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Quantum batteries, as highly efficient energy storage devices, have garnered significant research interest. A
key challenge in their development is maximizing the extractable energy (ergotropy) when operating within a
finite-temperature reservoir. To address this, we applied quantum feedback control to the charger and investi-
gated the effects of fermionic and bosonic thermal reservoirs on the performance of quantum batteries, including
stored energy, ergotropy, and charging efficiency, in an open environment. Our findings reveal that, regardless of
the type of thermal reservoir, the system exhibits optimal charging parameters. Notably, in a fermionic thermal
reservoir, increasing the environmental temperature enhances battery performance, enabling stable and efficient
charging. In contrast, within a bosonic thermal reservoir, higher temperatures hinder energy storage and extrac-
tion, significantly reducing charging efficiency. Additionally, we explored the impact of battery size and found
that, under a fermionic reservoir, increasing the battery size appropriately can further improve performance.

I. INTRODUCTION

The growing demand for energy resources and the increas-
ing environmental challenges have sparked a growing inter-
est in the investigation of revolutionary energy storage and
supply devices. The researchers anticipate that by integrating
experimental techniques for precise detection and manipula-
tion at the qubit level, they can realize a new principle of the
energy storage and supply device —quantum battery [1]. Un-
like traditional batteries, which convert chemical energy or
other forms of energy storage into electricity, quantum batter-
ies store energy based on the principles of quantum mechan-
ics, typically in the form of excited states of quantum systems.
At present, quantum batteries have been explored in a vari-
ety of physical systems, including atoms and molecules [2-6],
spin [7-17], transmon [18-20] and micromaser [21-23], etc.
They are expected to be smaller, possess a higher charging
power [24-37], higher charging capacity [38—46], and offer a
greater amount of extractable work [47-55] compared to tra-
ditional batteries.

Open quantum batteries, which are closer to practical appli-
cation scenarios, have greater research value than ideal closed
quantum batteries, but they face several challenges. For exam-
ple, environmental-induced decoherence causes the stored en-
ergy in quantum batteries to dissipate spontaneously, leading
to battery aging and reduced charging efficiency [56]. Addi-
tionally, a finite-temperature environment will cause the bat-
tery to tend towards a passive state, thereby hindering the ex-
traction of energy from the quantum battery [57-59]. In short,
as a cutting-edge technology, the quantum battery has made
progress in theory and experiment [60-66], but to realize its
commercialization and large-scale application, many techni-
cal challenges remain to be overcome, including environmen-
tal decoherence and energy extraction efficiency.

Considering the potential impact of environmental factors
on the charging performance of the battery, researchers have
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designed a variety of charging schemes. These include us-
ing adiabatic [63, 67—70], measurement [71-75], and control
technique [76-80] to develop the corresponding strategies that
ensure open quantum batteries can be charged stably and ef-
ficiently. Several schemes utilizing Floquet engineering [81]
and environment engineering [§2-92] aim to beat the decoher-
ence effects. In addition, some researchers have further paid
attention to the influence of temperature on the quantum bat-
tery performance. For example, Song et al. [93] studied the
extractable work and conversion efficiency of a quantum bat-
tery in the presence of a bosonic or fermionic thermal reser-
voir by using the entropy uncertainty relation. Under the pos-
itive temperature mechanism, the temperature reduces the en-
ergy extraction and conversion efficiency of the battery. A
feature of the aforementioned studies is that they treat the bat-
tery as an ideal non-dissipative model, whereas the dissipation
of the battery itself should be accounted for in practical sce-
narios. Kamin er al. [94] studied the steady-state charging
process of a single-cell quantum battery embedded in the cen-
ter of a star comprising N-qubits, under two different equilib-
rium and non-equilibrium scenarios. The results indicate that
high temperature has a detrimental effect across all parame-
ter ranges, inhibiting the battery’s energy extraction. Quach
et al. [95] used dark states to design quantum batteries with
both superextensive capacity and power density. However, an
increase in temperature is detrimental to energy storage in the
quantum battery and reduces the upper limit of the battery’s
energy extraction. Cruz et al. [96] put forward a feasible real-
ization of a quantum battery based on carboxylate metal com-
plexes. The scheme demonstrates that temperature hinders
the energy extraction of the battery, with the energy extracted
being 75% of its corresponding maximum at room tempera-
ture. Therefore, improving the maximum extractable energy
and charging efficiency of the battery under finite-temperature
reservoirs remains a challenge to be addressed.

