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Abstract

We present a complete framework of stochastic
thermodynamics for a single-mode linear opti-
cal cavity driven on resonance. We first show
that the steady-state intra-cavity field follows
the equilibrium Boltzmann distribution. The
effective temperature is given by the noise vari-
ance, and the equilibration rate is the dissipa-
tion rate. Next we derive expressions for in-
ternal energy, work, heat, and free energy of
light in a cavity, and formulate the first and
second laws of thermodynamics for this system.
We then analyze fluctuations in work and heat,
and show that they obey universal statistical re-
lations known as fluctuation theorems. Finite
time corrections to the fluctuation theorems are
also discussed. Additionally, we show that work
fluctuations obey the Crook’s Fluctuation the-
orem which is a paradigm for understanding
emergent phenomena and estimating free en-
ergy differences. The significance of our results
is two-fold. On one hand, our work positions
optical cavities as a unique platform for funda-
mental studies of stochastic thermodynamics.
On the other hand, our work paves the way for
improving the energy efficiency and informa-
tion processing capabilities of laser-driven op-
tical resonators using a thermodynamics based
prescription.
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1 Introduction

Science usually precedes technology, but ther-
modynamics is an exception. Steam engines
worked before thermodynamic laws were dis-
covered. Actually, thermodynamics emerged
from the desire to increase engine efficiencies.
Eventually, the formulation and experimental
validation of thermodynamic laws yielded more
than better engines. Thermodynamics earned
the timeless authority to determine which pro-
cesses are possible, and to discard those ideas
that do not abide by its principles. To date,
technologies are conceived and optimized based
on thermodynamics. This work is motivated
by the conviction that many nanophotonic de-
vices are now at a stage comparable to that
of early steam engines. These devices can be
made and characterized on astonishingly small
scales thanks to nanotechnology, but a frame-
work to increase their energy efficiency (with
minimum sacrifice in speed and precision) in
the inevitable presence of noise is lacking. The
standard optics framework, based on determin-
istic Maxwell’s equations, cannot solve this is-
sue because it neglects noise. However, a sec-
ond chapter in the history of thermodynamics
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points at a solution.
Over the past 25 years, Stochastic Ther-

modynamics (ST) emerged as a comprehen-
sive framework for describing small energy-
harvesting and information-processing systems
in contact with heat or chemical reservoirs.1–4

Consider, for example, a laser-trapped colloidal
particle as shown in Fig. 1(a). This system
works as a micron-scale heat engine,5,6 with
laser and particle respectively replacing the pis-
ton and working gas. The first law of ther-
modynamics, δU = W − Q relates the sys-
tem’s change in internal energy δU to the work
W done on the system (usually negative for
an engine) and the dissipated heat Q. ST is
concerned with fluctuations in these and other
thermodynamic quantities, which are promi-
nent in small systems. By accounting for these
fluctuations, ST places fundamental limits on
energy and information processing capabilities
of materials. ST advances the types of ideas
needed to address current and emerging chal-
lenges in nanophotonics, many of which are re-
lated to stochastic effects. However, relations
between optical and thermodynamic quantities
need to be established.
Since photons typically do not reach ther-

mal equilibrium (except under special condi-
tions7), thermodynamics is rarely used to de-
scribe states of light and their transformations.
Recently, however, thermodynamics has been
increasingly used to understand how material
properties limit or enable optical functionali-
ties.8–14 In addition, thermodynamic concepts
have enabled the discovery and engineering
of fascinating phenomena in multi-mode op-
tical systems.15–17 Some aspects of stochastic
quantum thermodynamics have been theoret-
ically explored in optical resonators.18 How-
ever, a classical framework of stochastic ther-
modynamics has never been presented for a
single-mode linear optical cavity. Filling this
important knowledge gap is the goal of this
manuscript.
Here we present a complete stochastic ther-

modynamic framework for a coherently and
resonantly driven linear optical cavity. This
manuscript is organized as follows. In Section 2
we introduce the model for our system, and de-
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Figure 1: (a) A laser-trapped particle as widely
studied in stochastic thermodynamics. U is the
internal energy, W the work, and Q the heat
dissipated to the environment. (b) A single-
mode Fabry-Perót cavity, as studied in this
manuscript. Notice how the roles of light and
matter are reversed. In (a) the trapping poten-
tial is light, and the system of interest is made
of matter. In contrast, in (b) the trapping po-
tential is made of matter, while the system of
interest is light.

rive the scalar potentials confining light. In Sec-
tion 3 we show effective equilibrium behavior of
light in a resonantly-driven cavity. The steady-
state intra-cavity field is shown to follow the
equilibrium Boltzmann distribution, and an ex-
pression for the partition function is presented.
In Section 4 we formulate the first and sec-
ond laws of thermodynamics for our system.
In Section 5 we analyze the averaged work and
heat generated when modulating the laser am-
plitude. We elucidate how non-equilibrium be-
havior emerges when the modulation time is
commensurate with the dissipation time. In
Section 6 we analyze work and heat fluctua-
tions, and show that they obey universal sta-
tistical relations known as Fluctuation Theo-
rems (FTs). We furthermore show that light in
the cavity satisfies Crook’s Fluctuation theorem
(CFT), enabling the estimation of free energy
differences based on non-equilibrium work mea-
surements. Finally, in Section 7 we summarize
our results and discuss perspectives they offer.

