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We establish a finite-time external field-driven quantum tricycle model. Within the framework
of slow driving perturbation, the perturbation expansion of heat in powers of time can be derived
during the heat exchange processes. Employing the method of Lagrange multiplier, we optimize the
cooling performance of the tricycle by considering the cooling rate and the figure of merit, which is
the product of the coefficient of performance and cooling rate, as objective functions. Our findings
reveal the optimal operating region of the tricycle, shedding light on its efficient performance.

I. INTRODUCTION

With the aim of promoting the advancement of appli-
cation development, there has been a notable upsurge of
interest in three-heat-source systems[1–3]. These models
have attained substantial prominence within the field of
thermodynamics. Under the assumption of quasi-static
conditions, a universal upper bound on the coefficient
of performance (COP) of a three-heat-source refrigera-
tor was derived [4]. However, the quasi-static assump-
tion implies that the cooling rate of the system is zero,
as the execution of a practical cycle would necessitate a
finite amount of time. The problem that heat engines
need non-zero power output has sparked the emergence
and advancement of a branch of thermodynamics referred
to as finite time thermodynamics [5–7]. The optimized
models within the realm of finite-time thermodynamics
have demonstrated the capability to achieve high efficent
energy conversion while simultaneously preserving power
output or cooling rate [5, 8–17].

In the domain of finite-time thermodynamics, the
quantitative analysis of irreversibility plays a crucial role
in the optimization of models [8, 18–20]. Regarding this
matter, Chen et al. derived the optimal relationship be-
tween the cooling rate and COP for an endoreversible
three-heat-source refrigerator [21]. As proposed by Es-
posito et al., under the conditions of low dissipation, the
entropy generation of a finite-time Carnot cycle is in-
versely proportional to its cycle duration [12]. Drawing
inspiration from Ref. [12], numerous researchers have
investigated the COP of low dissipation refrigerators at
the maximum cooling rate[22–27]. In particular, Guo
et al. introduced and examined the performance of a
novel combined low dissipation three-terminal refriger-
ator model, which was accomplished by coupling a low
dissipation heat engine with a low dissipation refrigerator
[28–30]. Based on the various proposed finite-time ther-
modynamic models, significant attention has also been
directed towards three-heat-source systems in the do-
main of quantum mechanics. This includes the explo-
ration of quantum absorption refrigerators[31–34], self-
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consistent refrigerators[35], and endoreversible quantum
refrigerators[36]. Although the assumption of low dissi-
pation has garnered significant attention, the origin of ir-
reversible entropy generation in three-heat-source quan-
tum systems and its impact on energy conversion have
not been deeply investigated.

The theory of open quantum systems offers a powerful
framework for investigating quantum effects in the realm
of finite-time quantum thermodynamics. The Marko-
vian master equation approach, which has emerged as
a significant achievement in the study of open quan-
tum systems[37, 38], offers a description of the tempo-
ral evolution of a system subjected to a weak interac-
tion with environment. Cavina et al. developed a per-
turbation theory for the quantum master equation with
slowly varying parameters by employing the Markovian
master equation approach [39]. By analyzing finite-time
heat exchange processes, a notable correlation was dis-
covered between the first-order correction of heat and
irreversible entropy generation. Taking inspiration from
Ref. [39], several researchers have proposed a univer-
sal framework for optimizing the control of slow-driving
quantum Carnot engines [40, 41].These studies have high-
lighted the significance of quantifying irreversible entropy
generation, often achieved through the measurement of
thermodynamic length [42–44]. Chen et al. introduced
the concept of the Drazin inverse of the Lindblad super-
operator to characterize excess dissipation in quasistatic
thermodynamic processes [46]. Su et al. utilized the
Lagrange multiplier method to optimize the cooling per-
formance in a finite-time external field-driven quantum
refrigeration cycle [47].

In this study, we propose firstly a finite-time quantum
tricycle (FTQTC) model and employ the slow driving
perturbation theory to determine the expression for the
first-order irreversible corrections of heat. Furthermore,
we employ the Lagrange multiplier method to optimize
the cooling performance of the quantum tricycle model.
The explicit determination of the form of irreversible en-
tropy generation allows for a unified optimization crite-
rion in the investigation of low-dissipation quantum tri-
cycle models.

