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Quantum battery (QB) is an energy storage and extraction device conforming to the principles of quantum
mechanics. In this study, we consider the characteristics of QBs for the Heisenberg spin chain models in the
absence and presence of Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya (DM) interaction. Our results show that the DM interaction can
enhance the ergotropy and power of QBs, which shows the collective charging can outperform parallel charging
regarding QB’s performance. Besides, it turns out that first-order coherence is a crucial quantum resource
during charging, while quantum steering between the cells is not conducive to the energy storage of QBs. Our
investigations offer insight into the properties of QBs with Heisenberg spin chain models with DM interaction
and facilitate us to acquire the performance in the framework of realistic quantum batteries.

I. INTRODUCTION

The rapid development of the quantum information field
has brought great changes to the world, and some devices,
based on the quantum properties of matter, have shown great
advantages compared with traditional devices. Among them,
QBs have attracted wide attention because of their unique
quantum advantages [1–9]. Alicki and Fannes conducted pi-
oneering work on the proposal of QBs (QBs) as well as the
study of quantum effects to improve their performance [10].
Like traditional electrochemical cells, QBs are used as tempo-
rary energy storage devices; they have a limited energy capac-
ity and power density and may also dissipate due to unavoid-
ably interacting with the environment [11–14]. Conversely,
QBs can be charged (or consumed) quantum operations that
create a coherent superposition between different states [15],
and interestingly, the existence of quantum effects allows QBs
to have high charging speeds that far exceed those of conven-
tional batteries.

Typically, QBs have often been defined as a set of N iden-
tical and independent subsystems, upon which a temporary
charging field acts to either extract or deposit work. Alicki
and Fannes, in particular, demonstrated that the global entan-
gling operations allows for the extraction of more work from
a QB compared to local operations [10]. This was further ob-
served by Hovhannisyan et al. [16], who found that a series
of N global entangling operations can extract the maximum
work without creating any entanglement in the QB. In this
theoretical framework, the quantum battery is modeled as a
one-dimensional Heisenberg spin chain consisting ofN spins,
inherently facilitating interactions among the spins and offers
the entanglement [17]. Later, two types of charging schemes,
”parallel” and ”collective” schemes were proposed [18, 19].
Some conclusions have emerged about collective and parallel
charging methods for QBs. For the QB’s charging process,
a collective charging scheme offers a “quantum advantage,”
that is, when N≥ 2 , the charging power of the QB outper-
forms that of a parallel charging scheme [20–32]. Campaioli
et al. demonstrated that a battery pack consisting of N highly
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mixed qubits can charge collectively N times faster than each
qubit was charged separately [33].

The spin system is regarded as the most popular one for
constructing QBs. To date, much attention has been paid for
exploiting QBs with spin systems. For example, the spin-spin
interactions can enhance charging power compared to nonin-
teracting scenarios in the XXZ Heisenberg chain [34]. Dou
et al. proposed a proposal of QB in the presence of cav-
ity Heisenberg-spin-chain with long-range interactions, which
has significance for the performance improvement of QBs
[25]. Shi et al. revealed that quantum coherence in the bat-
tery or entanglement between the battery and charger is essen-
tial for producing nonzero extractable work during the charg-
ing process [35]. There is an important term in spin systems,
say Dzyaloshinsky-Moriya (DM) interaction [36, 37], which
is deemed as the anisotropic superexchange interaction, and
significantly reflects the properties of the system of interest.
In this sense, it is fundamentally required and meaningful to
unveil how the DM interaction influences the performance of
QBs in practice. Motivated by this, our work readily con-
tributes to addressing this issue.

The remainder of this paper is structured as follows. In Sec.
II, we describe the charging models of QBs and introduce the
measure to quantify QB’s performance. In Sec. III, we exam-
ine the influence of quantum correlation in the evolution of the
Ising model, XXZ model, and XYZ model and the influence
of the variation of DM interaction strength on them. Finally,
a summary is provided in Sec. IV.

II. CHARGING MODEL

We consider a two-qubit QB model consisting of two cou-
pled two-level systems. The battery, meanwhile, is charged by
a local field coupling each cell individually, as shown in Fig.
1. Without loss of generality [38], the driving Hamiltonian of
the QB system can be written as (hereafter, we set ℏ = 1)

H = Hch +Hint, (1)

Hch = ℏΩ
2∑

n=1

σ̂x
n, (2)

ar
X

iv
:2

40
6.