2 The model

We consider a single-mode coherently-driven
linear optical resonator. We envision a
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laser-driven plano-concave Fabry-Perót cavity
for concreteness, as illustrated in Fig. 1(b).
However, our model equally describes any
coherently-driven resonator provided that two
conditions are fulfilled. First, one mode needs
to be sufficiently well isolated, spectrally and
spatially, from all other modes. Second, the
laser intensity needs to be sufficiently low for
linear response to hold. These conditions can be
fulfilled in open cavities,19 whispering-gallery-
mode,20 photonic crystal,21 or plasmonic22 res-
onators, for example.
In a frame rotating at the laser frequency ω,

the field α in the cavity obeys the following
equation of motion:

iα̇ =

(
−∆− i

Γ

2

)
α + i

√
κLA+Dζ(t). (1)

∆ = ω − ω0 is the detuning between ω and the
cavity resonance frequency ω0. Γ = γa+κL+κR

is the total loss rate, comprising the absorption
rate γa and input-output rates κL,R through the
left and right mirrors. A is the laser amplitude,
which we assume to be real. Dζ(t) is a stochas-
tic force comprising a complex-valued Gaus-
sian process ζ(t) = ζR(t) + iζI(t) with mean
⟨ζR,I(t)⟩ = 0 and correlation ⟨ζR(t)ζI(t′)⟩ =
δRIδ(t − t′). The constant D is the standard
deviation of the stochastic force.
Our model accounts for two sources of noise in

every coherently-driven resonator. One of them
is the noise of the incident laser. The other
is the dissipative interaction of the cavity with
its environment. According to the fluctuation-
dissipation relation, that interaction results in
fluctuations of the intra-cavity field. We can
use a single pair of stochastic terms ζR,I to ef-
fectively account for both noise sources under
the reasonable assumption that they are addi-
tive and Gaussian. Reference 23 presents one
of many examples in the literature of an exper-
imental system described by our model.
To analyze the deterministic force acting on

α, we decompose Equation 1 into real and imag-

inary parts. Setting α = αR + iαI , we get(
α̇R

α̇I

)
=

(
−Γ

2
−∆

∆ −Γ
2

)(
αR

αI

)
+

(√
κLA
0

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

F/Γ

+Dζ⃗.

(2)

Equation 2 is a two-dimensional overdamped
Langevin equation (OLE). The underbraced
term contains the deterministic force F, divided
by Γ to recover the normal form of the OLE.
F is fundamentally different when ∆ ̸= 0 or

∆ = 0. When ∆ ̸= 0, F contains a conservative
and a non-conservative part.24 A conservative
force is one that can be derived from a scalar po-
tential U , i.e., Fc = −∇U . A non-conservative
force is equal to the curl of a vector potential:
Fn = ∇×A. This manuscript focuses entirely
on the case ∆ = 0, wherein the cavity is driven
exactly on resonance and F = Fc. Only in
this case, an equilibrium steady-state can be
expected.24,25

When ∆ = 0, Eq. 2 decouples into a pair of
independent one-dimensional OLEs:

Γα̇R,I = −∂UR,I

∂αR,I

+ ΓDζR,I(t). (3)

The potential energies UR,I are obtained by in-
tegrating the deterministic forces in Eq. 2:

UR =
Γ2

4
α2
R − Γ

√
κLAαR, (4a)

UI =
Γ2

4
α2
I . (4b)

The potentials are harmonic, as expected for
a linear cavity. Their only difference is that
the minimum of UR is shifted from zero by the
incident laser amplitude.