The paper is structured as follows: Section II intro-
duces the FTQTC model and utilizes the slow driving
perturbation theory to derive the first-order irreversible
corrections of heat. Section III applies the Lagrange mul-
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tiplier method to determine the optimal performance of
the FTQTC in term of the cooling rate. In Section IV,
we investigate the suitable range of optimal performance
in the FTQTC. Lastly, Section V provides concluding
remarks.

II. THE CONTROL PROTOCOL OF A
FINITE-TIME QUANTUM TRICYCLE

As shown schematically in Fig. 1(a), a FTQTC is es-
tablished through a six-step process, directly inspired by
its classical analogue [28]. The working substance is a
two level system (TLS) with time-dependent Hamilto-
nianH (t) = ℏωv (t)σz/2, where ωv (t) is the energy split-
ting at time t, σz is the Pauli matrix in z direction, and
ℏ is Planck’s constant. The control protocol comprises
three heat exchange steps during which the TLS is placed
in thermal contact with reservoir v (v = h, c, or p), and
three diabatic steps are characterized by sudden quench
in the Hamiltonian.

A weak coupling between the system and reservoir v
is considered. The density operator ρ(t) of the TLS
evolves according to the Markovian master equation,
i,e., d

dtρ (t) = Lv (t) [ρ (t)], where the generator Lv (t)
represents the quantum Liouvillian superoperator. By
considering that dω/dt is finite but small enough and
introducing the dimensionless time-rescaled parameter
s = t/τv (s ∈ [0, 1]) for a given reservoir v, the first order
approximation of the solution of the density operator is
given by

ρ̃(s) = ρ̃eq,v(s) +
1

τv
L̃−1
v (s)

d

ds
[ρ̃eq,v(s)] . (1)

where ρ̃(s) ≡ ρ(τvs) , L̃v
−1

(s) ≡ L−1
v (τvs) with

L−1
v (τvs) being the Drazin inverse of Lv (t) [46, 48, 49],

and the instantaneous Gibbs state ρ̃eq,v(s) =

exp
[
−H̃ (s) / (kBTv)

]
/Tr

{
exp

[
−H̃ (s) / (kBTv)

]}
with H̃ (s) = H (τvs). The details of the calculation are
reported in Appendix A. Based on Alicki’ s definition of
heat [50, 51] and Eq.(1), the amount of heat entering
the system from reservoir v during the interval [0, τv]
(Appendix B)

Qv = Q0
v +Q1

v. (2)

The zeroth order approximation of the density op-
erator recovers the standard formula of heat in
equilibrium thermodynamics, i.e., Q0

v = β−1
v ∆Seq,v,

where the entropy change of the equilibrium state
of the system ∆Seq,v = Seq,v (τv) − Seq,v(0)
with Seq,v(t) = −kBTr {ρeq,v(t) ln [ρeq,v(t)]} =
−kBTr {ρ̃eq,v(s) ln [ρ̃eq,v(s)]}. The first order irre-
versible corrections of heat Q1

v = β−1
v Σv/τν with

Σv = βv
´ 1
0
dsTr

[
H̃ (s) d

ds

{
L̃−1
v

d
ds [ρ̃eq,v(s)]

}]
, and

βv = 1/ (kBTv). For a TLS, the Liouvillian superopera-
tor Lv (t) , the instantaneous equilibrium state ρeq,v(t),

0 . 0 0 . 2 0 . 4 0 . 6
0 . 2

0 . 4

0 . 6

0 . 8

1 . 0

BA

F

C D

EO

T c

T p

T h

T 

( b )

S

�T c
�T h
�T p

0 . 0 0 . 2 0 . 4 0 . 6
0 . 2

0 . 4

0 . 6

0 . 8

1 . 0
( c )

F E

DC

BA

O

T c

T p

T h

�T c
�T h
�T p

T

S

Figure 1. (a) Schematic representation of a quantum tricycle.
(b) The temperature-entropy diagram of a FTQTC. (c) The
temperature-entropy diagram of a reversible quantum tricy-
cle. δc = 0.3492 for the reversible model, while δc = 0.5333
for the irreversible model. The values of the remaining pa-
rameters: Tc = 0.2, Th = 1, Tp = 0.5, τp = 11, τc = 9,
α = 0, γ0 = 1, and ζc = ζh = 2. The frequency exponent
α is choose to be zero, which determines the spectral density
J(ωv(t)) ∝ [ωv(t)]

