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Thermodynamic theory of inverse current in coupled quantum transport
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The inverse current in coupled (ICC) quantum transport, where one induced current opposes all
thermodynamic forces of a system, is a highly counter-intuitive transport phenomenon. Using an
exactly solvable model of strongly-coupled quantum dots, we present thermodynamic description
of ICC in energy and spin-induced particle currents, with potential applications towards unconven-
tional and autonomous nanoscale thermoelectric generators. Our analysis reveals the connection
between microscopic and macroscopic formulations of entropy production rates, elucidating the
often-overlooked role of proper thermodynamic forces and conjugate fluxes in characterizing gen-
uine ICC. In our model, the seemingly paradoxical results of ICC in the energy current arise from
chemical work done by current-carrying quantum particles, while in spin-induced particle current, it
stems from the relative competition between electron reservoirs controlling one particular transition.

I. INTRODUCTION

Force and flux are two central thermodynamic quan-
tities interlinked through a cause-and-effect relationship.
Thermodynamic force emerges due to a gradient in the
system and engenders a response in the form of flux
within the system, causing a departure from equilibrium.
Consequently, the resultant flux aligns in the direction of
the applied force to establish a new equilibrium. One
of the most intriguing transport phenomena is absolute
negative mobility (ANM), wherein the system’s response
i.e., the generated current, operates against the driving
force [IH3]. The absence of ANM, at near-equilibrium
for a single flux-force pair, can be understood from the
sign of the entropy production rate (X = JF) to re-
main consistent with the second law, where J represents
the thermodynamic flux conjugate to the thermodynamic
force F. Initially, ANM was considered as a consequence
of the quantum effect [4, 5]. However, theoretical works
revealing the lack of any fundamental laws prohibiting
ANM in systems far from equilibrium created significant
interests [TH3}, [6H10], which have been verified in experi-
ments [5] [111 [12].

The above situation changes dramatically in the pres-
ence of coupled transports with multiple force-flux pairs,
where the entropy production rate near equilibrium takes
the general form » = ", J;F;. This could in princi-
ple lead to the concept of Inverse Current in Coupled
transport (ICC), where a current flows against all forces,
including its own conjugate force. It is crucial to dis-
tinguish ICC from a cross-effect, where a current is pro-
duced in response to a non-conjugate force, despite the
fact that its own conjugate force is set to zero. While
a cross-effect (Seebeck and Peltier) is a regular outcome
in coupled transport, ICC involves a current opposing to
all forces present in the system, including its own con-
jugate force, appearing highly counterintuitive, yet not
forbidden as long as the overall entropy production rate
remains in the positive domain. To examine ICC, one
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must therefore consider at least two nonzero forces and
their corresponding fluxes. For example, the thermal (en-
ergy) force Fg, resulting from a temperature gradient
(AT) and the particle force Fy, arising from chemical
potential gradient (Ap), could drive both particle (Jx)
and energy (Jg) currents. As a result, entropy produc-
tion rate is expressed as ¥ = JgJg + JnFn. When both
currents may counter-operate their non-conjugate forces,
for ICC to occur, either Jg or Jy must exhibit a sign op-
posite to both forces. The immediate consequence is that
simultaneous ICC in both fluxes is impossible, as it would
violate the second law of thermodynamics, resulting in a
negative entropy production rate.

Recently, based on a classical Lieb-Liniger model [13],
characterized by 1D-interacting Hamiltonian of a di-
atomic gas, a potential platform for ICC, separately for
energy and particle currents, has been demonstrated by
Wang et al. [T4]. The seemingly paradoxical result in the
above classical model originates from the occurrence of
self-organization within the system in response to applied
forces. Since, the general criteria for ICC are yet un-
known either in classical/quantum settings, showcasing
the existence of ICC in quantum systems, still remains
a difficult task. Only a few attempts are made [15] [16]
which however fell short of establishing ICC in terms of
proper thermodynamic forces. Though numerical results
managed to produce the flow of one current against both
gradients (AT and Ap), these observations do not qualify
as ICC, as thermodynamic forces and gradients are alto-
gether distinct quantities. Thus, realizing genuine ICC in
quantum systems with appropriate thermodynamic anal-
ysis still remains a highly challenging endeavor.

In this paper, we provide a resolution to this problem
by constructing a thermodynamic theory of inverse cur-
rent using an exactly solvable model of a three-terminal
Coulomb-coupled quantum dots (QDs), a simple vari-
ant of the extensively studied Sanchez-Biittiker model
[I7], explored in number of contexts, such as quantum
transport [I8H24], quantum information [25H27] and ther-
moelectricity [28-41], thermal rectification [42H48)], and
many others [49H51]. Our findings unravel the crucial role
played by the QD interaction in establishing ICC in en-



ergy and particle currents. The key element of our anal-
ysis lies in identifying macroscopic and microscopic for-
mulas for thermodynamic forces and fluxes. Most impor-
tantly, we have established conditions for genuine ICC in
both energy and (spin-polarized) particle currents, with-
out violating the second law of thermodynamics.

The structure of the paper is as follows: Section [II]
outlines our model, which is based on Coulomb-coupled
QDs. We explore the system’s dynamics in Sec. [T} an-
alyze steady-state currents in Sec. [[V] and examine en-
tropy production, including macroscopic and microscopic
forces and fluxes, in Sec. [V] Section [V]] provides a sum-
mary of our results. Finally, we conclude in Sec. [VI]]

II. THEORETICAL MODEL

Our model consists of two strongly and capacitively
coupled quantum dots (QDs), labeled by left (QDy,) and
right (QDg), respectively [FIG. [[]. These dots solely
interact via a long-range Coulomb force restricting parti-
cle exchange due to Coulomb blockade [42], 5], 48] while
facilitating energy exchange within the dots through
Coulomb interaction (k). The QDy, is simultaneously
tunnel-coupled with two fermionic reservoirs [17), 48] [52]
53], labeled above (a) and below (b), allowing particle
flow between the two reservoirs. The QDg is tunnel-
coupled with only one reservoir (r), permitting both
particle and energy exchange between the dot and the
coupled lead. While for spinless electrons, k. is always
positive, w.l.o.g, we consider spin-polarized [54H56] elec-
trons to account for a more comprehensive study. To
facilitate electron exchange between the leads a and b
through QDry,, we assume that reservoirs ¢ and b con-
sist of only spin-down (J) electrons, while reservoir r is
filled with spin-up (1) electrons. The setup could lead
to both attractive (negative) and repulsive (positive) in-
teraction between the QDs depending on the relative
strength of the k. and the spin-spin interaction (ks). The
Hamiltonian governing the coupled QD system is given
by [43, 48, 57, 58],

H :ELNL¢+ERNRT+KCNL¢NRT+I€SUIZJ¢U§T. (1)

In the above Hamiltonian, ¢, (o = L,R), represents the
single-particle energy level associated with the a’th QD.
Due to the Coulomb blockade, the electron density in the
dots is low, restricting occupancy to either zero or one.
Under this condition, the eigenstates of QD, are either
|0) or ) (1)), with energy eigenvalues 0 and e1,(er), re-
spectively. The corresponding number operators for QD
are NLi = dI]:,LdLi and NRT = dETdRT, where dL’ (dLi)

and dI’»T (dr+) denote the electron creation (annihilation)
operators for the respective QD,, obeying to the anti-
commutation relations {du,dh} =1= {dRT»dJ}rm}~ The
last term in Eq. represents the spin-spin interaction
energy where O'EJ'(RT) = 1F 2Ny (ry), satisfying standard
operator algebra of || ) = —1] ]) and of4| {) = +1| 1).