3 Effective equilibrium

In Fig. 2 we present numerical solutions to
Eq. 3, obtained using the xSPDEMatlab tool-
box.26 Figure 2(a) shows sample trajectories
of αR and αI as black and blue curves, re-
spectively. Based on 20000 of such trajecto-
ries, we constructed probability density func-
tions (PDFs) of αR and αI ; these are shown
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as black and blue curves in Fig. 2(b), respec-
tively. For both αR and αI , we consider two
different standard deviations of the noise D. In
the following, we explain how Fig. 2 displays
effective thermodynamic equilibrium behavior.
This behavior is present both at the level of the
individual trajectories and of the PDFs.
Figure 2(a) shows αR rising to a steady state

and fluctuating thereafter. Meanwhile, αI fluc-
tuates around 0 (its steady state value) all the
time. We can calculate the deterministic evo-
lution of αR.I by solving Eq. 3, with D = 0,
analytically:

⟨αR(t)⟩ =
2
√
κLA

Γ

(
1− exp

(
−Γt

2

))
(5a)

⟨αI(t)⟩ = 0. (5b)

The above solutions are plotted as dashed
curves on top of the numerical results in
Fig. 2(a). Notice that Γ−1 is the characteris-
tic time in which αR reaches its steady state.
Since the steady-state distribution is the equi-
librium Boltzmann distribution (shown next),
Γ−1 is also the equilibration time of the fields.
The PDF of a gas in thermal equilibrium,

confined in a scalar potential U , is the well-
known equilibrium Boltzmann distribution
Z−1 exp{−βU}. Z is the partition function,
and β = 1/kBT with kB Boltzmann’s constant
and T the temperature. Following Peters et
al.,24 we can relate the noise variance D2 to the
effective temperature of the light field via the
fluctuation dissipation relation ΓD2 = 2kBT .
Using this relation and the scalar potentials
UR,I in Equation 4, we arrive to the following
expression for the Boltzmann distribution of
the intra-cavity field:

P(αR,I) = Z−1
R,I exp

(
−2UR,I

ΓD2

)
(6)

The partition functions can be obtained by
imposing the normalization condition on Eq. 6,
i.e.,

∫∞
−∞P(αR,I)dαR,I = 1. Doing this for αR

we obtain:

ZR =

√
2πD2

Γ
exp

(
2κLA

2

ΓD2

)
. (7)
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Figure 2: (a) Sample trajectories of the real and
imaginary parts of the field, αR and αI in black
and blue, respectively. Solid curves are numer-
ical simulations of Eq. 3. Dashed curves are
theoretical predictions from Eq. 5. (b) Prob-
ability density functions (PDFs) of αR and αI

in black and blue, respectively. Dark and light
shades correspond to two different noise stan-
dard deviations D. White dashed curves are
theoretical distributions using Eq. 6 and Eq. 7.
Model parameters are ∆ = 0, A =

√
2Γ, Γ = 1,

κL = Γ/2.

Notice that both the equilibrium Boltzmann
distribution and the partition function are writ-
ten in terms of the experimentally accessible
standard deviation of the noise D and dissipa-
tion (cavity linewidth) Γ, instead of β which
cannot be directly measured. In the next sec-
tion we will use the expression for ZR to formu-
late the second law of thermodynamics.
The white dashed lines in Fig. 2(b) were cal-

culated using Eqs. 6 and 7. Their excellent
agreement with the numerically calculated dis-
tributions demonstrates that light confined in a
linear optical resonator displays effective ther-
mal equilibrium behavior: the steady-state dis-
tribution is the equilibrium Boltzmann distri-
bution. The effective temperature is related
to the noise according to the aforementioned
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fluctuation-dissipation relation. For a detailed
discussion about the meaning of the effective
temperature T , we refer to Ref. 24.

4 First and second law of

thermodynamics

In this section we formulate the first and sec-
ond law of thermodynamics for our resonantly-
driven linear optical cavity. Starting from
Eq. 3, we apply the approach of Sekimoto27 to
derive expressions for the internal energy, work,
and heat. For brevity we only consider Eq. 3
with UR. However, our results can be trivially
extended to the case of Eq. 3 with UI by setting
A = 0.
We first multiply both sides of Eq. 3 with an

infinitesimal field change dαR:

Γα̇RdαR = −∂UR

∂αR

dαR + ΓDζRdαR. (8)

Next, we use the expression for the total dif-
ferential of UR = UR(αR, A), which according
to the chain rule is: dUR = ∂UR

∂αR
dαR + ∂UR

∂A
dA.

Using this expression for dUR, and the relation
dαR = α̇Rdt, we obtain from Eq. 8:

Γα̇2
Rdt = −dUR +

∂UR

∂A
dA+ ΓDζRα̇Rdt. (9)

We now substitute dA = Ȧdt and rearrange
terms to get:

dUR = −Γ
√
κLαRȦdt︸ ︷︷ ︸
+dW

+Γ(DζRα̇Rdt− α̇2
Rdt)︸ ︷︷ ︸

−dQ

.