16
04

7v
2 

 [
qu

an
t-

ph
] 

 9
 J

ul
 2

02
4

mailto:dwang@ahu.edu.cn


2

where σ̂x
n is the Pauli X-matrix acting on the n-th spin, and

Ω is the strength of the charged magnetic field. The second
item Hint denotes the interaction one given by the Heisen-
berg Hamiltonian with DM interaction. The Hamiltonian of
the Heisenberg chain model with DM interaction in the z-
direction of 2 sites is

Hint =Jℏ [(1 + γ)σ̂x
1 σ̂

x
2 + (1− γ)σ̂y

1 σ̂
y
2 +∆σ̂z

1 σ̂
z
2 ]

+D(σ̂x
1 σ̂

y
2 − σ̂y

1 σ̂
x
2 ),

(3)

where J is the nearest exchange coupling constant, γ and ∆
are the dimensionless parameters related to chain anisotropy.
D is the strength of DM interaction in the z-direction, and σ̂α

i

(α = x, y ) are Pauli operators of the i-th site. If γ = 1 and
D = ∆ = 0 are held, the current model is converted to the
simple Ising model. If γ = D = 0 and ∆ ̸= 0, the model
becomes the so-called XXZ model. When ∆ ̸= 0 and γ ̸= 0,
the battery is converted into the XYZ model. For QBs, the free
Hamiltonian H0 considered here as H0 = ℏw0

∑2
n=1σ̂

z
n plays

a crucial role in the ability of storing energy, with identical
Larmor frequency w0 for both qubits. Here, the ground and
excited states of a single spin are represented by | ↓⟩ and | ↑⟩,
respectively. Thus, the state of the fully charged battery is
| ↑↑⟩ with energy 2ℏw0, and the empty state is |ψ0⟩= | ↓↓⟩
with energy −2ℏw0. The charging process can be described
by a unitary operator U , namely,

U = e−iHt (4)

The system dynamics obey the following equation:

|ψ(t)⟩ = U|ψ(0)⟩. (5)

The work extracted from a quantum battery is well defined
as the ergotropy [39], and here we introduce the concept of a
passive state, mentioning the state in which no works can be
extracted from them by unitary transformations. However, for
pure states, the lowest energy state of the system is its ground
state; therefore, the passive state can be well defined as its
ground state [40]. Here, the ergotropy can be determined by
the difference between the final and ground state energies. In
addition to the ergotropy, the power is another important in-
dicator to evaluate the QBs’ performance. Specifically, the
ergotropy and power of the battery can be given by the fol-
lowing formula:

ζ = Tr(ρ̂H0)−maxTr(U ρ̂U†H0), (6)

P (t) =
ζ

t
, (7)

respectively. First, we study the case where there is no in-
teraction between the two batteries (J = 0), and each battery
evolves independently driven by the charging field. From this,
we can deduce that the ergotropy of the battery during the par-
allel charging is

ζq(t) = ζmax sin
2(Ωt). (8)

From the above equation, one can obtain the minimal time
tmin = π/(2Ω), which corresponds to the maximal ergotropy
of QB in parallel charging.

Parallel charging

Collective charging

t

FIG. 1. Diagram of two-cell QB, the spin system is charged by par-
allel and collective charging, respectively. The battery is initially in
the ground state (spin-down), and it will be in the excited state (spin-
up) for the maximal energy of QB as time t goes by. A local electric
field acts on the cells, and the cells interact with each other along the
collective charge. When collectively charged, the system can evolve
through entangled states.

III. STEERING, FIRST-ORDER COHERENCE AND
CHARGING POWER

To study the quantumness of the two-cell QB, we herein de-
tailedly examine quantum steering [41–45] and the coherence
of the system state. Conceptually, quantum steering is logi-
cally distinct from entanglement and Bell nonlocality, which
represents a strict subset of entangled states and a strict super-
set of Bell nonlocal states, and quantum steering describes the
ability of a local measurement of an entangled particle acting
on one of the particles to affect the state of the other particle
non-locally [46]. For a two-qubit system, it can be expressed
as [47]

1√
3

∣∣∣∣∣
3∑

i=1

Tr(Ai ⊗Biρ̂AB)

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ 1, (9)

where Ai = ai · σ̂ and Bi = bi · σ̂ with i ∈ {1, 2, 3}, are
Hermitian operators acting on qubits A and B, respectively.
Here, ai ,bi ∈ R3 are two unit vectors and σ̂ = (σ̂1, σ̂2, σ̂3)
denotes the Pauli matrices. Any violation of inequality im-
plies that ρ̂AB is steerable, and the maximal violation can be
described as [48]

SAB = max
{Ai ,Bi}

1√
3

∣∣∣∣∣
3∑

i=1

Tr(Ai ⊗Biρ̂AB)

∣∣∣∣∣ . (10)

In addition, coherence results from the superposition of
quantum states and can be used to assess the interference ca-
pability of interaction fields. In optical systems, first-order co-
herence is a commonly used measure of coherence. It is cru-
cial to introduce the concept of first-order coherence, which
plays a significant role in understanding quantum correlations
[49–52]. For the single-qubit state ρ̂k, its first-order coherence
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can be quantified in terms of its purity [53], i.e.,

Q (ρ̂k) =
√

2Tr (ρ̂2k)− 1. (11)

Consider a two-qubit state ρ̂, and its corresponding reduced
density matrices ρ̂A = TrB(ρ̂) and ρ̂B = TrA(ρ̂) are the re-
duced density matrices. The first-order coherence for the state
ρ̂ can be determined using

Q(ρ̂) =

√
Q2(ρ̂A) +Q2(ρ̂B)

2
. (12)

In all, both the coherence and steerability can perfectly reflect
the quantum characteristics of the system of interest.

