﬁg) (7) = const. support by Sharif University of Technology’s Office of Vice
President for Research, the Iran Science Elites Federatioh
the IPM.
VI. SUMMARY AND OUTLOOK
This paper highlights the role of correlations in the noniequ Appendix A: Details of example |
librium thermodynamic behavior of generic bipartite et
ing quantum systems. In this formulation, interestingtietes 1. Stateof thesystem

emerge between correlations, on the one hand, and heat, work

exchanges, as well as possible definitions of nonequilibriu o6 we obtain the exact state of the total system up

temperatures of each subsyste_m, on the _other hand. These,fS'the second order in the interaction coupling After
lations may enable the extraction of desired thermodynamic

. . . . . L~ (\
properties by partially controlling or manipulating theden- calculatl(r;? the interaction-picture H"’.‘m'lton'zﬂiﬁﬁ)(ﬂ -
lying dynamics of the system. A notion of binding energy Ud (7) Hin Uo(7) and the corresponding evolution operator
has been introduced which only depends on the interactioﬁfk(T) — Te—i /o ds Hf,i)(s), one can read the state of the com-
Hamiltonian and correlations of the total system state,sgho bined system from

variation has been shown to be only of the heat type. In addi-

tion, this energy has been shown not to be locally accessible Qg’\g(ﬂ = Uo(1)Ux(7)0sB (O)ﬁi(T)Ug (1) (A1)

by the subsystems, but it provides a heat transmission chan-

nel between the parties. In this sense, correlations act asas

o (7) =0 (7) + X2{ o o (T)o S 1frl? (o, wi, 7) 2 T, B)+
k
+ o0 (Mo Y- 1l In(wo, wi, 7)1 (7w, B) + 1)
k
= 1l (€ @orwn wi 7) 0 (D)s 0 + i, s, ) 00 0 (7)) (A, B) + 1)
k

= D1l (o wrswn ) 0 (F)o— oy + € (o, wny i 7) 0- 04 06 (1) )T, B) )+ OO, (A2)
k



and similarly for bathB,

o5 (7) = + X (Trlos ()71 1€ S fi " (wo, wr, 7) [0 o] + Trlos ()] e~ 0™ 37 fi (o, wi, 7)o}
k k

11

)

where

+ X (Trlos(0)0—04] D {fi i " (wo, wes TIn(eo, wie 7) e o .

kK’

— fr f1 € (wo, Wi, wi, T) €T Rk a/i/ak Q% — fi fu€(wo, Wi, Wi, T) @R EROT Q%a;iak/}

+ Trlos(0)oy 0] Z {fkf;' n(wo, wk, T)N" (Wo, Wrr, T) a;rg Q% ag

kE’

- f]:’fkg(wOa Wy Wi, T) e_iT(Wk_wk/) a’k’aL QﬂB - fk’f]:g*(w07wk’7wk7 T) ei(Wk_wk/)T Q%a’kal/}) + O(A3)7 (A3)

n(wo, Wi, T) :/ dseilwo—wk)s (A4)
0

&(wo, Wi, Wk, T) :/ dsy e/ 0T RIS (o wy, 51), (A5)
0

n(w, 8) shows the Planck distribution or the mean quanta number irodemvith frequency [Eq. (54)], and gg)) (1) =
Us(T)Qs(O)Ug(T) is the unperturbed state 6f in whichUg(7) = e~ s (with Hs = wyo . /2) is the free-system evolution.
In the continuumw limit, >, — [~ dw, we can find the dynamical equation @g\) (7). We differentiate the continuum

version of Eqg. A2) in which we taker — oo in the integrals of the RHS (long-time limit). In the longri&, weak-coupling
limit we haver — oo and\ — 0 such that\>7 = const. This differentiation yields the Lindblad-type equatidi.

2. Calculating thermodynamical properties

Using the following notation for the states of the system tredbath:

05" (1) = 08" (1) + N0 (7) + O(V?), (A6)
0D (1) = 0y + 2% (1) + X205 (1) + O(A%), (A7)
the effective Hamiltonians of and B can be computed up 10(\?) as
HED(7) = Hs + ATrp [0 () HYY| = AasTr [of () @ of () B | (A8)
HED(7) = Hp +Trs [of (1) B | = dasTr [0 (7) @ 0 (7) HYY| - (A9)
We obtain
Trp {9591)(7') Hi(nAt)_ = 2/\2 | fl? <i910 o_ / ds e@rmeilwomwr)s h.C-) ,
J - 0
Trs [0 (r) HOY | =203 (frowe™ Tax + hee) = AHY(7),
. k
©) m) ™) 2 o1 —cos[(wo —wi)T] _ | (2
T 7| = =:\H
r |:QS (T)®QB (T) mt_ 8A|910| ;|fk| (WO_Wk) A B (T)v
where ‘h.c.” denotes Hermitian conjugate. The energy of the bath theorbes
A A off
U (r) = Tr [ (7) B ()
= U + 2 (—apr [of HY ()] + T [0 () HY ()] + T [0 (1) Hs) + 00, (A10)
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which gives

AUy (1) =dQp(r) + dWp(r)
=)\? (Tr {dgg)(ﬂ HB} + Tr {dgg)(ﬂ H](Bl)(T)} + Tr {gg)(ﬂ ng)(T):| —apTr [Q% ng)(T)}) +0(N\?).