(10)
Using the expression for UR in Eq 4a and in-
tegrating all terms in time (across an arbitrary
trajectory from t = 0 to t = s) we get:

δUR =

[
Γ2

4
αR(t)

2 − Γ
√
κLA(t)αR(t)

]s
0

, (11a)

W = −
∫ s

0

Γ
√
κLαR(t)Ȧ(t)dt, (11b)

Q =

∫ s

0

Γ
(
α̇R(t)

2 −DζR(t)α̇R(t)
)
dt. (11c)

Using the above expressions, we can now for-

mulate the first law of thermodynamics for a
resonantly-driven stochastic linear optical cav-
ity:

δUR = W −Q. (12)

δUR is the net change in internal energy of the
cavity over the trajectory. To recognize this,
consider that UR is proportional α2

R. For ∆ = 0,
as considered throughout this manuscript, α2

R is
the number of intra-cavity photons which is also
the energy stored in the cavity.
W is the work done by the laser field on the

intra-cavity field. To recognize this, notice that
the integrand in Eq. 11b contains the product
of αR and Γ

√
κLȦ, which is the time derivative

of the force due to the laser. Interpreting αR

as a displacement and integrating Eq. 11b re-
sults in a force times displacement, i.e., work.
W > 0 means work is done on the intra-cavity
field. The form of the work in Eq. 11b, in-
troduced by Jarzynski,28 is in general differ-
ent from the “classical work” as known in the
statistical physics literature.29,30 The latter is
defined as the time-integral of a force times a
velocity. In particular, for Ȧ = 0 (constant
laser amplitude) the so-called Jarzynski work
is zero but the classical work is not. The two
works are only equivalent for periodic driving
A(t) = A(t+ τ), with τ the period.
The heatQ in Eq. 11c quantifies the transport

of energy from the cavity to its environment.
It contains two terms. The first term is the
time-integrated dissipated power, given by the
velocity squared as expected for a harmonic os-
cillator. The second term contains the product
of the stochastic force DζR(t) and the velocity
α̇R, integrated over time. This is precisely the
classical work done by the environment on the
intra-cavity field. Thus, the net heat transfer is
given by the difference between the dissipated
energy to the environment and the work done
by the environment on the system.
We now proceed to formulate the second law

of thermodynamics for our system. The second
law states

⟨W ⟩ ≥ δF, (13)

with ⟨W ⟩ the average work and δF the free en-
ergy difference between initial and final states.
The lower bound ⟨W ⟩ = δF is only attained
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by a reversible process. Notice that, unlike the
first law, the second law does not hold at the
level of individual trajectories. Actually, in the
early days of stochastic thermodynamics, indi-
vidual trajectories with W < δF were occasion-
ally called “transient violations of the second
law”.31–33 Those were not really violations of
the second law of course, which applies only on
average.2

W for our resonantly-driven stochastic linear
optical cavity was already defined in Eq. 11b.
Hence, to formulate the second law for our sys-
tem we only need to define the free energy F .
We can easily get this from the relation

βF = − lnZR, (14)

with ZR as defined in Eq. 7. Like the internal
energy, F has units of kBT . It does not depend
explicitly on time or α. It is therefore an in-
tensive quantity that does not fluctuate. In the
next section we show, through numerical sim-
ulations of our cavity system, that the second
law is indeed always respected. However, in a
finite-time trajectory there is a nonzero proba-
bility for W < δF . That probability is quanti-
fied by a fluctuation theorem.
We close this section by noting that all our

definitions (see, particularly, Eqs. 11 and 14)
possess consistent thermodynamic interpreta-
tions, but do not possess true units of energy.
Notice in our fluctuation-dissipation relation
ΓD2 = 2kBT that kBT has units Γ2. The extra
factor of Γ is due to the fact that while Eq. 1
has the form of the OLE, the dissipation Γ of
our optical cavity is in the right hand side of
the equation. In contrast, the standard OLE
reads γẋ = F + ξ(t), with γ the dissipation, F
the deterministic force, and ξ(t) the stochastic
force. Because of this difference, our thermody-
namic description is only effective. The effec-
tive character of our description is also evident
in our interpretation of α as a displacement
(with units of meters) when defining work and
heat. In our single-mode cavity model, how-
ever, α is dimensionless. Despite these differ-
ences which make the interpretation of our re-
sults subtle, our framework is nonetheless com-
plete and self-consistent in the sense that all

fundamental relations between (effective) ther-
modynamic quantities hold.