A. Ising model with DM interaction

First, we start with the simplest Ising model (i.e., γ =
1, ∆ = 0) and explore the effect of DM interactions on the
QB’s performance. It is necessary to determine a suitable time
window to facilitate our research. As mentioned before, the
minimum time for a quantum battery to reach its maximum
ergotropy is tmin. Therefore, to compare the two charging
models, parallel and collective charging, we consider the time
window of system evolution as τ = [0, tmin]. Notably, the er-
gotropy and power of QBs are regarded as two crucial aspects
of evaluating the performance of a QB. Besides, since tmin is
the minimum charge time for parallel charging if one achieves
the maximum charge in a smaller period of time than tmin, we
then say the quantumness of the system, i.e., quantum corre-
lation, plays a positive role in charging, which manifests the
quantum advantage.

To probe the influence of parallel and collective charging on
ergotropy and power, we first consider the cases without DM-
interaction, and Fig. 2 has depicted the evolution of the er-
gotropy and power as a function of the time t, for J = D = 0
(parallel charging mode) and D = 0 and J ̸= 0 (collec-
tive charging mode). In the collective charging mode, the er-
gotropy of the battery oscillatorily rises and reaches the peak
ζmax, whose value is identical to that in the parallel charging
mode at the same time. Notably, although the ergotropy is the
same for the two charging during a period interval [0, tmin],
the powers between them are different in the interval. Specif-
ically, for t ∈ [0, π/(4Ω)], the power in collective charging is
always higher than that in the parallel one; this can be inter-
preted as the quantum correlation between cells increasing the
charging power of QBs in the current scenario.

We proceed by considering the effect of the DM interac-
tion (i.e., D ̸= 0) on the QB’s performance in the Ising model.
Fig. 3 plotted the variation of the battery energy and power
over time for different DM interaction intensities. One can
see that the ergotropy can faster reach peak at a moment less
than tmin with the stronger DM interaction strength, as shown
in Fig. 3(a). Additionally, the maximal powers are generally
increased with the growing D, indicated as Fig. 3 (b). With
these in mind, we conclude that the DM interaction helps en-
hance the QB’s performance in the Ising model. Following
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FIG. 2. When D = 0, the evolution of ergotropy ζ and charging
power P evolve with time Ωt under collective charging and parallel
charging in the Ising model. The collective charging mode (orange
solid line), and the parallel charging mode (red dashed line). Herein,
J = Ω is held for the coupling strength and magnetic field.

Fig. 3, one can realize that the ergotropy can still reach its
maximum value (white area in the figure), when the value
of D is much larger than J . Moreover, it is found that the
increase of D has little impact on the ergotropy during the
charging when D is relatively strong.
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FIG. 3. (a)-(b) The ergotropy ζ and charging power P evolve with
time Ωt in the Ising model. Varying the intensity of DM interactions
in the spin. The interaction intensities (in units of Ω) D = 0 (the
red dotted line), D = 3 (orange dot-dashed line), D = 6 (blue
dashed line), D = 9 (purple solid line) are set respectively. (c) The
ergotropy versus the time Ωt and the interaction intensity D. Herein,
J = Ω is held for the coupling strength and magnetic field.

B. XXZ Model

Next, we consider how the effect of DM interaction on QB’s
performance in the XXZ model. As mentioned before, the ex-
amined system becomes an XXZ model with DM interaction
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with respect to γ = 0 and ∆ ̸= 0. From Fig. 4(a), we can see
that with the progress of charging, the charging speed of the
battery with DM interaction becomes faster, and the peak of
ergotropy is further increased. Compared with the case with-
out DM interaction D = 0, the battery with DM interaction
can achieve a better charging effect in a relatively short time.
Moreover, compared with the red line, the blue line maintains
a better trend in the long-term evolution. That is because the
energy between the systems is constantly transferred between
the battery and the charger (field) [? ], causing fluctuations
in the peak energy of the battery. DM interaction can facili-
tate energy transfer between systems, making the fluctuation
of the maximal ergotropy relatively small. Furthermore, as for
the power, Fig. 4(b) directly indicates that the maximal power
of QB with DM interaction is stronger than that without DM
interaction. Thereby, combining these points, the DM inter-
action can enhance ergotropy and power in the current XXZ
model, which agrees with the result in the previous subsec-
tion.
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FIG. 4. The ergotropy ζ and charging power P evolve with time Ωt
in the XXZ model. Varying the intensity of DM interactions in the
spin. The interaction intensities (in units of Ω) D = 0 (the dashed
red line), and D = 1.7 (solid blue line). Different timescales have
been used to properly show the maximum position of the related per-
formance. Herein, J = Ω is held for the coupling strength and mag-
netic field. And here the anisotropy parameter ∆ = 2.