α of the bath. Unless otherwise specified,
these parameters will be used in the following figures. Planck’
s constant ℏ and Boltzmann’ s constant kB are set to be unity
throughout the paper.
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and the Drazin inverse L−1
v (t) of the dissipator can

be obtained from Appendix C, respectively. Figures
1(b) and (c) show the temperature-entropy diagram
of an irreversible FTQTC and a reversible tricycle,
respectively. The effective temperature Teff,v of the
TLS can be calculated by using the energy eigenbasis.
It is given by the equation Teff,v = ℏωv(t)

kB

(
ln ρ0

ρ1

)
−1,

where ρ0 is the occupation probability of the ground
state and ρ1 is the occupation probability of the excited
state. This equation is derived based on the assumption
that the occupation probabilities follow the Boltzmann
distribution [52]. The entropy of a TLS can be calculated
by using the density matrix formalism, which is given by
S(t) = −kBTr {ρ(t) ln [ρ(t)]} = −kBTr {ρ̃(s) ln [ρ̃(s)]}.
This entropy quantifies the amount of uncertainty or
disorder in the TLS and is based on the von Neumann
entropy, which is a measure of the system’s mixedness
or lack of pure state. The detail of the control protocols
of the quantum tricycle are designed as follows:

(1) Heat exchange with reservoir c (from point A to
B): When the TLS is coupled to reservoir c with low-
temperature Tc, the time-modulated field drives the fre-
quency of the TLS according to the cosine function
ωc (t) = δc [cosπ (t/τc) + ζc] in the time interval t ∈
[0, τc], where δc and ζc denote the parameters of the am-
plitude and the displacement, respectively.

(2) Diabatic expansion (from point B to C): The sys-
tem is isolated from any reservoir and the frequency
suddenly shifted from ωc (τc) to ωh (0) = Th/Tcωc (τc).
The scaling factor Th/Tc is introduced, ensuring that the
system continuously remains in equilibrium state during
a reversible quantum tricycle. In addition, the rapidly
changing condition of diabatic process prevents the TLS
from adapting its configuration during the process, and
thus the probability density remains unchanged.

(3) Heat exchange with reservoir h (from point C to
D): The system is coupled to reservoir h with high-
temperature Th in the time interval t ∈ [0, τh]. The
Hamiltonian H (t) of the system is concurrently modi-
fied by adjusting the frequency according to the function
ωh (t) = δh [cosπ (t/τh) + ζh], where δh and ζh signify
the parameters of the amplitude and the displacement,
respectively.

(4) First diabatic compression (from point D to E):
The system is decoupled from the reservoir and a sudden
quench is performed, in which the frequency is changed
from ωh (τh) into ωp (0) = (Tp/Th)ωh (τh).

(5) Heat exchange with reservoir p (from point E to
F): An irreversible heat exchange process follows by
coupling the system with reservoir p at intermediate-
temperature Tp. The frequency of the system is
slowly changed in accordance with the function ωp(t) =
δp (cosπ (1− t/τp) + ζp) in a time interval t ∈ [0, τp]. The
parameters δp and ζp are the amplitude and the displace-
ment in this process, respectively.

(6) Second diabatic compression (from point F to A):
Finally, the system is disconnected from the reservoir and
a sudden quench restores the frequency back to ωc (0) =

(Tc/Tp)ωp (τp).
For a given heat exchange process, the time deriva-

tives of ωv (t) at the beginning and the end of time are
equal to zero, i.e., ω̇v (0) = ω̇v (τv) = 0. This also gives
rise to d

ds [ρ̃eq,v(s)] = 0 at s = 0 and s = 1. Acccoring
to Eq. (1), it guarantees that the system maintains the
same equilibrium state both at the beginning and at the
end of the heat exchange process. Furthermore, it en-
sures that the system remains in close proximity to the
instantaneous steady state throughout the entire cycle.
The selection of the scale parameter in frequency alter-
ation during adiabatic operations enables a smooth tran-
sition of the system between the instantaneous equilib-
rium states associated with different reservoirs. With the
given temperatures of Tc, Th, and Tp, as well as the values
of ζc, ζh, and δc, we can deduce the following relation-
ships: ζp = 1+ζcζh

ζc+ζh
, δh = Th(ζc−1)

Tc(1+ζh)
δc, and δp =

Tp(ζc+ζh)
Tc(1+ζh)

δc
(Appendix D).