As the two QDs are strongly and capacitively coupled,
the overall system Hamiltonian is diagonal in the eigen-
basis of the individual QD. This can be represented by
the tensor product of the number operator’s eigenbasis
of the coupled QDs. For convenience, the four eigen-
states {|0),]})} ® {|0),|1)}, are labeled by |A) = |00),
|B) =14 0), |C) =01), |D) = |I1) and their correspond-
ing eigenenergies (g5, 1 = A,B,C,D) are e =0, g = €1,
ec = er and ep = &1, + g + & respectively [FIG. In-
set]. Consequently, the energy of the most excited state
of the composite system is er, +¢cgr + k, where, we assume
w.l.o.g, e, < er. Although, k. and kg are non-negative
quantities, the overall interaction k = k. — kg, can take
any real values involving positive and negative domains
of interaction. It is important to note that when x is neg-
ative and |k| > €L, the energy states |C) and |D) swap
their positions [FIG. [1} Inset]. This will play a crucial
role in exhibiting ICC behavior, as explored in Sec. [V}
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FIG. 1. Main: (a) Schematic diagram of the three-terminal
Coulomb-coupled QDs. Inset: The energy level diagram of
the eigenstates of coupled the QDs for k > 0 (left) and
k < 0;]k| > er (right). From the general model (a), we can
construct two reduced models:- (b) Reduced model-I, by con-
sidering the temperatures of the reservoirs (a) and (b) equal.
(¢) Reduced model-1I, by setting up the temperatures of the
reservoirs (a) and (r) the same.

Finally, the reservoirs are dense with fermionic par-
ticles, i.e., electrons, characterized by temperature and
chemical potential. The Hamiltonian of the A’th spin-
polarized reservoir with electron spin o = {1,]}, is de-
fined as HR" = Zk(eﬁg — ,uAg)c;UkcAJm where 62 is the
energy of the non-interacting electrons for the reservoir
A, k is the continuous wavenumber, p), is the chemi-
cal potential, and cI\J (cao) Tepresents the creation (an-
nihilation) operator. The total Hamiltonian of all three
reservoirs is given by Hg = H]‘;J’ + H]? + Hg. The QDg
(QDy,) is weakly coupled to the reservoir(s) r (a and b) to
ensure sequential tunneling [45] 48] [63], such that only
one QD at a time is involved with particle tunneling with
the coupled lead. The tunnel-coupled Hamiltonians are
characterized by the coupling constant t%”/\ and are given



by
Lla(b L ab L
Rtr %
HYT = hz [t el pdrr + £ d erpi]. (2)
k

where, HIfJ’a(b) signifies the interaction between QDy, and

reservoir a(b) with the exchange of | electrons and Hr? tr
represents the interaction between QDg and reservoir r
through the exchange of 1 electrons. Further, the tran-
sitions between |B) <+ |C) and |A) <> |D) are prohibited
due to Coulomb blockade and the sequential tunneling
approximation [45] 48] 53], respectively. So, there are in
total four authorized transitions between the eigenstates
of the composite system, and each of the three reservoirs
a, b, and r controls two transitions, i.e., |A) < |B) and
|C) < |D) are triggered by leads a and/or b, while reser-
voir r governs the transitions between |A) «+ |C) and
|IB) <> |D). The transition energy between the eigen-
states |f) — [j) is defined as wj; = €; — €5, where & is the
eigenenergy of Hy with the eigenstate {|i)} and the four
transition energies are respectively wap = €1,, wac = €R,
wep = €1, + K, and wgp = €r + k. To investigate the
system’s dynamics, we will next evaluate the transition
rates using the Lindblad Master Equation (LME) under
the Born-Markov approximation.

L[ps(t)] = Z

{wa}>0

IIT. EVALUATION OF RATE EQUATIONS
USING LME

The state of the composite system is described by
the reduced density matrix ps(t) = Trp{ptot(t)}, where
Pros(t) is the total density matrix of the system and
bath combined. We utilize strong-coupling formalism
to derive the LME governing the time evolution of
the reduced density matrix ps(t) of the system, un-
der the Born, Markov, and Secular (BMS) approxima-
tion [48, 57, 59, [60] (Appendix |Al):

0 => Llps®]; A=ab,r (3)
A

It is worth noting that the strong coupling formalism
pertains to the interaction between the QDs, while we
maintain the assumption of weak coupling between the
system and its surrounding environment. This allows us
to safely implement the BMS approximation and derive
the above LME [Eq. ] purely based on the eigenstates
of the full system Hamiltonian Hg. As a result, the dis-
sipation mechanism of each QD is influenced not only
by its coupling to its individual bath but also by the in-
teractions between QDs themselves. This consideration
appears crucial for accurately characterizing heat flow
and obtaining outcomes across a wide range of system
parameters, as examined below. L[ps(t)] in the above
equation is the Lindblad super-operator, defined as

{6 5 600) [ ()] = 5 e n () )}

7 (wa) fy (Wa) [daa(WQ)Pdea(WQ) - %{psa dLa(wa)daa(Wa)}} } )

where vy (wq) is the bare electron transfer rate between
the reservoir A and coupled QD,. The explicit forms
in terms of the system-reservoir coupling constants can
be calculated using Fermi’s golden rule, as yy(ws) =
Yro(wa) = 20>, 62726 (wa — €,7), where w, repre-
sents the required amount of energy associated with the
transition between QD, and its coupled lead. For sim-
plicity of notations, we use Y, 5(wWL) = Yqpp and v, (wr) =
~r, where wy, = {wap,wep} and wr = {wac,wsp}, if the
particle is entering (excitation) into the system, and sim-
ilarly, for particle de-excitation (leaving) w.r.t. system,

wr, = {wpa,wpc} and wr = {wca,wpp}. Here, the sym-
bol alb denotes the transition controlled by elther a or
b bath. Finally, f)\ (wij) represents the Fermi distribu-
tion function (FDF) related to the transition |i) — |[j)
driven by the A’th reservoir which cost wj amount of
energy. The notation ‘£’ which is used throughout the
text [I5] [I7], where the ‘%’ sign refers to particle excita-

(

tion (entering into the system) and the ‘—’ sign refers to
particle de-excitation (leaving from the system) w.r.t the
system. Hence, if the transition from [i) to |j) is governed
by the particle excitation w.r.t the system then the re-
verse process would signify the tunneling of the particle
from the system to the environment. Thus, we establish
the following relation between the FDFs associated with
the above transitions [47), 48],

— iy (wy) = [1—|—exp (“J];;T’;Aﬂ_l (5)

where T and u) are respectively the temperature and
chemical potential of the fermionic reservoir A. For the
sake of convenience, in Eq. , we have dropped the o
from the temperature and chemical potential. Anticipat-
ing what will become clear as we proceed, the above nota-
tion has the advantage that it does not rely on the specific
energy level ordering of the system eigenstates. There-

f(wy) =1



fore, all subsequent calculations can be done in a compact
form without referring to any particular arrangement of
the system eigen-energies.