(Al1)
After some straightforward algebra we can see that
Tr [doff (7) Hi| =8 [ (7w B) + 1) 000 — T(eon, Ao ] Z|fk|2ﬁsm{(wo — w7l dr, (A12)
k
- w .
Tr [ o) (1) B ()] =8lerol? D Il =y sinlleon = )] d (A13)
T Wk .
Tr {dgg)(r) Hg)(T)_ = —8o10/? zk: |fk|2m sinf(wop — wy)7] dT, (A14)
Tr [of AH (7)] =8lowof2 D £l sinf(wo — wi)7] dr. (A15)
. k
Hence
dU% () =82 Z | fel? sin[(wo — wi)7] [|910|2(1 —ap)+ ﬁ [(7(wk, B) 4 1) 000 — T(wh, 5)911}] dr +O0(\?).

(Al16)
For the entropy we have

as)(r) = ~Tr [doy () log 0| — Tr [a0§’(7) (log 0§’ (7) — log o} )] . (A17)
where the first term has already been computed as

—Tr dgg‘)(ﬂ log gﬁ} =\?BTr [dg( )( )HB} +0(\®)

(A12

8/\2ﬁ {( (wk, B) + 1) 000 — T (wr, B)Qll} Z | fx]? sin[(wo — wi)7]dT + O(N\*). (A18)

W
- (wo — wi)
In order to evaluate the second term of E§L7) we only need to take care of the contribution of ordekVe use the following
integral form for the logarithm of an operat@?):

1ogA:/ dx{ 1

log 0% () — log 0} :/ dz [($1+ o)~ (e1+op(r ))_1}
0

— (21 + A)l} : (A19)

to obtain

—)\ /OOO do (21 + 05) oW (7) (21 + 05) T + O(N?), (A20)
where we have used the identi82]
(A+B) '=A"1' - A'BA '+ AT'BAT'BAT! - O(B?) (A21)
to write
(21 + 0 (1) = (w4 0f) " + (e + 0f) T (o - o) (7)) (e + 0f) T+ O
and Eq. A7).

To ease notation, we introducg. = af(h,) — a(h, ), with

* ZUJ T
—ZQwE fre™ T n(wo, wk, T) a,
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where we have followed the shorthand introduced in Eff) (o define the vectolh, = {hi(7)}, with hy(r) =
—i0%ofre” “ Tn* (wo, wk, 7). Thus we can rewrit@g)(T) as

o3 (r) = [0-, of), (A22)

whence

—Tr [dg()‘)( ) (log Qg) (1) — log g%)} — /000 dx Tr {[dOT, Q%] (:E]].—i— Q%)_l [OT, QB} (x]l—i— QB) 1} +0(\3).

(A23)
Considering the spectral decomposit'g@ =Y, "n|n)(n|, one can see
2
1 —1 Tn — Tm
Tr [[dOT , QB] (a:]].—i— QB) O, g%](:c:ﬂ.—l— g%) } = — Z<n|d07|m><m|OT|n> @ j_ @ _: pt (A24)
which yields
o _ Tn
/ da Tr [[dOT L 00 (#1 4 08) ' O-, ) (z1 + 0F) 1] =3t = r) log ~ (n]dOx [m){m|Ox|n)
0 n,m m
—Tr [gg ([OT log g%} 4O, + [dOT log gg] OT)}
=28 " wi Re [hy(r) dhj(7)]
k
=88] 010/ 2k in(wo — wi)7] -
Bloiol zk: | fi] (@0 —wr) sinf(wo — wg)7] d7r
Thus, noting Eq.A17), we obtain
WE s |(w
a8 (0) = 838 SIS S () + e —Cen B ~ lewar 100, 429
Now combining Eqs.A16) and A25), the pseudo- temperattﬂ“% ) ) reads as
N
) dUg5"(7)
Ty (1) =
B ( ) dS(A) (7‘)
12k |fk|2%(m [(ﬁ(wk,ﬂ) + 1) 000 — To(wk, B)o11 — |o10]* + |o10|* [evB (wi — wo) +WO]/W4
B >k 1 fk QW{(ﬁ(u)kaﬁ)"‘l)QOo_ﬁ(wkaﬁ)gll — lo1o]?
(A26)
If we go to the continuuna: limit, take ther — oo limit, and use the identity
lim S2CT 5, (A27)
T—00 T
we obtain
) 1 [(ﬁ(%, B) + 1) 000 — Mi(wo, [3)911}
lim Ty (1) = <
e B [(ﬁ(w07 B) + 1) 000 — Ti(wo, B)o11 — |910|2}
1 010
——[1+ : A28
B { 7i(wo, B) (000 — 011) + 000 — |910|2} (A28)