Based on the the temperature-entropy diagram shown
in Figs.1(b) and (c), it is observed that Q0

h > 0 , Q0
c > 0,

and Q0
p < 0, as ∆Seq,h > 0, ∆Seq,c > 0, and ∆Seq,p <

0. In Ref. [53], it is demonstrated that the first-order
irreversible corrections of heat, i.e., Q1

v ≤ 0. The sum of
the first-order irreversible corrections of heat, represented
by the expression

∑
v Q

1
v, is less than or equal to zero. In

addition, according to the principles of energy conversion,
the sum of the heat entering a system in a cycle∑

v

Qv =
∑
v

Q0
v +

∑
v

Q1
v = 0. (3)

Thus, the sum of the zeroth order approximation of heat∑
v Q

0
v ≥ 0. In a finite time cycle, it is true that

∑
v Q

1
v ̸=

0, which implies that
∑

v Q
0
v =

∑
v Tv∆Seq,v > 0. As a

result, the area of rectangle ABOF (Tp − Tc)∆Seq,c is not
equal to the area of rectangle CDEO (Th − Tp)∆Seq,h,
as shown in Fig. 1(b).

In the case of a reversible cycle, a heat exchange pro-
cess occurs over an infinitely extended duration, i.e.,
τv → ∞, leading to

∑
v Q

1
v approaches zero. These

quasi-static isothermal processes ensure that the system
remains in thermal equilibrium with the heat source at
all times. It follows from Eq. (3) that

∑
v Q

0
v must be

equal to zero. This leads to the equality between the
area of rectangle ABOF and that of rectangle CDEO, as
depicted in Fig. 1(c). At the quasistatic limit, and the
coefficient of performance (COP) of the reversible cycle
is then simplified as follows

ψr =
Qc

Qh
=
Tc∆Seq,c

Th∆Seq,h
=
Tc (Th − Tp)

Th (Tp − Tc)
. (4)

III. PERFORMANCE OPTIMIZATION IN THE
SLOW-DRIVING REGIME

In the finite-time regime, the COP ψ of the FTQTC
can be calculated as
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Figure 2. Plot of the cooling rate Rα with respect to time
τc and τp. The other parameters used are the same as those
employed in Fig. 1(c).

ψ =
Qc

Qh
=

Tc [∆Seq,c +Σc/τc]

Th [∆Seq,h +Σh/τh]
, (5)

while the cooling rate is determined by the heat Qc en-
tering the TLS from reservoir c divided by the total time
required for cooling:

R =
Qc

τc + τh + τp
=
Tc [∆Seq,c +Σc/τc]

τc + τh + τp
. (6)

Here, the duration of the adiabatic process is signifi-
cantly shorter than that of the heat exchange process and
can be considered negligible. By utilizing Eqs. (5) and
(6), we can generate performance characteristic curves
for the cooling rate R as a function of time τc and τp, as
illustrated in Fig. 2. It is clearly seen from Fig. 2 that
the cooling rate R is not a monotonic function of time.
The cooling rate can be improved by optimizing the du-
rations of contact with heat reservoirs. Next, we consider
the optimal configuration of the cycle in which the opti-
mum cooling rate R can be obtained under a given COP
ψ. By employing the Lagrangian method [54–56], we can
introduce

L (τc, τh, τp) = R+ λ1ψ + λ2 (Qc +Qh +Qp) , (7)

where λ1 and λ2 are the Lagrange multipliers associated
with the given COP and the law of energy conservation,
respectively. Form the Euler-Lagrange equations, we ob-
tain

∂L (τc, τh, τp)

∂τc
= 0, (8)
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Figure 3. The curves of the cooling rate Rα (black line) and
the figure of merit χα(red line) varing with the COP ψ. The
values on the left axis correspond to the black lines, whereas
the values on the right axis correspond to the red lines.

∂L (τc, τh, τp)

∂τh
= 0, (9)

and

∂L (τc, τh, τp)

∂τp
= 0. (10)

According to Eqs.(8-10) , the constraint equation of
the times after eliminating the Lagrange multipliers is
obtained by

∆Seq,h
τ2h
Σh

+∆Seq,p

τ2p
Σp

+∆Seq,c
τ2c
Σc

+ 2 (τc + τh + τp) = 0.

(11)

In addition, we have another constraint equation for the
time intervals derived from the energy conservation law
as

τh = − ThΣh

Tp (∆Seq,p +Σp/τp) + Tc (∆Seq,c +Σc/τc) + Th∆Seq,h
.