So, the time evolution of the occupation probabilities
which are the diagonal elements of the reduced density
matrix, i.e., py = (i|ps(t)[i), can be evaluated from the
LME [Eq. ()] as

=t = (a0l = > L@ (6)

A=a,b,”

Using the Lindbladians defined in Eq. , we can deter-
mine the rate equations as follows

pn =~ T4 ~ T4~ Tht = ~T3" - T3
T AT TSI T
pe =~ Tt~ % + Tk =~ + T3

po =T&5 + Tk + Tah = TET + g5,

where, F%bi = Fﬁ’}i + F%i. The net transition rate I‘ﬁ’}i
from level |i) to |j) mediated by the reservoir A (A =
a,b,r) for both the ‘4’ processes can be expressed in a
compact form as

DA =105 = /s (wy)p — WY (wi)pys

(®)

where F§+ = ffj)ﬁ‘_ and

G5 =nfa @) 5 kT = () ©)

Using Eq. , one can verify that the above rate coeffi-
cients for fermionic reservoirs satisfy an interesting rela-

J

tion
kit + 1T = (10)

For simplicity, we further assume all v, are equal when
calculating the closed-form analytical expression for the
steady-state transition rates in Sec. [V}

IV. STEADY STATE CURRENTS AND
DYNAMICS

In this section, we derive the expressions for steady-
state currents under the grand canonical formalism, since
the composite system weakly interacts with multiple
reservoirs and exchanges both the energy and particles.
The initial density operator of the system pg(0) at equi-
librium can be expressed as [60]

e_B(Hs_HN)
Z(B,p)

where Z(8,u) = Tr [efﬁ(HS*“N)} is the grand canonical
partition function and N' = Ny, + Ny being the total
particle number operator of the two QDs. The 8 and
w are the effective inverse temperature and chemical po-
tential, 3 = >, fx and p = ), pux respectively. We
assume that environmental interaction slightly perturbs
the system from its initial equilibrium state ps(0) = pg®
to ps(t), such that dps(t) = ps(t) — ps(0) = O(E), where
¢ is a small expansion parameter. Equating system von-
Neumann entropy (times kp) with thermodynamic en-
tropy near close to equilibrium [6TH63]

(11)

eq
Ps” =

Ss(t) = —kp Trs[ps(t) In ps ()], (12)

one can derive the following expression for AS(t) =
Ss(t) — S5(0), considering up to first order change in &,

AS,(t) = = kp Trs[0ps(t) In ps (0)] — ki Trs {5ps(t) In {1 4 deslt) } } — kp T, [ps(o) In {1 A0 } ]

— ks TrlBp(1) I 9] + O(€2)
= kB Trs[0ps(t)Hs] — kB Trs[dps(£)N].

Comparing the above equation and the first law of ther-
modynamics in the presence of chemical work done, we
identify the change in energy and particle number as fol-
lows

AE = Trg[0ps(t)Hs] ;3 AN = Trs[dps(HN].  (14)

Noting dps(t) = ps(t) — ps(0), and Hg, N are time-
independent, we immediately recognize the net energy

ps(0) ps(0) (13)
[
flux (Jg) and particle flux (Jx) as
Je(t) =Trs[ps(t) Hs] = Z Trs[La[ps(8)] Hs],
A=a,b,r
. (15)
In(t) =Trs[ps(N] = Z Trs[Lalps(B)IN],
A=a,b,r

where we use Eq. for ps(t). Identifying Jgny as the
sum of the contributions of energy (particle) flux associ-
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FIG. 2. Schematic representation of the clockwise (Left) and anti-clockwise (Right) transition cycles, induced by energy flow
from one bath to another, associated with the particle exchange between QDs and the coupled reservoirs. At steady state, all
transition rates of the clockwise (anti-clockwise) cycles are equal to each other and represented by I'e,(I's) [Cf. Eq. ]

ated with all three reservoirs, we can write

Jet)= Y ) Ix)= D (L), (16)

A=a,b,r A=a,b,r

where JQ(N) is positive if energy (particle) current flows

from the reservoir A to the system. By comparing Eq.
and Eq., we thus find

Ji(t) = Trs[Lalp(D)]Hs] 5 IR () = Trs[Lalp(t)NV]. (17)

Similarly, we can evaluate the expression of heat cur-
rent due to the A’th reservoir as

J(t) = JR(t) — a3 (). (18)
Now, at the steady state, both energy and particle cur-

rents would be independent of the time, i.e., Eq.
reduces to

Jé = J]??\ - /~L>\J1£\I = Trg[Lx[pss] Hs] — pia Trs{ﬁ)\[pss}/zf]~)

19

Using Eq. we obtain the form of £ [pss], which leads

to the formal expressions for the energy, particle, and
heat currents as follows [64]

A A—
Jo=) wly =2 wly;

{(A}ﬁj} {wﬁﬁ}
x A A—,
R=D T =21 (20)
{wii} {wy}
J(s = Z(Wﬁﬂ — MA)FE?JF = Z(UJJ}E - M)‘)Fﬂ/}i'
{ws} {ws}

The explicit expressions for all three currents are given
in Appendix [Bl At the steady state, the populations of
the various eigenstates become time-invariant, i.e., pa =
pB = pc = pp = 0; therefore, we obtain

ab+ _ pr+ _ pab— _ pr— _ _ .
Iag =Tep =I'pc =Tca = Tascoa =1'o;

- - (21)
[hb =T¢" =Ths =Tih = Lacoea = o,

which implies I'ry = —T'¢5 [FIG. . Using the above rela-
tions in Eq. , one can rewrite the steady state energy
and particle currents due to the r’th reservoir as

Jig =erlo + (er + )Ty = kLpy; 99
JG =Tt + Tt =T + T, = 0. (22)
This immediately yields Jo = Jg = kI'e,. As QDg is only
coupled with lead r, there will be no net particle current
driven by r at the steady state, i.e., Ji = 0. However,
QDy, is simultaneously coupled with leads a and b, allow-
ing (spin-polarized) particle flow across a and b at the
steady state. There is no external source or sink associ-
ated with the system-reservoir model, so the net energy
and (spin-polarized) particle currents are conserved in
the steady state. To this end, we summarize our first set
of analytical results

> Jp=0, and ) =0, (23)

A=a,b,r A=a,b,r
which yields
Jh=—J8 =kTe;  JE=-J%. (24)

The explicit form of the I'yy is given in Appendix- . The
heat current is not a conserved quantity which readily
follows J& + J§ = J& # Jg* = —ke. Next, we will
discuss how the above steady-state currents are related to
the entropy production rate at near equilibrium through
force-flux relation.

V. THERMODYNAMIC FORCE, FLUX AND
ENTROPY PRODUCTION

From the definition of the entropy change of the system
[Eq. (13)], one can write down the following relation [63]

AS(t) = 2(t) + (t), (25)



where the entropy production term X.(t) signifies the ir-
reversible contribution of the system entropy change and
®(t) term refers to the entropy fluz, i.e., equivalent to the
system entropy change due to the reversible contribution
of heat exchanges with the reservoirs. The explicit forms
of the X(t) and the ®(¢) can be derived [See Appendix-[D]
following Refs. [62] 63] as:

X(t) =k Tr[piot (t) In{prot (t)}]

—kpTr [ptot(t) In {ps(t) Hpiq}l ’ (26)
A

O(t) =kp Y Tra [{pa(t) — p531} n p3]
A

where, p$* and py(t) represent the density operators of
the A\’th reservoir under equilibrium and near equilib-
rium conditions, respectively. Moreover, p{* under grand
canonical ensemble, can be written as

Qe o7
ed _ , 27
Px Zx(Bx)

where Hy = HY" = Zk(eg" — uAg)cinch,k and

Zx(Br) = Tr [e’ﬁ*Hé} is the the grand canonical par-

tition function for the A’th reservoir. As a result, ®(¢) is
identified as the heat exchange with the reservoir between
the final and initial time

O(t) = —kp > BA(HR), — (HR)ol = k5 > BrAQx,
A A

(28)
where AQ = (Hp), — (Hp), and (Hg), = Trx[px(t) H)].
Thus, we can rewrite Eq. as