In this work, we aimed to design an open quantum battery
charging scheme that ensures stable battery charging while
transforming finite temperatures into a favorable charging fac-
tor. The charging process of the battery is assisted by a


http://arxiv.org/abs/2502.12839v1
mailto:shaoxq644@nenu.edu.cn

l—‘C FB

FIG. 1. The quantum battery model: Both the charger C' and the
quantum battery B are modeled as two-level systems and exposed to
their respective dissipative environments. The corresponding transi-
tion frequencies are wc and wp, respectively. The direct coupling
strength between the charger and the quantum battery is g. The
charger is driven by an external field and is under homodyne feed-
back control.

charger, which operates under homodyne quantum feedback
control. This real-time feedback enables precise control of
the quantum system, allowing more energy to be transferred
into the battery. Based on this approach, we investigated the
impact of bosonic and fermionic reservoirs with finite tem-
peratures on the performance of quantum batteries. Unlike
bosonic thermal reservoirs, fermionic reservoirs are typically
modeled as two-level systems [97-102], with their compo-
nents having discrete energy levels. Some studies are also ex-
ploring the potential advantages of utilizing this type of reser-
voir [93, 94, 103-108].

In our proposal, we consider both the charger and the quan-
tum battery to be modeled as two-level systems, each embed-
ded in its respective environment, the remainder of the paper
is organized as follows. In Sec. II, the charging model of the
quantum battery is introduced, and the related physical quan-
tities characterizing the performance of the quantum battery
are provided, such as energy storage, maximum extractable
energy, and charging efficiency of the battery. In Sec. III,
the charging process of the quantum battery in bosonic and
fermionic reservoirs is discussed. The results show that there
exist optimal charging parameters, and a fermionic reservoir
at a finite temperature is more conducive to enhancing the bat-
tery’s performance. In Sec. IV, the single-particle quantum
battery model is extended to a multi-particle quantum battery,
and the impact of increasing the number of particles in the
quantum battery on its performance is discussed. Finally, we
give a summary of the present protocol in Sec. V.

II. DISSIPATIVE QUANTUM BATTERY MODEL
A. The model and the master equation of the system

We model both the charger and the quantum battery as a
two-level atom with an energy interval of wc and wp between
the excited and ground states, respectively. Meanwhile, the
charger and the quantum battery are injected into their respec-

tive reservoirs, as shown in Fig. 1. Initially, the quantum bat-
tery is in the ground state |g). For convenience, we choose
h = 1 in the whole paper, and we assume that the charger
and the quantum battery share the same transition frequency,
i.e., wc = wp = wp. The total Hamiltonian of the system is
H = Hy + Hj, where

Hy = woaéag + woa§a§ + ZkaaLak + Zkabchbkv

k k
(1
the first two terms represent the free Hamiltonian of the
charger and the quantum battery, and the last two terms rep-
resent the free Hamiltonians of the independent environment,
which are coupled with the charger and the battery, respec-
tively. aj and o; (j = C, B) are the raising and lowering
operators for the corresponding systems. az (ar), bz (br), and
wji (j = C, B) are the creation (annihilation) operators and
the frequency of the kth mode of the corresponding environ-
ments. In the interaction picture, the interacting Hamiltonian
involved in the system is H1 = Hgy + Hgr, where

Hs1 = glolog +oc0}), 2)

Hgp = Zng(Ugakei(WO*wk) +Uaa267i(wo—wk))
k
+ 3 gmr(ofbreleo ) 4 opblemio—wn)3)
k

where g stands for the coupling strength between the charger
and the quantum battery, and g, (j = C, B) is the coupling
strength of the system with the respective kth mode environ-
ment. For simplicity, we assume wcr = wpr = wg. During
the charging process, a resonant drive is applied to the charger,
then it resonates with the battery to exchange energy through
their interaction. In the interaction picture and considering
the rotating-wave approximation, the corresponding driving
Hamiltonian is

Harive = 90%7 “4)

where (Q is the strength of the drive field, which is usually
constant in conventional schemes.