(12)
By combing Eqs. (11) with (12), and considering τc as
the independent variable, times τh and τp for the optimal
configuration can be solved.

IV. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

By substituting Eqs. (11) and (12) into Eqs. (5) and
(6), we can generate the optimal curve of the cooling
rate varying with the COP for given frequency exponent
α, as indicated by Fig. 3. The frequency exponent α
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determines the spectral density J(ωv(t)) ∝ [ωv(t)]
α of the

bath. The specific relationship between α and the first
order correction Q1

v of heat is elaborated in Appendix
C. As depicted in Fig. 3, the cooling rate Rα does not
exhibit a monotonic behavior with respect to the COP.
When ψ = 0.13 ≡ ψα,R, the cooling rate Rα attains its
local maximum value Rα,max. The quantum refrigerator
does not always operate at the state of the maximum
cooling rate. In order to achieve both a higher COP and a
larger cooling rate simultaneously, the refrigerator should
be operated in the region of ψ ≥ ψα,R. However, when
the refrigerator is operated in such a region, the cooling
rate is a monotonically decreasing function of the COP.

It is a worth problem how to choose reasonably the
cooling rate and the COP. The figure of merit χ = ψR ,
originally introduced by Yan and Chen [57],can be com-
monly employed as a target function for optimizing the
performance of refrigerators [22, 24, 47]. By using Eqs.
(5), (6), (11), and (12), we can plot the curves of χα as a
function ψ of for a given value of α, as represented by the
red solid curve in Fig. 3. It is observed from Fig. 3 that
χα is not a monotonic function of ψ for a given value
of α. When ψ = 0.2 ≡ ψα,χ, χα attains its maximum
χα,max. It is seen from Fig.3 that when ψ < ψα,R, Rα

decreases with the decrease of ψ. In general, the optimal
range of ψ should be determined by

ψα,R ≤ ψ ≤ ψα,χ. (13)

It can be found through the further analysis that both
Rα,max and χα,max are not monotonic functions of α, as
indicated by Fig.4. When α = 0.057 ≡ αχ, χα,max at-
tains its maximum χmax; when α = 0.448 ≡ αR, Rα,max
attains its maximum Rmax. Thus, the optimal range of
α should be
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Figure 5. The optimum characteristic curves of the cooling
rate R (black solid line) and the figure of merit χ (red solid
line) varying with COP ψ. The other parameters used are
the same as those employed in Fig. 1(c).

αχ ≤ α ≤ αR. (14)

In the region of α < αχ, both Rα,max and χα,max de-
crease with the decrease of α. In the region of α > αR,
both Rα,max and χα,max decrease with the increase of α.
The results obtained here offer a comprehensive frame-
work for efficiently optimizing the control of a slowly
driven FTQTC.

When α is optimized, we can obtain the ψ ∼ R and
ψ ∼ χ optimum chararcteric curves, as shown in Fig.5.
It is evident from Fig. 5 that the optimal range of the
COP for a FTQTC is given by

ψR ≤ ψ ≤ ψχ. (15)

This is because both R and χ decreases with the de-
crease of ψ in the region of ψ < ψR, while they decreases
with the increase of ψ in the region of ψ > ψχ. In the
optimal region of ψ, the total cycle time τ varies with ψ
for two given values αχ and αR of α, as shown in Fig.
6 (a), where two curves almost overlap. Similarly, we
can plot the curves of τh/τp and τc/τp varying with ψ, as
shown in Fig. 6 (b), where two ψ ∼ τh/τp (or ψ ∼ τc/τp)
curves corresponding to two given values αχ and αR of
α also almost overlap. It is observed from Fig.6 (a) and
(b) that in the optimal region of ψ, τ is a monotoni-
cally increasing function of ψ, while τh/τp and τc/τp are
monotonically decreasing functions of ψ. However, α is
not a monotonic function of in the optimal region of ψ,
as indicated by Fig. 6(c). It is clearly seen from Fig.
6(c) or Eq. (11) that within three flat baths (α = 0) are
not the optimal selection for FTQTCs. When a FTQTC
is operated within three flat baths, both the COP and
the cooling rate are relatively small. This shows clearly
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that when the optimal performance of a FTQTC is re-
searched, it is not enough to only study the performance
of the FTQTCs operated within three flat baths.