AS,(t) = 2(t) + kp >_ BrAQx, (29)
A

where we replace the second term by Eq. (28). At the
steady state, & becomes minimum [60} 62} [63] and there is
no net entropy change in the system, i.e., & {AS(t)} =
0. Therefore, Eq. yields

5= ks Y B {AQ) = kY Ay (30)
A A

Now, inserting the expression for heat current J3 = J]:} -
,u/\Jlf‘I in Eq. , we obtain

Y =—kp [BaJE+ﬂbJ§+ﬂrJ§} +ks {ﬂauaJ§+ﬁbubeG} ;
(31)

where, we use Eq. for J§ = 0. At the steady state,
since, the overall energy and particle currents are con-
served, ie., Jg =Y, Jp = 0and Jx = Y., J{ = 0. So,
Eq. reduces to

Y = JLFg + JRFL + JRTFR, (32)
where the macroscopic thermodynamic forces conjugate
to thermodynamic fluxes ngb and JY are identified as

F' = kp(Ba = Bop)i F = ki (Bo — Bapia)- (33)

As a prerequisite, there are now two classes of re-
duced models that involve coupled transport in energy
and (spin-polarized) particle currents:

(i) Reduced model-1 (F§ =0): %= J5Fp + JLFL,
(i4) Reduced model-IT (Fg = 0): X = JEFb + JLFL,

where we set 5, = 8, = 0 for Reduced model-I [FIG. ]
and B, = B, = ' for Reduced model-1I [FIG. [1p]. Note
that the above two models are the only possible cases
that can be derived from the general model with pairs of
thermodynamic forces and fluxes, as required for ICC.
While, Eq. links the entropy production rate
to macroscopic forces and fluxes through temperature,
chemical potential, and amount of heat exchange with
the reservoirs, to grasp the underlying thermodynamic
principles of inverse current, we must identify the mi-
croscopic expressions of these thermodynamic quanti-
ties. The ideal starting point to establish this connec-
tion between macroscopic and microscopic thermody-
namic frameworks is the entropy production rate. Thus,
rewriting the von Neumann entropy defined in Eq.

Ss(t) = —kp Z pi(t) In pi(t), (34)

in terms of the microscopic populations of the different
system eigenstates, {p;}, (i=A,B,C,D), we can evalu-
ate [See Appendix [E| the time evolution of the entropy
change as [61]

4
dt

a— PD b— PD r— Pc
+1I ln<) +1I ln(> +T ln<>
DC oC DC o cA Ha

where we use Eq. (7)) for p;(t). By comparing the above
equation with Eq. (25]), we can identify the microscopic
version of entropy production rate and entropy flux [58|
61], as follows [Appendix [E|

AS,(t) = kg

e ln(M> + bk 1n(pA) + Thh In <p|3
PB B PD

(35)



BA PB

- a+ a— kKEﬂA b+ b— kl/&EpA r+ r— k@TBBpB
Y(t) =kp | (kagpa — kgaps) In e )t (kapra — kgaps) In w7t (kgpre — kpgpp) In e

BAPB DBPD

a— a kaip[D - kbipD r— r kripc
+(kpcrp — kchC) hl(kEE) + (k[lEoCPD - ké);ﬂ;p@) In EE + (kgapc — kAEpA) In kgﬁ )
cpPC képpc ACPA
. a+ kb+ k’r‘+ ka— kb— kT‘—
d(t) = —kp rggln( QB) +ThEIn| 28 +Fggln< ;‘?D) +Tec m( EE) +TpcIn| =P +F£Aln< “gj}) .
BA kpa kpg kep kep Kic

In Eq. , each term of the Schnakenberg entropy pro-
duction rate ¥ [61], has a form of (a — b)In(%), which

J

. . ka+kT+ka7 kr7
(1) = —b(t) =nT, (’“B> m(;}w@m
k kpa kpekepkac

)

b+1.a—
ABkBA

b—1. a+
kB/\kAB

+(T5 —The) [kB(l +6) ln(

where 6 = (<L) is the scaled system parameter. The sign
of 0 plays a pivotal role in determining the ICC behavior
in both energy and (spin-polarized) particle currents, as
will be examined in the next section. From the above
equation, all three associated fluxes and their conjugated
forces are readily identified as follows:

Jo=rTo 5 %= (Ui —Toc), (38)
JY =erThE + (eL + )T, = en Y + kD25
and
kB ka+kr+ka7kr7
Fr - () m(_mm — kp(Ba— B,
K kga Kpg kdg kAE ‘ '
(39a)
kB kbfka+kb+ka*
f () m(ﬂf\;\)ﬂwgc = Ep(Ba — B),
k k%ckc$kgEkBA

(39b)

)

b+1,a—
AB™BA

’ kpckeh
Fi =kp(@+1)In + kpfIn

kgakig kebKpe
Kabkia b
=kpln| == | —evFg = kp(Botv — Batta)
kB/\kAB

(39¢)

Equation is identical to the explicit expressions of
the thermodynamic fluxes obtained in Sec.[[V] The equiv-
alence between the macroscopic and microscopic versions
of the above forces [Cf. Eq. (39)] can be verified upon us-
ing Eq. @D, followed by inserting the expressions of the

kbfkaJrkarkaf
+ (eul% — (eu + mTD) [(’f) 1( kcp e
K

k
+ kpfln
) 7 (kéﬁk&;@

(36)

(

guarantees the non-negativity of the entropy production
rate. At the steady state, it leads to the following form
of the entropy production rate [Appendix [E]

knckepkankan
(37)
b—1,a+

DC™CD

)] = JpFh + JoFh + IR

(

FDFs. In case of F§ = 0 (i.e., 8, = ), the expression
of the particle force }“IZQI reduces to

b+1.a—

b—1.a+
AB™BA kBAkAB

+ kgl ln< pn
) Kbk

Fh =kp(0+1) ln<

kga kg
kb+ka— kb+ka—
—kpIn| AR "j“) — kg 1n< CDDC ) _ i BAp.
( k%AkAE k%ckc$

(40)

Equations - are the first major results of our anal-

ysis. Equipped with the above set of Eqgs. —, we
are now ready to explore ICC in the following section.

VI. RESULT AND DISCUSSION

As outlined in Sec. [V] let us analyze the reduced mod-
els with two forces and conjugated fluxes, as a precur-
sor of ICC. For all numerical plots, we have considered
Yo = Y = ¥ = 7 and plotted appropriately scaled di-
mensionless forces and fluxes. The scaled forces are taken
either zero or positive without loss of any generality.

A. Reduced Model-I: ICC in energy current

§ Fb =0 and X = J5Fh+J5F: Tt is intuitively clear
when two forces (F5, F%) = 0, both currents (Jg, J%)
would be zero. However, from the viewpoint of the mi-
croscopic picture, it provides interesting insights:



If 7% =0, from Eq. we can write
kb+ka— kb+ka—
ABBA | _ [ ¥cp¥pc | _
b—1.a+ | b—1.a+ | L, (41)
kgaKap kpckep
applying Eq. in the above equation, it can be shown
that
b b
(%) _ (kf\ﬁa?) _ (kf\u;)
ki kg kgh
b a ab
(kgn) _ (kcg) _ (k)
b— a— ab— | -
kpc kpc kpe

Applying the above relations in Eq. , one obtains

(42)

The =204 = 2055 T¢p =20gh = 2I¢h,  (43)
which when combined with Eq. , yields I‘XE = fI‘f":B
Following Eq. , spin-polarized particle current Jf\} =
0, irrespective of the value of the non-conjugate force
Fi [FIG. Bp: red line]. Thus, Eq. reduces to
Y = JiFE > 0. As a result, Jj would always align
in the direction of the Ff;, and it can be verified from the
microscopic picture as well. By considering 8 > 3, we
assume w.l.o.g., Ff > 0, such that Eq. leads to the
following relation