5 Averaged thermody-

namic quantities under

periodic driving

In this section we discuss averaged thermody-
namic quantities under time-harmonic driving.
Protocols of this kind have been widely studied
in stochastic thermodynamics.4,34–37 They have
the benefit of generality — any protocol can be
decomposed into sine and cosine modes via a
Fourier transform.
Figures 3(a)-(c) show trajectories of αR for

one realization of the noise and three distinct τ .
A and αR are plotted as gray and black curves,
respectively. Figure 3(a) was obtained for τ =
Γ−1, which results in highly non-adiabatic dy-
namics. αR cannot follow the driving laser be-
cause its instantaneous rate of change is too
large compared to the equilibration time Γ−1.
Next, Fig. 3(b) was obtained for τ = 10Γ−1.
Here the trajectory of αR resembles the driv-
ing protocol, but there is a delay which results
in hysteresis. This hysteresis is due to the fact
that αR does not fully equilibrate at any point
in time during the protocol. While the period
exceeds the equilibration time, the amplitude
of the modulation is so large that the system
is constantly driven out of equilibrium. Finally,
Fig. 3(c) was obtained for τ = 100Γ−1. Here the
driving is adiabatic and αR closely follows the
laser. The system constantly remains in a state
of local equilibrium. Overall, Figs. 3(a)-(c) il-
lustrate how non-equilibrium behavior emerges
when the intra-cavity field changes within a
time that is commensurate with, or shorter
than, Γ−1.
In Fig. 3(d) we analyze the average work and

heat (as defined in Eq. 11) produced in one pe-
riod of the modulation in A. Averages are done
over 2000 modulation periods, and we plot the
results as a function of τ . Notice that the av-
erage work and heat are always equal to each
other. This is a consequence of the first law
combined with a net zero change in average in-
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Figure 3: (a)-(c) Gray and black curves are the laser amplitude A and intra-cavity field αR, re-
spectively. The modulation period τ is indicated in each panel. (d) Average work ⟨W1⟩ and heat
⟨Q1⟩ done in one modulation period of duration τ . The black curve is the theoretical prediction in
Eq. 15. Model parameters: D =

√
Γ/2, κL = Γ/2, A = A0(1 + cos(2πt/τ)), A0 =

√
Γ/2.

ternal energy. The average internal energy does
not change because initial and final states in
our periodic protocol are the same. Further,
notice in Fig. 3(d) that ⟨W1⟩ ≥ 0 = δF , as
expected from the second law. Moreover, the
lower bound ⟨W1⟩ = δF = 0 is attained in the
adiabatic limit τ → ∞, wherein the system re-
mains in equilibrium and the dynamics are re-
versible.
On top of the numerical simulations in

Fig. 3(d), we plot the theoretical prediction for
the average work and heat as a black curve.
This was obtained by setting A(t) = A0(1 +
cos(2πt/τ)) and D = 0 in Eqs. 3 and 11, which
results in the expression

⟨Wn⟩ = n
2π2κLA

2
0Γτ

16π2 + Γ2τ 2
= ⟨Qn⟩. (15)

The subscript n is the number of modulation
periods integrated over, which is equal to one
for the results in Fig. 3(d). The theoretical pre-
diction is in excellent agreement with the sim-
ulations.
Figure 3(d) shows that ⟨W1⟩ and ⟨Q1⟩ depend

non-monotonically on τ . Both quantities follow
a Lorentzian function, in agreement with Eq.15.
We identify three regimes depending on τ . In
the adiabatic limit τ ≫ Γ−1, the dynamics are
reversible, the system remains in equilibrium,
and ⟨W1⟩ → 0. In the non-adiabatic regime
τ ∼ Γ−1, the dynamics are irreversible, the sys-
tem in driven far from equilibrium, and ⟨W1⟩
is maximized. In the limit τ ≪ Γ−1, the dy-
namics are still non-equilibrium but ⟨W1⟩ → 0.
The work vanishes because the driving protocol
A(t) is so fast that α cannot respond to A(t).

6 Fluctuation Theorems

6.1 Symmetry functions

While the second law demands ⟨W ⟩ ≥ 0, in-
dividual trajectories can yield W < 0. At the
heart of this possibility is the time-reversibility
of microscopic dynamics. A solution to the
OLE yielding +W has a time-reversed counter-
part yielding −W . However, the probabilities
of observing +W and −W are not equal. The
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ratio of these probabilities is determined by a
fluctuation theorem (FT). Simply put, FTs are
the extension of the second law to stochastic
systems. They transform the inequality in the
second law into an equality for the probability
ratios of realizing positive and negative work,
or positive and negative entropy production in
general.1

FTs can generally be expressed in the form of
a symmetry function,4

S

(
Xn

⟨Xn⟩

)
=

kBT

⟨Xn⟩
ln

(
P (Xn/⟨Xn⟩)
P (−Xn/⟨Xn⟩)

)
.