To improve the charging efficiency of the battery, a feed-
back control is applied to the charger. The photons sponta-
neously emitted by the charger are collected and measured
by a homodyne interferometer, thereby obtaining the corre-
sponding photocurrent that is represented by an appropriately
normalized and shifted measurement record [109-111]

dw(t)
VLo’

where (o) stands for the corresponding expected value.
dw(t) represents the Wiener increment, which satisfies
[dw(t)]*> = dt and E[dw(t)] = 0. T'¢ is the spontaneous
emission rate of the charger. 1 is the total measurement effi-
ciency, which incorporates both the fraction of collected pho-
tons 7). and the detector efficiency 74, so that n = 1.ng. The

r(t)dt = (oZ)dt + )



feedback is achieved by applying a driving field that depends
on the measured results. We consider the simplest case of di-
rect feedback, where the drive strength is proportional to the
measurement record, i.e.,

Q(t) = Qo — fr(t —7)dt, (6)

where )y is a constant drive, which is set to zero here. f
stands for the feedback strength, and 7 expresses a small time
delay in the feedback loop. Here, we consider the measure-
ment efficiency to be 7 = 1 and assume that the decay channel
corresponding to photons collected by the detector remains
at effectively zero temperature. Simultaneously, the quantum
battery is considered to be in contact with a thermal reservoir
at a finite temperature. In the Markovian limit of 7 — 0, the
evolution of the system can be determined by the following
master equation [112]

) . ) _ 12
p = —ilHsi, ] +iflot. 0o+ pog] + Z—Dlotlp

+Lcp+ Lpp. (N

The first term of Eq. (7) describes the coherent evolution in-
troduced by the interaction between the charger and the quan-
tum battery. The last two items in the first line describe the
coherent evolution introduced by the feedback operation to
the charger, and the measurement noise fed back to the sys-
tem by the driver. The two terms in the second line describe
the charger’s spontaneous emission and the quantum battery’s
dissipation process, respectively.

The specific forms of Lop and Lpp are as follows:
Lep =Telogpol —1/2(closp+ polog)) and Lpp =
Yhlogpol, — 1/2(cfhopp + pogop)l + Vhlokpop —
1/2(cgofsp + pogof)]. Here, we consider the case that the
dynamics of the quantum battery are controlled by bosonic
or fermionic thermal reservoirs respectively. If the quan-
tum battery is interacting with a bosonic thermal reservoir,
vh = (1 + np) and v}, = [y, where ' is the dissi-
pation rate of the quantum battery and n, = 1/(e*/T — 1)
is the average excitation number of the corresponding thermal
reservoir, in which 7' is the temperature of the thermal reser-
voir. If the quantum battery is interacting with a fermionic
thermal reservoir, 'yg = I'p(l — ny), 'y; = I'pny and
ny = 1/(e/T+41). In the case of the fermionic thermal reser-
voir, it is easy to see that 0 < ny < 1, where 0 < ny < 1/2
(1/2 < ny < I)means T' > 0 (T' < 0). Meanwhile, neg-
ative temperature 7' < 0 can exhibit stationary states with
population inversion [113-121]. Although the temperature of
the fermionic thermal reservoir is positive and negative, it is
worth noting that the bosonic reservoir cannot reach a nega-
tive temperature, so 0 < np < oo. In this work, we limit
the temperature of the fermionic thermal reservoir to the pos-
itive temperature range (7' > 0), comparing the effects of the
fermionic thermal reservoir and bosonic thermal reservoir on
the battery performances.