('ﬁs) m(kf\\ﬂ;%%) S0, (44)
K Kz kpg ke ke

Given, F% = 0, we can utilize Eq. (2 for £ > 0, to
rewrite the above condition as

kg oa (%EPB) ki oo (kEAP«:) S 1. (45)

kia o ) \kpgpo ) \ ks pe ) \Kucpoa
To satisfy the above condition, at steady state, each term
in the parenthesis must be greater than 1. Applying this
in Egs. and , we obtain, I'ry > 0. Similarly, for
Kk < 0, we deduce I'ry < 0. In both cases, the energy
current is defined as Jf = kI, > 0 [FIG. Bh: blue line].
So, ICC can occur neither in energy nor (spin-polarized)
particle currents.

e When Ff = 0: The non-negativity of the entropy
production rate ¥ = J4FL > 0, implies that J% would
always align in the direction of FY [FIG. : red line].
This can be verified also from the microscopic picture.
Without loss of any generality, we consider F% > 0 in

Eq. (40) which yields
kb+ka—
; ( = DC) > 1, (46)

Kasksa | o 4
kb—ka+ kb—ka+
BA™AB DC™CD

and immediately suggests

kab >(k+) (ke >(k+) (47)
kB/\ kBA k[DC kDC
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FIG. 3. Variation of J (blue line) and J% (red line) against
(a) Fg while 7§ = 0ie. (4o = ) and (b) F5 while Fg =
0 i.e. (B8 = Br). For all cases, the (dashed) dotted lines
correspond to k = (—) + 1.5hv, validating the condition |x| >
er,. Other system and bath parameters: 1, = 1.0hy, er =
2.5hy, Br = 1/hy and ps = 1.0ky.

Applying Eq. (10) in Eq. (47)), it can be shown that,
- b— + bt :
k%mm > kgape and kXB‘CD < Kypjep- Using these rela-

tions in Eq. we obtain, FKEWD > FXE‘CD. Now, we
can define two variables X and Y as
b b
X=Tgs-Tag ; Y=T&% T, (48
such that we can write
b b . b+ _ opb
Dint =2 —X 3 TEph =2r) — Y. (49)

Using Egs. and , it’s straightforward to demon-
strate from Eq. that under steady-state conditions,

J% = 2(X+4Y) >0, as both X and Y are positive in this

case. Again, from Eq. (39a)) it follows
(k%Ek%Ek%EkER) — 1 (50)
ki kpp kCpKac
We can rearrange the above conditions as

ab+1,r ab—q,r— a ab+1,a ab—
(kAB+k[BEkDC kCA ) _ (kBKkABJFkCElgk[DC > (51)
ab—1,r—1,ab+71,7 - a—1,ab—1,a—1,ab ’
kBA kIDIEB kC[D+ kAE k/\IEB kBA kIDC kCID+

where the r.h.s can be re-written as

1+ (ks /K8E) } { 1+ (kbe /kag) } _
r.h.s = =POo.
{ 1+ (kha/kga) | |1+ (k25 /k&D)

(52)
It is trivial to show that
(kip/kis) > 1 and (kga/kga) <1 =P >1;
(be/kic) <1 and (kX /k&S) >1 = Q< 1,(53)

hence, we obtain from Eq. that PQ 2 1. Further, it
is possible to verify

1+ (kab/Kap) 1+ (kép/kep)
{1 + (kgA/kﬁA)} ) { + (kpt/kpE) } >4



under the conditions fg > 0 and £ > 0, which gives
PQ < 1. Thus, r.h.s of Eq. reduces to

ki knbkpe kea
(kab—kr—kab—‘rk?"-‘r = PQ <L (55)
BA “DB™CD “AC

For k < 0, following similar arguments, one can easily
show that PQ > 1. Hence, following the same treat-
ment done in Egs. , one may conclude from
Eqgs. and that I'ry < 0 for k 2 0, respec-
tively. This immediately suggests that the energy cur-
rent, Ji = I’y < 0, irrespective of the sign of [FIG.:
blue line]. Thus, we have an energy current flowing
against ]-'f\} as pseudo-1CC, a special type of cross-effect.
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FIG. 4. Variation of the energy current Jg with both ther-
modynamic forces Fi and F% for positive and negative s:
(a) k = 1.5hy and (b) K = —1.5ky. For both plots, the re-
gion left to the white dashed line signifies the genuine ICC
in the energy current. Other system and bath parameters:
er, = 1.0k, er = 2.5hy, Br = 1/hy, and uy = 1.0hy.

A note on the cross-effect and the term pseudo-ICC
is appropriate here. In both cases, one force is set to
zero, causing the conjugate flux to be unaffected by its
corresponding force, which lacks a specific direction. Un-
der these conditions, the current can flow either along
or against the non-conjugate force, as both are thermo-

dynamically allowed. If the flux aligns with the non-
conjugate force, we call it as the normal cross-effect or
simply “cross-effect”. If the flux opposes the applied
force, we classify it as a special type of cross-effect or
pseudo-ICC. While achieving genuine ICC is a challeng-
ing task, pseudo-ICC could serve as an initial indication.
In the Reduced model-I, since pseudo-ICC behavior is
observed solely in the energy current, true ICC may only
be expected in the energy current.

e When (F%, FY%) > 0: Among the four possibilities,
both fluxes could align in the direction of their conjugate
force, validating the positivity of the entropy production
rate ¥ = JLFh + JEFY. However, both fluxes simulta-
neously can’t operate against both forces, which would
otherwise violate the laws of thermodynamics. There-
fore, we can have ICC in either J or J%. However, ICC
in the JY is not possible in this reduced model-I, as dis-
cussed above. Hence, we will focus on the true ICC effect
in Jg only.

It is trivial to understand when Jy flows against both
of the forces, the model behaves like an autonomous re-
frigerator that generates energy current against the ther-
mal gradient. The other flux Jf\} must be positive and
compensate the negative contribution of Jg to make the
entropy production rate non-negative. Given the micro-
scopic condition of ]—"f\} > 0, we have already verified that
J% > 0. Again, Fj > 0, so in view of Egs. (39a)), the
microscopic condition described by Eq. , is modified
as

kOt kit ke Kkl

(%ﬂm) 21, for k20, (56)
kga kpskepkac

Following the similar argument mentioned in Egs. (50)-

, we can rewrite the above condition as

kxﬁé*kéﬁﬁk%%‘két\)
——=—" | Z2PQ for k20. (57)
ab—y,r—1,ab+7,7 < <
(km\ kpekep' Kac

We have already shown as long as .Fg > 0, one can
write PQ < 1 for k 2 0, respectively. Hence, the final
condition from Eq. reduces to

ab+1,7+1,ab—1,r—
kA[B+k[BBkDC kC/\ >1 (58)
kabfk’l‘fkabJrkTJr <5
BA “DB"™CD “AC

which is not governed by the sign of k. Now with a similar
procedure presented before, Eq. canresultinI'ry 2 0
for any values of x. Hence, the energy current Jg = xI'¢y,
could be positive or negative, for k 2 0. While J > 0 is
normally expected as both forces (F5, F%) > 0, but,
Ji < 0, signifies genuine ICC, as the energy current
would flow against both the forces, indicating the au-
tonomous refrigeration effect, which can be obtained in
both positive and negative . It is evident, to maintain a
positive entropy production rate, ICC in energy current
is achieved only for a small Ff;, and large 7%, as depicted
in FIG.[] Thus, we can implement our Reduced model-
I as an autonomous refrigeration device [32], 37, [65H68]



i.e., a spin-thermoelectric machine that drives the energy
current from the cold reservoir to the hot reservoir by the
influence of the spin-polarized particle current. The Co-
efficient of performance (COP) of such device is given by
16, [17]

’q

Q| 59

|

where the numerator, |Jg| = |Jg| represents the cooling
power.