(16)
Xn can represent workWn or heatQn, and ⟨Xn⟩
its average. P(Xn/⟨Xn⟩) and P(−Xn/⟨Xn⟩)
are the probability of positive and negative
Xn/⟨Xn⟩, respectively. Thus, the symmetry
function quantifies the asymmetry between the
negative and positive regions of the PDF of Xn.
Here, inspired by the works of Ciliberto37 and
Cohen38 for mechanical and electrical oscilla-
tors, we calculate the symmetry functions of the
work Wn and heat Qn for our linear optical cav-
ity driven on-resonance by a time-periodic laser
amplitude.
We focus on a particular class of FTs that

describes non-equilibrium fluctuations around
a steady state, the so-called Steady-State Fluc-
tuating Theorem (SSFT).39–41 In terms of the
symmetry functions, the SSFT predicts that
S(Xn/⟨Xn⟩) = Xn/⟨Xn⟩ in the extensive limit
n → ∞. Essentially, the SSFT states that nega-
tive fluctuations of Xn/⟨Xn⟩ are exponentially
suppressed as Xn/⟨Xn⟩ grows. At finite time
the following linear relationship is assumed:

S

(
Xn

⟨Xn⟩

)
= ΣX

Xn

⟨Xn⟩
. (17)

The slope ΣX measures finite-time deviations
from the SSFT. If ΣX = 1, the SSFT holds
exactly.36

We now elucidate the FT and symmetry
functions through numerically-calculated PDFs
of work and heat. These are presented in
Figs. 4(a) and 4(b), respectively. We obtained
these PDFs from 10000 trajectories of αR, each
comprising 24 cycles of a time-harmonic proto-

col in A(t) with period τ = 100Γ−1. We include
4 different PDFs in Figs. 4(a,b), corresponding
to a different number n of cycles over which the
work or heat are calculated. PDFs are centred
at 1 because both heat and work are divided by
their average values.
Work distributions are Gaussian. Indeed, the

solid curves Fig. 4(a) are Gaussian distribu-
tions perfectly fitting the numerical data. Heat
distributions, in contrast, are approximately
Gaussian for small fluctuations only. To evi-
dence this, in Fig. 4(b) we fitted a Gaussian
distribution to the numerical data for n =
24 in the neighbourhood of Qn/⟨Qn⟩ = 1.
For |Qn/⟨Qn⟩| ≳ 5, all heat PDFs are non-
Gaussian. Instead, they depend linearly on
Qn/⟨Qn⟩ in the log-linear scale, meaning the
distributions have exponential tails.
Notice that both work and heat distribu-

tions become narrower as n, and therefore the
integration time, increases. Accordingly, the
probability of observing large negative fluctua-
tions (the so-called “transient violations of the
second law”) decreases. Further, notice that
large fluctuations are more likely in the heat
than in the work. P(Qn/⟨Qn⟩) is wider than
P(Wn/⟨Wn⟩) for all n. This is due the fact that
heat distributions have exponential tails, which
fall off more slowly than the Gaussian distribu-
tions. The origin of these exponential tails is
evident in Eq. 11. Unlike the work, the heat is
nonlinear in αR. It contains higher order terms
which make its PDF non-Gaussian.
Using Eq. 16, with kBT = ΓD2/2, we can

now calculate the symmetry functions of work
and heat. These are presented in Figs. 4(c) and
4(d), respectively. The slope ΣW of the work
symmetry function is equal to 1 for any number
of cycles integrated over. However, the heat
symmetry function is very different. Firstly, the
symmetry function of heat is only linear in the
region of small Qn/⟨Qn⟩. Therein, the slope
ΣQ of the symmetry function is 0.5. Secondly,
for large fluctuations the symmetry function is
nonlinear and converges to ≈ 2 for very large
fluctuations. This means that large negative
fluctuations in Qn are still relevant compared
to large positive fluctuations.
Overall, Figs. 4(c) and 4(d) show that Wn
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Figure 4: Probability distribution functions of (a) the rescaled work Wn/⟨Wn⟩ and (b) the rescaled
heat Qn/⟨Qn⟩, for varying number of cycles n integrated over. Symbols represent numerical data.
Solid curves are Gaussian fits in (a) and linear interpolation in (b). The dashed black curve in
(b) is a Gaussian distribution fitted to the numerical data for n = 24 in the neighbourhood of
Qn/⟨Qn⟩ = 1. Below their respective PDFs, the symmetry functions of Wn/⟨Wn⟩ and Qn/⟨Qn⟩
(from Eq. 16) are shown in (c) and (d). Model parameters are the same as in Fig. 3, except for
τ = 100Γ−1 and D = 7

√
Γ/2.

follows the standard SSFT exactly, while Qn

does not. Instead, Qn follows an extended form
of the SSFT developed by van Zon and Co-
hen.42 The above statements hold when the
driving conditions are adiabatic. Under non-
adiabatic driving, deviations from the SSFT
(and its extension) arise due to finite time ef-
fects, as shown next.