In addition, to explain why the DM interaction affects the
performance of QB in the above models, we explore the sys-
tem’s quantumness, i.e., quantum first-order coherence and
steering. We plotted the first-order coherence of the system
over time in Fig. 5(a) and the steerability during this charg-
ing process in Fig. 5(b), as for different DM interactions. The
figure illustrates that largerD values correspond to larger first-
order coherence throughout the evolution window and weaker
steerability between systems. As mentioned previously, the
DM interaction can enhance ergotropy and power of QBs.
Therefore, these suggest that the first-order coherence is in
favour of the enhancement of the QB’s performance, while the
steering between batteries does not positively impact battery
energy storage.

C. XYZ Model

In the above sections, we found that the DM interaction
can strengthen the QB’s ergotropy and power to some extent.
Next, we consider what role the DM interaction will play in
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FIG. 5. In the XXZ model, the change of first-order coherence with
time Ωt under different DM interaction intensities and the corre-
sponding change of battery steerability with time Ωt under different
D values. The DM interaction intensities (in units of Ω) D = 0 (the
dashed orange line), D = 0.8 (the dot-dashed green line), D = 1.2
(the dotted blue line), and D = 1.7 (the solid purple line) are set.
Herein, J = Ω is held for the coupling strength and magnetic field
and the anisotropy parameter ∆ = 2.
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FIG. 6. For the XYZ model, time evolution for the ergotropy ζ of the
two-cell QB for different values of the anisotropy parameter in the
absence of the DM interaction strength. The anisotropy parameters
∆ = 2.5 (dashed blue line) and ∆ = 3 (dotted red line). Herein,
J = Ω is set.

the charging process of XYZ model. First, without the DM-
interaction with D = 0, Fig. 6 describes the ergotropy and
power as a function of time Ωt with respect to ∆ = 2.5 and
∆ = 3 respectively. From the figure, although the maximums
of both ergotropy and power can reach with less time than
tmin = π/(2Ω), the magnitudes will be smaller than those of
the parallel charging. Conversely, we have plotted the dynam-
ics of ergotropy and power with the DM interaction in Fig.
7. It shows that the ergotropy and power of the battery are
greater than those without DM interaction (red line in the fig-
ure); this implies that the DM interaction can also improve the
performance of QBs in the current architecture.

IV. DISCUSSIONS AND CONCLUSIONS

In summary, we have investigated the model of quantum
batteries with one-dimensional Heisenberg spin chains with
and without DM interactions. Explicitly, we examined and
compared the properties of two types of charging models, i.e.,
collective charging and parallel charging, in detail, and un-
veiled the influence of DM interaction on the charging process
of the quantum battery. Interestingly, we found that the DM
interaction can increase the ergotropy and charging power of
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FIG. 7. For the XYZ model, the ergotropy ζ and charging power
P evolution with time when anisotropy parameters ∆ = 2.5 and
∆ = 3. The interaction intensities (in units of Ω) D = 0 (the red
dotted line), D = 0.5 (blue dashed line), D = 1 (purple solid line).
J = Ω is set.

the battery in the three spin-chain models, i.e., the Ising, XXZ,

and XYZ models. Thus, we claimed that it could improve the
charging performance of QBs in the current architectures, in-
dicating a better charging effect can be obtained during collec-
tive charging compared with parallel charging. Meanwhile, it
is found that the first-order coherence between the systems is
a useful resource for battery charging, while the steering be-
tween the batteries is not conducive to the storage of battery
energy. Moreover, it is argued that the current investigation,
in principle, might be generalized to N -cells QBs. Theoret-
ically, the number of cells directly affects how much energy
a battery can store, and generally, more cells are beneficial to
store more energy in the QBs [1, 54, 55]. Thus, we conjec-
ture that the DM interaction can further enhance the battery
performance as the number of cells increases and possibly in-
duce quantum phase transitions and critical behaviours [56].
Overall, our investigation sheds light on the positive role of
the DM interaction in quantum batteries under the spin-chain
models and is beneficial for understanding the properties of
practical spin-based quantum batteries.
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