B. Reduced Model-II: ICC in both energy and
(spin-polarized) particle currents

§ Fp =0 and X = J4F5 + J4FY: Tt is apparent that
there would be no flux when both forces are zero. To
explore pseudo-ICC as a primary criterion for ICC, we
proceed by setting one non-zero force at a time. Sub-
sequently, we will set both forces non-zero to ascertain
genuine ICC.

(i) When F% = 0 and F5 > 0: Upon setting the
conditions in Eq. for the particle force, one can
obtain after a little bit of algebra

. <kf\ﬁk§g ) om (k&:\kf\z.;kéﬁkf‘ng ) -

kpakag kpckenkapksa
kb+ka7 kb+ka—
or, (140) ln(’lw) =0In <m:_ >0, (60)
kgaKap kpckep
a— b —
or ln<kg\gkm> = < 0 > In (kdﬁk%@> >0
kga ki 1+6/) 7 \ kpckeh
where, 1% = afin' So, there are two possibilities:

e For x > 0, it directly reduces to Eq. , with both
X and Y positive, which finally leads to the condition
Jf{I > 0. Hence, the spin-induced particle current is al-
ways positive [FIG. Fh], indicating the presence of the
normal cross-effect, as the conjugate force Fy is zero.

e If K < 0 and |k| > €1, the positions of the energy
eigenstates |C) and |D) are interchanged, and the Eq. (60))

reduces to
b+1,.a— b+1.a—
(tg}BEgﬁ) -1 (tgf@iﬂg) <1 (61)
BAKAR pcXcp
Following a similar procedure presented in the context of
Egs. ([9), one can show that J% = (X +Y) =0,
as X is always positive and Y is always negative follow-
ing Eq. (61). Hence, J¥ could be either positive or neg-
ative, indicating the possibility of both the cross-effect
and pseudo-ICC [FIG. [Bh], given that the conjugate force
F =0. As a result, ¥ = J4FL and J§ aligns with the
direction of F3.

In summary, when Fp is the only force acting on the
system, J% is always positive [FIG. ] If kK >0, JY is

10

positive, indicating the cross-effect. Conversely, if x < 0,
JY can be either positive or negative, suggesting the
possibility of true ICC in the spin-induced particle cur-
rent. While Eq. indicates that both |A) — |B) and
|C) — |D) transitions are primarily controlled by the
same reservoir (bath b), Eq. signifies a competition
between the two coupled reservoirs (baths b and a) in
controlling the respective transitions. This competition
between the two reservoirs results in J% being negative.

(ii) When F% = 0 and FY% > 0: In this case, JY is
always positive [FIG. ], in confirmation with the non-
negativity of the entropy production rate ¥ = Jﬁfﬁ.
However, the energy current Jg is strongly dependent
on the sign of x and can be expressed as J& > /@F&S
[Cf. Eq.]. As demonstrated in Eqs.—, when

T =0, the value of PQ < 1 under the conditions F4 = 0
and x 2 0. This implies

ab+y,r+1,.ab—1, 17—
k/—\[B k[B[Dk[DC kC/\
ab—y,r—1,ab+71,r+
k[HiA kI]3>[B%k(C[IZD kAC

VA

(62)

Utilizing the steady state condition [Cf. Eq. (21))], we can
derive from Eq. (62)

kabf
( DC pD) <1 (63)

ab+
kep' pe

The above equation suggests that Fglu’f 2 0. Substituting
this into Eq. , we obtain F%B 2 % for k 2 0. This
implies that Ffag, is always positive when x > 0, but it can
be positive or negative for k < 0. Therefore, the energy
current J3 is always positive for k > 0, as Jg > /{Ffag.
However, for k < 0, the quantity KFE]S can be either
positive or negative, resulting in J4 being either positive
or negative [FIG. } To summarize, when FY is the only

025 _ . .. B —
Fh=0 = b
N (a) 0.3 Fg=0 // (b)
0.203 biib Ve
. UTEEEE AR JEUN /e
0.159 oLt
R 0.2 /-
0.104 . .° .'/ IR
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0.057 . —_— - 0.1 /‘
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FIG. 5. Variation of the currents J& (bluegreen line) and
J% (red line) against the thermodynamic forces (a) Fg while
Fi = 0ie (uaf’ = wfs) and (b) F% while F% = 0 i.e.
(8" = By). For all cases, the (dashed) dotted lines correspond
to k = (—) + 1.57y, validating the condition |k| > 1. Other
system and bath parameters: e1, = 1.0k, er = 2.5hy, Bp =
1/hy, s = 1.0R7.

non-zero force acting on the system, the spin-induced
particle current J is always positive. The energy current
Jg is positive only if £ > 0, while it can be either positive



or negative for k < 0. Jg > 0 represents the cross-effect,
whereas Jg < 0 signifies the pseudo-ICC in the energy
current, as the current flows against the non-conjugate
particle force .7-'11\’1. Hence, there is a possibility of true
ICC occurring in the energy current as well within this
reduced model.

(iii) When both (F%, F%) > 0: From our discussion
of the previous two cases, we have found that pseudo-ICC
arises in energy and particle currents only when k£ < 0.
Thus, we will focus solely on the k < 0 regime.

e ICC in particle current: Since F > 0, it readily

follows from Eq. (39¢])

Kotkas eL
1n<k§;3k§§> > (E) FL >0, (64)
BA™AB

Inserting the expression of F5 from Eq. (39b)), in the
above equation, we obtain

karkaf kb-i-ka—
In| “ABSBA >( = >ln e )
kgaKap eL+ K kpckep
which then implies
kb+ka— kb+ka—
(M) (B8 )2
kgaKap kpckep

So, we can continue our discussion by classifying the
above relations into two categories: (i) In the first case,
both of the arguments of the above relations are greater
than 1, and (ii) in the second case, the latter argument
is considered to be less than 1. For case (i), following the
same treatment done in Eq. , it can be shown as a
trivial case that J% = 3(X+Y) > 0, as both X and Y are
positive, i.e., the spin-induced particle current would be
positive as long as the conjugate force .7-'11\’I is positive. For
case (ii), as the latter argument is less than 1, Y would
be negative. Again, following the same method done in
case of Eq. , we can obtain, JY = %(X +Y)=0,as
X is positive and Y is negative. So, we can have genuine
ICC in the particle current, defined by J% < 0 [FIG. @a],
which indicates the flow of the spin-induced particle cur-
rent against both the non-zero positive forces FY% and
F%. Thus, our Reduced model-II can be implemented as
the spin-thermoelectric heat engine [31},[33] 69} [70], which
drives the spin-polarized particle flux against the particle
force, influenced by the non-conjugate energy force fg.
Finally, one can define the output power as |Ap - JII\’I|, SO
that the efficiency of the device is given by [16] [I7]
Ap - g
= ‘% ) (67)
Q

¢ ICC in energy current: Under the first case when
both the arguments of Eq. (66| are greater than 1, the
spin-induced particle current Jg > 0. As a consequence,
we obtain from Eq. , Jg > KFEB. Again, Ff is any-
way zero, and under the conditions .Fg > 0 and xk < 0,
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FIG. 6. Variation of (a) the spin-polarised particle current I
and (b) the energy current Jg with both the thermodynamic
forces for negative k i.e. kK = —1.5fy. Genuine ICC for J§
occurs in the area below the white dashed line in (a) while it
occurs for Jg above the white dashed line in (b). Other system
and bath parameters: 1, = 1.0hy, er = 2.5hy, By = 1/hy,
oy = 1.0hy.