V. CONCLUSIONS

In this work, we presents a finite-time operaton for
a quantum tricycle. The thermodynamic irreversibility
during heat exchange processes is evaluated by analyz-
ing the first-order irreversible corrections of heat using
perturbation theory. The method of Lagrange multipli-
ers has been employed to determine the optimal perfor-
mances of the FTQTC. These configurations determine
the cooling rate, the figure of merit, and the COP at the
maximum cooling rate. The results demonstrate that,
for a given spectrum of each bath, the values of the COP
corresponding to the maximum figure of merit and the
maximum cooling rate are different. To simultaneously
achieve a relatively large cooling rate and COP, the per-
formance of the FTQTCs can be improved by operating
within the optimal range of states characterized by the
frequency exponent.

APPENDIX A. SLOW DRIVING OF AN OPEN
QUANTUM SYSTEM

In the case of an open quantum system, where the
Hamiltonian H (t) contains a time-dependent parameter
ωv (t), and the system interacts with a reservoir v at an
inverse temperature βv, we assume that the evolution of
the density operator ρ(t) is governed by the Markovian
master equation,

d

dt
ρ(t) = Lv (t) [ρ(t)] . (16)

By considering that the Liouvillian operator Lv (t)
obeys the quantum detailed balance with respect
to H (t) at all times, the Gibbs state ρeq,v(t) =
exp[−βvH (t)]/Tr{exp[−βvH (t)]} becomes the immedi-

ate stationary state of Eq. (16), meaning that

Lv (t) [ρeq,v(t)] = 0. (17)

As the modulation of frequency ωv (t) becomes infinitely
slow, the dynamics of the system follow a quasi-static
isothermal trajectory. During this trajectory, the sys-
tem gradually adjusts to the instantaneous equilibrium
state near the Gibbs ensemble ρeq,v(t). Substituting Eq.
(17) into Eq.(16), we can derive an alternative evolution
equation for ρ(t) as follows:

d

dt
ρ(t) = Lv (t) [ρ(t)− ρeq,v(t)] . (18)

As ρ(t) − ρeq,v(t) is a traceless Hermitian operator, and
the action of a superoperator on a traceless subspace is
invertible [44], the solution of Eq. (18) can be expressed
as follows:

ρ(t) = ρeq,v(t) + L−1
v (t)

[
d

dt
ρeq,v(t)

]
, (19)

whereL−1
v (t) is the Drazin inverse of Lv (t) [46, 48, 49].

Therefore, the solution for Eq. (18) can be expanded in a
series form through an iterative process. The expansion
is given by the following expression:

ρ(t) ≈
∞∑

n=0

(
L−1
v (t)

d

dt

)n

[ρeq,v(t)] . (20)

Note that in Eq. (20), we have omitted the term(
L−1
v (t) d

dt

)n+1
[ρ(t)] with n approaching infinity. This

omission is justified by assuming that the derivative of
the density operator with respect to time, when taken an
infinite number of times, becomes zero.

We can rewrite Eq. (20) by introducing the dimension-
less time-rescaled parameter s = t/τv as follows

ρ̃(s) =

∞∑
n=0

(
L̃−1
v (s)

1

τv

d

ds

)n

[ρ̃eq,v(s)], (21)

where ρ̃(s) ≡ ρ(τs) and L̃−1
v (s) ≡ L−1

v (τs). Rescal-
ing the time provides the advantage of incorporating the
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duration τv of the evolution as a straightforward multi-
plicative factor in each term of the sum in Eq. (21). The
state of the system now relies on the time s within the
unit interval s ∈ [0, 1], while the impact of the control
protocol on the dynamics is encompassed within L̃−1

v (s).
Hence, Eq. (21) provides a perturbation expansion of
the solution of the density operator in terms of powers of
1/τv. During the finite-time slow driving process, there
exists a lag between states ρ̃(s) and ρ̃eq,v(s). Consider-
ing the first-order perturbation, we obtain Eq.(1) in the
main text.

APPENDIX B. THERMODYNAMIC QUANTITY
OF THE SLOWLY DRIVEN PROCESS

Building upon the derivation presented in the Ap-
pendix A, our objective is to investigate the impact of
deviations from the corresponding quasistatic trajectory
(as described in Eq. (1)) on the thermodynamic prop-
erties of the process. In order to accomplish this ob-
jective, it is important to observe that the mean energy
and von Neumann entropy of system can be described
by the following expressions as U(t) = Tr[H(t)ρ(t)] and
S(t) = −kBTr[ρ(t) log ρ(t)], respectively. In a finite-time
process with a duration of τv, the change in internal en-
ergy is typically divided into two components[51, 58, 59]

U(τv)−U(0) =

τvˆ

0

dtTr[H(t)
d

dt
ρ(t)]+

τvˆ

0

dtTr[ρ(t)
d

dt
H(t)].