6.2 Finite time corrections

We now analyze finite time corrections to the
SSFT when the period τ of the driving pro-
tocol becomes comparable to the equilibration

time Γ−1. We consider a fixed number of cy-
cles n = 8. In Fig. 5(a) we compare PDFs of
the rescaled work Wn/⟨Wn⟩ for three distinct
τ , indicated in the legend of Fig. 5(b). The
PDFs are Gaussian for all τ , as expected. They
broaden as τ decreases. Large fluctuations be-
come increasingly relevant in slow protocols.
Figure 5(b) shows the work symmetry func-

tion for three different τ . Notice how the slope
ΣW of the symmetry function decreases as τ de-
creases. In Fig. 5(c) we plot ΣW across a wide
range of τ . ΣW is less than 1 for small τ , but
converges to 1 in the adiabatic limit τ ≫ Γ−1.
The change in ΣW quantifies the finite time cor-
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Figure 5: (a) Probability distribution func-
tion of the rescaled work Wn/⟨Wn⟩ under time-
harmonic driving. The period τ is indicated in
the legend of (b). Symbols are numerical data,
solid curves are Gaussian fits. (b) Work sym-
metry functions using the same colour scheme.
Solid lines are symmetry functions obtained
from the Gaussian fits to the PDFs. (c) The
slope ΣW of the symmetry function as a func-
tion of Γτ . Parameters are the same as in Fig. 4,
with n = 8.

rections to the SSFT for non-adiabatic driving
conditions.
Figure 6 presents a similar analysis to the one

in Fig. 5, but now for heat instead of work.
Figure 6(a) shows the PDFs. They are ap-
proximately Gaussian for small ±Qn, but ex-
ponential at the tails. As τ decreases the PDFs
broaden and the Gaussian region widens. This
significantly changes the symmetry function, as
Fig. 6(b) shows. In particular, the symmetry
function becomes linear over a wider range of
Qn/⟨Qn⟩ for small τ . In Fig. 6(c) we plot the
slope ΣQ of the heat symmetry function. We
observe a non-monotonic dependence on τ . ΣQ

converges to 0.5 in the adiabatic limit, consis-
tent with the results in Fig. 4.

6.3 Crook’s fluctuation theorem

We previously studied FTs for a protocol start-
ing and ending in the same equilibrium steady
state. Now we demonstrate a FT for the work
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Figure 6: Same as in Fig. 5 but for the rescaled
heat Qn/⟨Qn⟩ instead of the work. Parameters
are the same as in Fig. 5.

done during the forward and backward parts of
such a protocol; by forward and backward parts
we mean the half-cycles whereby the laser am-
plitude increases and decreases, respectively. In
particular, we demonstrate Crook’s fluctuation
theorem (CFT)43 for our coherently-driven lin-
ear optical resonator. The CFT is a paradigm
for understanding emergent phenomena.4,44,45

It enables estimating free energy differences by
measuring forward and backward work PDFs.
Crucially, the CFT holds regardless of the speed
of the process, and hence on how far from equi-
librium the system is driven. However, the
CFT assumes that the system starts and ends
in equilibrium.
Consider a driving protocol that takes a sys-

tem from initial to final state and back sym-
metrically. Then, the CFT states that

Pf (W )

Pb (−W )
= eβ(W−δF ). (18)

W is the work. Pf (W ) is the probability of
+W being generated in the forward half-cycle
and Pb (−W ) is the probability of −W being
generated in the backward half-cycle. δF is the
free energy difference between initial and final
states.
Essentially, Eq. 18 quantifies the reversibility

of a transition between two equilibrium steady
states. It does so in terms of the asymmetry
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tersection point of the PDFs, which marks the
free energy difference between the initial and
final states according to Eq. 18. Model param-
eters are same as in Fig. 3 except: τ = 200Γ−1,
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√
Γ, D = 7

√
Γ/2.

of work distributions in the forward and back-
ward directions. The crossing point of the two
distributions, i.e. the value of W for which
Pf (W )=Pb (−W ), is the exactly δF . This pos-
sibility, namely to estimate equilibrium free en-
ergies by performing non-equilibrium measure-
ments, is possibly the main reason for which
the CFT became a pillar of stochastic thermo-
dynamics.
The CFT has been used to measure free en-

ergy differences in single molecules29,44,46,47 and
mechanical systems.30 Here we use it in the con-
text of our coherently-driven linear optical res-
onator. To this end, we performed numerical
simulations of Eq. 3 with a time-harmonic pro-
tocol in the laser amplitude. A increases from 0
to 10

√
Γ in the forward part of the protocol, and

decreases from 10
√
Γ to 0 in the backward part.