we have already shown in Eq. — that PQ > 1,
which results in

kib kopkpe kea
—b—r—abrrr | L (68)
kBA kDBkCD kAC

From the above relation, we have previously established
in Eq. that T2F < 0 for the x < 0, which finally
leads to I‘f’:B < %, where Y is positive. Thus, FEB
can be both positive or negative. As a result, energy
flux JE defined as J% > k['%5, can be positive or neg-
ative, i.e., J§ = 0. The genuine ICC will occur when
J¥ < 0 [FIG. (6)b], indicating the flow of energy cur-
rent against both non-zero positive forces 7% and F5.
Consequently, the Reduced model-II functions as a ther-
moelectric refrigerator [32] [37, 65HGS], propelling energy
flux against the temperature gradient, influenced by the
non-conjugate particle force F7%. The COP for such a
device is given by Eq. (59).

So, we conclude that when both forces of the Reduced
model-II, 7§ and FY are positive, genuine ICC can be



achieved in both energy and spin-induced particle cur-
rents. Thus, our model can be implemented both as a
spin-thermoelectric heat engine and a refrigerator. It is
evident that true ICC in the spin-induced particle cur-
rent J% is obtained when both arguments of Eq.
are positive and k < 0, whereas true ICC in the en-
ergy current Jg is achieved, when the latter argument of
Eq. is negative, under the restriction —x > er, > 0.
These results complement the fact that two ICC regions
do not overlap with each other [FIG. [6] in compliance
with the second law of thermodynamics and positivity
of the entropy production rate. It is worth mentioning
that genuine ICC can be explored in both energy and
particle currents within the general model as well, under
various system-bath parameters. However, conducting
analytical studies based on microscopic descriptions will
be challenging for the general model.

VII. CONCLUSIONS

Identification of exact thermodynamic forces and con-
jugate fluxes in the presence of multiple reservoirs is cru-
cial for any thermodynamic description of novel phenom-
ena. Here we present a comprehensive quantum ther-
modynamic theory of the inverse current phenomenon
in coupled transport, where one induced current op-
poses all the thermodynamic forces present in the system.
Based on a simple variant of Sanchez-Biittiker model
of a three-terminal Coulomb-coupled quantum dots, we
have examined the counter-intuitive inverse current be-
havior observed in energy and spin-induced particle cur-
rents near equilibrium situations. Our analysis focuses on
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the macroscopic and microscopic correspondence of the
entropy production rate, employing the grand-canonical
formalism of the Lindblad master equation and the
Schnakenberg entropy formulation. The linearity of the
quantum master equation allows exact analytical expres-
sions for thermodynamic forces and fluxes, incorporating
both macroscopic reservoir parameters and microscopic
system characteristics. It enables us to uniquely iden-
tify all thermodynamic force-flux pairs for both general
and reduced models, facilitating a systematic analysis of
genuine ICC behavior in both energy and spin-polarized
particle currents. Finally, we illustrate that our model
can function as an autonomous spin-thermoelectric en-
gine or refrigerator by exploiting ICC in spin-induced
particle currents and energy currents, respectively. While
we demonstrate an autonomous quantum-dot refrigera-
tor is easier to achieve, where chemical work done by
current-carrying quantum particles assists in transferring
thermal energy from a cold to a hot bath, autonomous
engine realization necessitates attractive interaction be-
tween coupled dots. We anticipate that our findings will
be valuable in developing ICC-assisted unconventional
spin-thermometric quantum dot devices in the near fu-
ture.
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Appendix A: Derivation of the LME

We present the interaction picture master equation to study the system’s dynamical evolution that exchanges
particles and energy with the reservoirs. Let us start with the tunneling Hamiltonian

Hy = Hy** + Hp*® + Hy " (A1)

where, HMaL =hYy [ty sl b)uchi"‘tk a(b)+ dhca(b)ik} and HY™" =m0, [t TdeRT—&-tR “dl rycrik). To derive
the master equation, we start Wlth the von Neumann equation for the total density matrix pg in the interaction
picture

%ptot = *%[HT(t), Prot(t)]. (A2)

Integrating the above equation, and taking a trace over the bath degrees of freedom, one obtains

5, 1/t

—ps(t) = —= [ dt'Trap,[Hr(t), [Hr({t —t), pros (t)]], A3
5i00) = Tz [ T L (0, [t = ), s ()] (43)
where, Tr, ., refers to the trace over each bath degrees of freedom and Try p »{prot(t)} = ps(t) denotes the reduced
density operator for the system. We also assume that Trq p - [H1(t), prot (0)] = 0. Under the Born-Markov approxima-
tion, the above equation can be rewritten as [48] [59] [71]

)= Gz O / AU Tra g, [HA(0), THA(E — ¥), pult) © pu © o @ 1], (Ad)
A=a,b,r
where we use the following properties of the bath operators Tra{cy(t)pa} = 0 = Tr,\{ci(t)p,\} and

Tro b {[HR), [HL(E — 1), ps(t) @ pa @ pp @ pr]]} = ;X # v; A\, v = a,b,r. Now, in the above equation, we use
the interaction picture system and bath operators

dog(t) = 0 dage™ MM = 3 | e Mdog;  ao=LLR1

w;>0

Cro(t) = eHut/hey emtHut/h - N =il ut/he, o N =a bl 1 (A5)
k

and their hermitian adjoints, where wy; is defined as the transition energy for the transition between the system eigen-
states |i) and [}). Eliminating the high-frequency oscillating terms by the standard procedure of secular approximation,
one can finally derive the master equation in the following form

Ps(t) = Lalps(t)] + Lolps(t)] + Lr[ps()], (A6)

where the Lindblad operators £y [ps(t)] are given by

0= X O] |dh(ealputan ) = 5 (e da (o))}
{wa}>0
+ Oala) [danCoa)uly () = 5 s (a0}
(A7)
In the above equation, we define the temperature-dependent bath spectral functions as

gk(wa) = ’Y)x(wa)f,—\i_(waﬁ gA(_Wa) = 'YA(Wa)f,\_(wa)- (AS)

The function f;(wj) represents the Fermi distribution functions (FDF) which are obtained by tracing over the
bath density operator, for example, f;rg ((A}ﬁj) = Trys (cl\gc,\[,p)\,,), and f,_ (wij-,) = Tryo (CAJC;o.p)\J)7 where the bath
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operators CI\G and ¢y, obey anti-commutation relation and the reservoir governs the transition between eigenstate |i)

to [j), that costs wi; amount of energy. The explicit expressions of the FDFs for various transitions are listed below:

pitons) = [1+ o0 (B0 7 2ptp L pfaco) = [ (S5 =
) = [1-+ exp (T2 ) Tty o) = [ (_,;T“"ﬂ = 1.
alb I BLap K (A9)
Fonc) = [t e (SN2t o) = [1 e (RS g2
fr (wea) = {1 +exp (W) - =f'= . f (wpe) = {1 + exp (W)] - = 2.