(22)
Employing Alicki’s definition of heat and considering the
first-order perturbation in Eq. (1), we can determine the
amount of heat that enters the system from the ν during
the interval [0, τv] as follows:

Qv =

τvˆ

0

dtTr[H(t)
d

dt
ρ(t)] =

1ˆ

0

dsTr[H̃(s)
d

ds
ρ̃(s)], (23)

where the time-rescaled Hamiltonian H̃(s) ≡ H(τvs).
In a quasi-static process that maintains the equilibrium
state between the system and the bath, the zeroth-order
approximation in equilibrium thermodynamics suggests
that the system absorbs an amount of heat given by the
expression:

Q0
v =

τvˆ

0

dtTr[H(t)
d

dt
ρeq,v(t)] =

1ˆ

0

dsTr[H̃(s)
d

ds
[ρ̃eq,v(s)]].

(24)
Note that the entropy of the system in the equilibrium
state is given by

Seq,v(t) = −kBTr [ρeq,v(t) ln[ρeq,v(t)]]

= −kBTr [ρ̃eq,v(s) ln[ρ̃eq,v(s)]] . (25)

Equation (24) is equivalent to

Q0
v = β−1

v ∆Seq,v, (26)

which is associated with the change in entropy ∆Seq,v =
Seq,v(τv)−Seq,v(0) along the quasi-static trajectory dur-
ing the time interval [0, τv]. The first-order irreversible
correction of heat

Q1
v =

τvˆ

0

dtTr[H(t)
d

dt

{
L−1
v (t)

d

dt
[ρeq,v(t)]

}
]

= τ−1
v

1ˆ

0

dsTr
[
H̃(s)

d

ds

{
L̃−1
v (s)

d

ds
[ρ̃eq,v(s)]

}]
= β−1

v Σv/τv, (27)

where

Σv = βv

1ˆ

0

dsTr
[
H̃(s)

d

ds

{
L̃−1
v (s)

d

ds
[ρ̃eq,v(s)]

}]
(28)

expresses the increase in dissipation that deviates from
the reversible limit. Based on Appendixes A and B, the
dynamics of the TLS under slow driving will be provided
in Appendix C.

APPENDIX C. THE THERMODYNAMICS OF
THE TLS UNDER SLOW DRIVING

Based on the aforementioned Appendixes, the calcula-
tion of the finite-time correction to the heat absorbed by
a TLS is performed. In the weak coupling regime, the
evolution of the system can be described by the Master
Equation as follows:

d

dt
ρ(t) = Lv (t) [ρ(t)] = − i

ℏ
[H(t), ρ(t)]

+ γv(t)(nv(t) + 1)[σ−ρ(t)σ+ − 1

2
{σ+σ−, ρ(t)}]

+ γv(t)nv(t)[σ+ρ(t)σ− − 1

2
{σ−σ+, ρ(t)}].

(29)

Here, the damping rate γv(t) = γ0 (ωv(t))
α relies on the

coupling constant γ0. The frequency exponent α is deter-
mined by the spectral density J(ωv(t)) ∝ [ωv(t)]

α of the
bath [39, 60], which is assumed to be identical for all three
baths. The value of α characterizes the dissipation prop-
erties, categorizing it as a flat bath (α = 0), sub-Ohmic
(0 < α < 1), Ohmic (α = 1), or super-Ohmic (α > 1)
[61]. The quantity nv(t) = {exp [βvℏωv(t)]−1}−1 repre-
sents the mean number of phonons associated with the
bath at frequency ωv(t). The notation {⋆, ∗} denotes the
anticommutator of the two operators. The operators σ+
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and σ− correspond to the raising and lowering operators,
respectively.