The period is τ = 200Γ−1. For each half-cycle
we calculated the work done using Eq. 11b. Fi-
nally, we obtained the distributions Pf (W ) and
Pb (−W ) from an ensemble of 10000 indepen-
dent cycles.

Figure 7 shows the forward and backward
work distribution as red and blue dots, re-
spectively. The two distributions intersect at
W = −2.041 kBT , as indicated by the dashed
line in Fig. 7. According to the CFT, this is
exactly the free energy difference between the
steady states at the start and end of our proto-
col in A. We can verify this result by calculat-
ing free energies of those states using Eq. 14.
Indeed, inserting the parameters reported in
Fig. 7 into Eq. 14, we exactly calculate the
free energy difference between initial and final
states of our protocol to be δF = −2.041 kBT .
We highlight that while the results presented in
this manuscript were obtained for a large driv-
ing period, we verified that the results are in-
dependent of the period. However, if a small
(compared to Γ−1) driving period is used, the
system needs to be allowed to equilibrate by
halting the protocol for some time at the start
and end of each half-cycle.

7 Conclusion and perspec-

tives

In summary, we presented a complete frame-
work of stochastic thermodynamics for a single-
mode linear optical cavity driven on resonance.
We showed that light in such a cavity displays
effective equilibrium behaviour. We formulated
the first and second laws of thermodynamics
for the cavity in terms of optical control pa-
rameters and observables. Next, we analysed
the work and heat generated when the cavity
is driven by a periodically-modulated laser am-
plitude. The averaged work and heat produced
per cycle is maximized when the driving period
is commensurate with the equilibration time of
the system and the dynamics are strongly irre-
versible. Further, we discussed fluctuation the-
orems for work and heat, including their finite
time corrections. Finally, we showed how mea-
surements of forward and backward work can
enable the estimation of free energy differences
between optical states via Crook’s fluctuation
theorem.
Our work opens a new research avenue at

the crossroad between stochastic thermody-
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namics and nanophotonics. To date, nanopho-
tonics has primarily provided tools for probing
stochastic thermodynamics of material systems
in new regimes. A prime example of this is in
the burgeoning field of levitodynamics, where
sophisticated nanophotonic methods are used
to trap particles in new settings,48 or to in-
troduce entirely new types of particles in the
trap.49 Here, in contrast, we completely re-
versed the role of light and matter: the trap
is made of matter, while light is the stochastic
thermodynamic system. This difference opens
intriguing opportunities for new fundamental
physics studies and technological applications.
Fundamentally, optical cavities can facilitate

probing fluctuation theorems for systems tran-
sitioning from one non-equilibrium steady state
(NESS) to another.2,25 That is challenging to
accomplish in material systems, which tend to
relax to equilibrium steady states. In a laser-
driven cavity, in contrast, one simply needs to
shift the laser-cavity detuning away from zero
for the system to settle in a NESS. For non-zero
detuning, the phase space dynamics of light in a
single-mode cavity is formally equivalent to the
two-dimensional non-equilibrium motion of a
Brownian particle in a stirred fluid.23 A second
fundamentally-interesting extension of our re-
sults could be to insert a thermo-optical nonlin-
ear medium in the cavity.50,51 This can enable
probing fluctuation theorems in non-Markovian
regimes, where analytical results are hard to ob-
tain and experiments are particularly valuable.
A third and fundamentally-interesting feature
of optical cavities in the context of stochastic
thermodynamics is the extremely wide dynamic
range that can be easily probed. For exam-
ple, a single-mode cavity with Kerr nonlinear-
ity can take longer than the age of the universe
to relax to its steady state.52,53 Meanwhile, rel-
evant dynamics unfold within the dissipation
time, typically on the order of a picosecond.
Thus, within a single second one can in princi-
ple (pending practical limitations) attain statis-
tics of dynamics spanning 12 orders of magni-
tude in time. No other system can give access
to such a wide dynamic range and with such
ease. That is valuable for studying rare events,
which are the most interesting and challenging

to detect when probing stochastic phenomena.
Finally, we foresee exciting technological op-

portunities in the extension of stochastic ther-
modynamic concepts to optical cavities. For
instance, optimal protocols could be designed
to drive an optical system from one state to
another with minimum dissipation.54 Alterna-
tively, time-information uncertainty relations55

could be used to establish speed limits for tran-
sitions between optical states, and thus for op-
timizing optical devices using such transitions.
Many fascinating opportunities emerge from
the recognition that resonant optical systems
can be described, and eventually optimized, like
light engines.
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