Appendix B: Explicit expressions of various currents
From Eq. (20)), one can evaluate the explicit expressions of both energy and particle currents for each reservoir in
the following way

JE :(,UA[BFKE + wCDFEE = €LFa+ + (EL + H)F%E; J]g = WABF%—E; + UJCDFb = €LF + (6L + H,)FCE,

Jh =waclhe + waplhh = erT4E + (er + R)Thp;  J& = Tab +T8b: Jh = ThE + T JG = Thf + Thb

(B1)

Inserting the above relations, the expression of the heat current associated with each reservoir can be evaluated as

JE =(eL — )T + (eL 4+ 6 — 1) TED; J& = (6L — m)Taf + (eL + £ — w)TEh: JG = (er — pr)The + (er + 5 — 1) ThH

(B2)
Appendix C: Expression of the steady state transition rate
To determine the steady-state transition rate, we rewrite Eq. —@D as
A 0
0
M| =1 C1
pc 0 (C1)
PD 1
subject to the condition pa + pg + pc + pp = 1, and
LI U A st [ i 0
+ - - + -
+f —fa =5 0 I
M= fa b a b T _ B _, C2
£ 0 R A R )
1 1 1

where, for the sake of simplicity of our analysis, we assume that v, ~ v, ~ 7, = 7. Solving Eq. (C1) with the above
matrix M, one can obtain the steady state population {p;} in terms of which we can evaluate the explicit expression

Fan 5 (1 = :+>+2f2+< D)) = 2f (- 1)
BT = ) =6+ 3£57 (2 = f) ’

14+( 2+)

14+(24) _ f1+ (2+)

where, we define f;, )4 fp

Appendix D: Non-negativity of entropy production rate

One can evaluate the expression of the entropy production (X) from the entropy change of the system (ASs =
Ss(t) — S5(0)), which is defined as

ASs(t) = —kp Trs[ps(t) In ps(8)] + kp Trs[ps (0) In ps(0)] = —kp Tr[prot () In ps(8)] + kp Tr[prot (0) In ps(0)]. - (D1)
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We assume that the initial equilibrium state, piot(0) does not display any entanglement or correlation between the
system and the environment. Therefore

prot(0) = ps(0 Hp (D2)

Inserting Eq. (D2)) into Eq. (D1]), we can continue as follows

AS(t) = = kp Tr[prot (t) In ps(t)] + ki Tr[peot (0) In prot (0)] — ki Z Tr[ptot (0) In p37]
A

Prot (t { H I\ }

Again, pioi(t) and peoi(0) are related through unitary evolution pioi(t) = Upios(0)UT, which implies
Tr[piot (1) In prot (t)] = Tr[ptot(0) In prot(0)].  Applying this relation in the above equation, the final expression of
the entropy change of the system can be calculated as

ASs(t) = _k’BTT[Ptot { Hp }

The last term of the above equation can be identified as the entropy flow (®), representing the reversible contribution
to the system entropy change due to heat exchange with the reservoirs. A comparison of the above equation with
Eq. , defines the entropy production, representing the irreversible contribution to the entropy change of the system
and the entropy flow as

(D3)
= — kB Tr + kB Tr[ptot(O) In Ptot (0)} + ]fB Z Tr)\[{p)\ (t) — p';q} In p(;q}.

A

+ kB Tr[prot () In prot ()] + ki Z Tra[{pa(t) — p3} In py']. (D4)
A

E(t) = ks Tr[pot (t) In{peot () }] — ks Tr

prot(t { H P H o ®() =k Y Toa[{oa() — p3 IR
A

(D5)
The above expression of the entropy production can be expressed in terms of the relative entropy

X(t)=D [Ptot { H Py } 1 ; (D6)

where D[p||p] is the quantum relative entropy between two density matrices p and p’, defined via

Dlp||p'] == Tr[pIn p] — Tr[pln p']. (D7)

The non-negativity of relative entropy is affirmed, attaining a value of zero solely in the case of complete matrix
identity. While the non-negativity of entropy production doesn’t imply the same for its rate, in the limit of large
reservoirs, X(t) is expected to converge to a convex, monotonically increasing function of time [62]. In the same
limit, if the system dynamics are described by a Markovian quantum Lindblad master equation, implying entropy
production as a convex functional of the system density matrix [59] [62], the entropy production rate Y (¢) would
eventually be positive, only reaching zero for the equilibrium state.

Appendix E: Derivation of the microscopic definition of the entropy production rate

Considering the von Neumann entropy defined as Sq(t) = —kp > _; pi(t) In pi(t), where, p; signifies populations of the
system eigenstates (i = A, B, C, D), the change in the system entropy is given by

AS(t) =8s(t) — = —kg an t)Inpi(t) + ks Zpﬂ 0) In p;(0 (E1)

So, the time evolution of the entropy change can be evaluated as

d .
% __kBZPn In ps(t +kBan ) In p; (0 :_kBZPu ) In pi(t :_k?BZPElnPE- (E2)
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Now, using Eq. for p;, we recover Eq. of the main text:
d pA pA B —1. (P ) —..{prc
—ASy(t) =k Fa+ln<>+Fb+1n( + g In( =) +T8cIn( = ) + Theln( = ) + Ty In( == ) |.
dt s(t) B[ AB P AB o8 BD oD DC e DC e CA Pa

By comparing the above equation with Eq. , we obtain Eq. for the general expressions of ¥(t) and ®(t):

kot kbt k-t k&= kb= k'~
i}BpA‘> + T4 In | ~ABPA +Fg3|;1n< E‘DPB> —i—Fg,Eln( EEPD>+F%EIH be/p +Fg:;\1n< fﬁpc)
Kga B Kpa P8 Kpp D keppe keppe kacoa

(E3)

3(t) =kp [Ff\g ln(

_k ka+ kaf 1 kgg pA kb+ kb7 1 k%EpA kT+ kr7 1 kgﬁ; p[B
=kp | (kagppra — kga pp) In k%% o + (kappa — kgaps) In kb—p + (kgppe — kpgpo) In K on
BA BAFB DB

a— a+ kpc o b— b+ Kpcpo r— T+ keapc
+(kperp —keppe) In + (kpcpo — képpc) In + (kgare — Kycpa) In ot ;

k&b pe kb pe ACPA
. ket kbt kot ke= kb= k7
d(t)=—kp r;gm( ;‘\?)Jrrggln —AB +F(Bgln< ?P)+r§,;@1n( 2§)+rgcln —”g’f +F£Aln< ‘;ﬁ) .
k[BA k[B/-\ k[D[B kCD kCD kAC
(E4)

There is no net entropy change in the system at the steady state, which reduces Eq. for the form of the entropy
production rate:

: : oty (KaE Y L poey (Kas oy (KED ) L opae o (KBC ) L opo g (Kb | L opre g (Kea
Y(t) =—-2(t) =kp |TigIn — | +gln - +1gpInl == | +TgcIn ot +Tpcln ot + T, 1In o
Kpa Kpa kpg kep kep Kac

ket kot ke k' kb+ka7 kb—ka+
=kp |TebF ln( QB) + b 1n<?“3’) + b 1n<EC> +T m(f*\) rhh ln< — ) +Tbe 1n< be_cb
l k k k&t KLt ko kar kZhki o

BA DB CD AC
1 g g P kbtkes koo ket kbt
=kpl'o ln<i‘?i'?‘”3“3€?‘> + kp(T0h —Th0) In [ —ABSBA ) | g pb | “DCCD ZAB TBA
ka kpp ke Kac kgakin kg a ki keh ke

+ kB

b (BN ) (1) s
:K:F e ln e —— + 1€ F + €L, + K F —_— ln —BAZAB "CD "DC
Ol(m) ()| s -Gy (52l e

b a— b—1,.a
+(T%5 —T82) [kB(l +6)In (kﬁiﬁk[jﬁ) + kpfln (kf’fkﬁ >] .
kIEBAkAIH% kC[Dk[DC
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