B. The related performance parameter of the quantum battery

At an arbitrary time ¢, the stored energy of the quantum
battery is defined as

Ep(t) = Tr[Hppp(t)] — Tr[Hppp(0)], ®)

where Hp = woojog, pe(t) = Trelp(t)] and pp(0) =
lg) B {g| are the free Hamiltonian, the reduced density matrix
and the initial state of the quantum battery, respectively. When
the quantum battery is in the excited state |e), it means that it is
fully charged, and the corresponding maximum stored energy
is E5® = wq. To evaluate the useful work of the quantum
battery storage, we use the concept of ergotropy [122, 123]
and its form is as follows

E(t) = Tr[Hppp(t)] — mUinTr[UpB(t)UTHB], ©)

it describes the maximum energy that can be extracted from
the battery. The second term in Eq. (9) indicates the minimum
energy that cannot be extracted from the battery by executing
all unitaries U on the system, and the state corresponding to
the minimum energy is known as the passive state [124, 125].
The Hamiltonian Hp and density matrix pp of the quan-
tum battery can be written orderly using spectral decomposi-
tion as Hg = Zi 5i|5i><5i| (61 < e9--- < epn),and pp =
> oe TklTE) (rk| (1 > 72 --- > 7N), respectively, the form of
the passive state can be expressed as 0 = 3 7j|e;) (€.
Thus the ergotropy can be rewritten as

(t)

Tr[Hppp(t)] — Tr[Hpo]
= Tr[Hpps(t) = Y _rje;. (10)
J
In addition to the stored energy and extractable energy of the
quantum batteries, the charging efficiency when the system
reaches a steady state is another important factor in evaluating

its performance, which is defined as the ratio of the maximum
extractable energy to the stored energy, namely,

_ &(oo)
EB(OO) ’

R (11)

the higher this ratio, the more useful work the battery stores,
and the better the battery’s performance.

III. THE CHARGING PROCESS OF A QUANTUM
BATTERY IN DIFFERENT THERMAL RESERVOIR
ENVIRONMENTS

A. The charging process of quantum battery in a bosonic
thermal reservoir

In this part, we first consider the case that the quantum bat-
tery is in a bosonic thermal reservoir. After setting p = 0 in
Eq. (7), the steady-state solutions of the system are obtained
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FIG. 2. Under the bosonic thermal reservoir, the stored energy of the
quantum battery is a function of the feedback parameter ¢ and the
dissipation rate I'c of the charger. The temperature of the bosonic
thermal reservoir is 7' = 0 [n, = 0] in (a), while in (b) the tempera-
ture of the bosonic thermal reservoiris 7' = 10 [n, = 1/(e*/" —1)].
Solid red circles represent the optimal stored energy of the quantum
battery, with the corresponding optimal charging parameters being
T'c =2gand § = f/T'c = 1. Other parameters are wo = w = 1,
g = 0.2wo and I'p = 0.1g respectively.

(see Appendix A). Combined with Eq. (8), the stored energy
of the battery is finally obtained as follows

WS + 49°Qp[2Qs + T (1 — 20) + Iy
(14 2np)WpS + 4¢2[2Qp + T (1 — 20) + F(Jlgg)]z ’
where we set § = f/T¢, S = 2600 —n) + 1, Qp =
Tod? + npl'pnand W, =T'elp(Te+Tp + 27’LbFB)[4Qb +
(Te + T — 4T¢0 — 2npI' g)n) for simplicity. See the Ap-
pendix A for the corresponding calculation details. Under per-
fect measurement conditions (n = 1), we assume that the
quantum battery is in an ideal closed state, which means that
I'p = 0. At this time, the energy stored in the battery becomes

52
T T 21

EB(OO) =

Ep(c0) 13)
This clearly shows that when 6 = f/T'¢ = 1, the stored
energy of the battery reaches its maximum value, that is
ER**(00) = wg. This means that the influence of sponta-
neous emission on the charger can be offset by adjusting the
feedback intensity f, so that the quantum battery can be fully
charged. However, in reality, the quantum battery cannot be
completely isolated from its surroundings, so it is necessary
to consider placing it in an open system. To discuss the in-
fluence of feedback strength f and the charger dissipation on
the quantum battery energy storage, we conduct correspond-
ing numerical simulations according to Eq. (12) subsequently.
In the absence of special instructions, the remaining parame-
ters are set as follows: w = wp = 1,n =1, ¢ = 0.2wp and
T B = 0.19.