Let us now study systerfi. Since we are interested in thermalization we considerdhsisn to the Lindblad equatiorb(),
which is given by

A
o5 (1) =

1+ 2(0)e™ 7" + tanh(Bwp/2) (e — 1) ((0) — iy (0)) e 77/ w0
; 1)] : (A29)

1
2 (2(0) +iy(0)) e~ 77/2HiwoT 1—2(0)e 7" — tanh(Bwo /2) (e™77 —
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wherew = 7 coth(Bwo/2) and (z(0),y(0), (0)) are the initial components of the Bloch vector. We can eithlicompute
s (7) using the eigenvalues ef;" (7), (1,2 )1+ /22(7) + y2(1) + 22(7) ), as

SO (r) = _% log G * \\ZEEZ; izzg i 228> 4 (Va2 + 20 + 2(0)
{2 R A o
The energy of this system is
U () = Tr [0V (N HED (7)]
= 2T (o) (7)o | + A (1 - as) (ﬂ [g?’(ﬂo | T [ a(n)] + T [0 (Mo | T [o (7)al (1))
_ %Z(T) +2X2 (1 — ag) (22(0) )7 Z 12 Cojo Owk)‘"’“) T o0, (A31)

where we used Eq.56) for g(’\)( ) andgg) (1) = g% + )\gg)(f) + O(\?). Recalling Eq. %5), the expression above can be
differentiated as follows:

QUL (r) = = 277" coth(Bo/2)2(0) + 1)dr + ﬁ( O+ 0N D1l sinl(e )] a7

707e7% ( coth(Bwy/2)z(0) + 1) dr. (A32)

As a result, the inverse pseudo-temperature becomes

L _1 <1 + /@ +y — +Z2(T)'> lcoth(ﬂwo/Z)(:Z:Q(O)—|—y2(0)) +z(7)(coth(ﬂw0/2)z(0)+1)
7™ (r) 1= /22 (M) +2(1) +22(1) ) /2200 + 2(7) + 22(r )(w0/2)(coth(ﬂwo/2)z(0)+ 1) ’
(A33)
which yields
) I (22(0) + 32(0)) coth(Bwo/2)
Hm 0 [1 ~ 2(2(0) + tanh(Buwo/2)) ] ' (A34)

Thus, similarly to the case dfm, T](;)(T), in this case too the pseudo-temperaﬂ]ﬁé> (1) behaves as expected if there is
no initial coherenced;, = 0, or equivalentlyz(0) = y(0) = 0).

Appendix B: Details of example |

If we expando’)’ (1) =: 0% + Aold) (7) + A202 () + O(X?), we obtain
o (1) =(o2)s [; (90(r)af = gi(r)an), o] (B1)
o () =1/ {3 (gn(ma] - gi(r)ar) (9w (al, — giv (Faw), o }

kk’

= " (gr(r)al — gi(Mar) o > (g (Taf, — g (aw ). (B2)
k k’
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Since we need to compute the entrc@) (1) = —Tr[gg) (1) log gg%)], we shall need to calculateg Q;N (1) up toO(N\3).

In order to do so, we use the following identi8:
log(Ao + A4y + )\QAQ) =log Ag + /\/ dz (Ao + 1‘3].)71A1 (Ao + :C]].)71
0

a2 /OOO da (Ao +22) 7 Ax(Ag + 22) 7 A1 (Ao +22) ™ — (Ag + 22) " Ax(Ag + 71)”!
+O\%) =: Lo+ ALy + N?La + O(\?). (B3)
Replacing the terms of\}’ (1) in Eq. B3) yields
Lo = log 0%, (B4)
La(r) = Blo=)o ?uk (ge(r)af + gi(r)ar). (B5)
Hence
3)(r) = = [ (0 + 2ol (1) + A0 (1) (Lo + AL1(7) + NLa(n) ) | + OV
= — Trlo} o] = A(Trlof L1 (7)] + Trloy (1) Lol ) — A2 (Trlod La(r)] + Trlo) (7) L (7)) + Trloy (7) Lo))
+O(\%). (B6)
From this relation we obtain

a8 (r) = = A(Trlof AL (7)] + Trldel} (7) Lo] ) = A2(Tvleh dLa()] + Trdo) () Ly (7)] + Trlofy) (7) dLa ()]

+ Trldofy (7) Lo] ) + O(A?). (87)

This expression has some irrelevant (i.e., vanishing)geifhis can be seen through the identify(7) = —Tr[dolog o], from
whence

a8 () = = NTrldoly (7) Lo] — A% (Teldefy) () Lx (7)] + Trldol (7) Lo] ) + O(A?). (B8)

One can see from the identift [[4, B] f(B)] = 0 (for any A, B, and functionf) that here

(B, (B4)

Tr{dofy’ () Lo] 0. (B9)

Thus Eq. B8) reduces to

d$3" (r) = —?(Trldely) (r) L1 (r)] + Trldefy) () Lol ) + O,
= 4B\2(1  (0)3) dA(7). (B10)
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