The state of the TLS is expressed in terms of the

density matrix as ρ(t) =
(
ρ11 ρ10 ρ01 ρ00

)T, where
ρij(t) = ⟨i|ρ(t)|j⟩ (i, j = 0 or 1) represent the matrix ele-
ments of the density matrix. Further, the superoperator
Lv (t) in the matrix form reads

Lv (t) =


−γv(t)(nv(t) + 1) 0 0 γv(t)nv(t)

0 −γv(t)(nv(t) + 1
2 )− iωv(t) 0 0

0 0 −γv(t)(nv(t) + 1
2 ) + iωv(t) 0

γv(t)(nv(t) + 1) 0 0 −γv(t)nv(t)

 . (30)

At time t, the instantaneous equilibrium state can be
simplified as follows:

ρeq,v(t) =
(

nv(t)
2nv(t)+1 0 0 nv(t)+1

2nv(t)+1

)T

. (31)

Therefore, the Drazin inverse L−1
v (t) is expressed as

L−1
v (t) =


− nv(t)+1

γv(t)(2nv(t)+1)2 0 0 nv(t)
γv(t)(2nv(t)+1)2

0 1
−γv(t)(nv(t)+

1
2 )−iωv(t)

0 0

0 0 1
−γv(t)(nv(t)+

1
2 )+iωv(t)

0
nv(t)+1

γv(t)(2nv(t)+1)2 0 0 − nv(t)
γv(t)(2nv(t)+1)2

 . (32)

By employing the time-rescaled parameter s = t/τv
and utilizing the zeroth-order approximation in Eq.(24),
the absorbed heatQ0

v from bath v can be estimated in the
quasi-static limit. Furthermore, the first-order correction
of the heat Q1

v generated by the irreversible finite-time
process can be calculated using Eq.(27), i.e.,

Q1
v =

ℏ
2τv

1ˆ

0

ω̃v(s)Tr
{
σz

d

ds

{
L̃−1
v (s)

d

ds
[ρ̃eq,v(s)]

}}
ds.

(33)

APPENDIX D. THE RELATIONSHIPS
BETWEEN THE AMOLITUDE AND THE

DISPLACEMENT

The choice of the parameters, amplitude δv and dis-
placement ζv, in the alteration of frequency ωv (t) dur-
ing adiabatic operations enables the system to transition
from the equilibrium state associated with one reservoir
to the equilibrium state associated with another reser-
voir. In the context of the quantum tricycle, it is neces-
sary that the frequences of the TLS at the end of a heat
exchange process and at the commencement of the sub-
sequent heat exchange process are directly proportional
to each other. Specifically, ωc (τc) = (Tc/Th)ωh (0),
ωh (τh) = (Th/Tp)ωp (0), and ωp (τp) = (Tp/Tc)ωc (0).
These requirements lead to the following relationships:

2 4 6 80 . 0 0

0 . 0 5

0 . 1 0

0 . 1 5

0 . 2 0

� c

0
v

v
Q∑

� c , r

Figure 7. The curves of the sum of the zeroth order approx-
imation of heat

∑
v Q

0
v varing with the amplitude frequency

δc. The remaining parameters utilized are consistent with
those employed in Fig. 1(c).

δc (ζc − 1)

δh (ζh + 1)
=
Tc
Th
, (34)

δh (ζh − 1)

δp (ζp − 1)
=
Th
Tp
, (35)



9

and

δp (ζp + 1)

δc (ζc + 1)
=
Tp
Tc
. (36)

Employing Eqs. (34)-(36), in conjunction with the pro-
vided temperatures Tc, Th, and Tp, as well as the dis-
placement values of ζc and ζh, and treating the ampli-
tude parameter δc as the independent variable, we can
deduce the following succinct relationships:

ζp =
1 + ζcζh
ζc + ζh

,

δh =
Th (ζc − 1)

Tc (1 + ζh)
δc,

and

δp =
Tp (ζc + ζh)

Tc (1 + ζh)
δc.

In the subsequent discussion, we can investigate an arbi-
trary quantum tricycle by varying the value of δc.

It is crucial to emphasize that the functioning of the
cycle relies on the condition that the sum value of

∑
v Q

0
v

must be greater than or equal to zero, in accordance
with the principles of energy conversion. The relation-
ship curve in Fig. 7 depicts the variation of the sum of
the zeroth-order approximation of heat

∑
v Q

0
v as a func-

tion of the amplitude parameter δc. It is observed that
the range of the amplitude parameter δc for a quantum
tricycle is determined by δc ≥ δc,r. When δc = δc,r, the
sum of the zeroth-order approximation of heat

∑
v Q

0
v

is zero, indicating a reversible tricycle cycle. However,
when δc > δc,r, the sum of the zeroth-order approxima-
tion of heat

∑
v Q

0
v is positive, indicating a finite-time

irreversible tricycle cycle.
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