Figs. 2 (a) and (b) plot the stored energy of the quantum bat-
tery as a function of the feedback parameter § and the dissipa-
tion rate ' of the charger when the battery is in a dissipative
bosonic thermal reservoir with temperature 7' = 0 (n, = 0)
and T = 10 [np = 1/(e*/T — 1)], respectively. The results
show that the optimal stored energy of the battery is regulated
by the feedback parameter § and the dissipation rate ' of the
charger, and there is a set of optimal parameters (I'c = 2g,

I'p/g 6

T'p/g J

FIG. 3. The steady-state stored energy of the quantum battery as
a function of §, I'g, and I'c. (a) and (b) set the thermal reservoir
temperature to 7' = 0 and 7" = 10 respectively. The rest of the
parameters are the same as in Fig. 2.

0 = 1), where § = 1 means that the feedback strength f is
equal to the dissipation rate ' of the charger (i.e.,f = ['¢).

To determine whether the optimal charging conditions are
affected by the battery’s dissipation rate I' 5, we explored the
influence of the feedback parameter ¢ and the dissipation rate
of the charger and quantum battery on the stored energy of
the quantum battery under steady-state in Fig. 3. The ther-
mal reservoir temperature corresponding to Figs. 3 (a) and (b)
are T = 0 (np = 0)and T = 10 [y = 1/(e*/T — 1)]
respectively. The results show that when the battery’s dissi-
pation rate is zero (I'p = 0), there is no limit to the size of
the charger’s dissipation rate I'¢, as long as the optimal feed-
back parameter § = f/I'c = 1 is met, the quantum battery
can be fully charged. This is consistent with the results of the
previous analysis. However, when the quantum battery is in a
dissipative environment, it can be seen that, at different dissi-
pation rates, the stored energy of the quantum battery reaches
its optimal value only when 6 = 1 and I'c = 2g. This also
reflects that the non-zero dissipation rate I'g # 0 of the quan-
tum battery does not affect its optimal charging conditions.
In addition, when the thermal reservoir’s temperature and the
battery’s dissipation rate are large, as shown in Fig. 3(b), the
stored energy of the battery does not change significantly with
its dissipation rate.

Under the perfect measurement (7 = 1) and the optimal
charging conditions (I'c = 2¢, § = 1), the stored energy of
the battery becomes

492 + 4ganB + nb(l + 2nb)FQB (14)
(29+F3 +27’Lb1—‘3)2 ’

optimal
By

00) = wp
Based on Eq. (14), we explored the influence of the quantum
battery dissipation I' g on the steady-state optimal energy stor-
age at different temperatures in Fig. 4, where different curves
correspond to different temperatures. It can be seen that when
the dissipation rate I'p of the battery is small, the optimal
steady-state stored energy of the battery decreases with the
increase in temperature. When the dissipation rate I' g of the
battery increases gradually, the optimal stored energy of the
battery increases and approaches a constant value as the tem-
perature rises. It is easy to see from Eq. (14) that when the
temperature and the battery’s dissipation rate approach infin-
ity, the battery’s stored energy E%pt‘mal(oo) ~ 0.5wp.
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FIG. 4. Under optimal charging conditions (I'c = 2g,§ = 1), the
stored energy of quantum battery in steady state changes with the
battery dissipation rate. Different curves correspond to different tem-
peratures. The green solid line, red dotted line, yellow dash-dotted
line, and blue dash line correspond to the bosonic thermal reser-
voir temperature 7" of 0,1,10 and 50 respectively. The expression
of the average thermal photons number dependent on temperature is

ny = 1/(e/T — 1), where T = 0 corresponds to n;, = 0. The rest
of the parameters are the same as in Fig. 2.

FIG. 5. The quantum battery is in the bosonic reservoir environment:
(a)and (b) describe the ergotropy of the quantum battery as a function
of the feedback parameter ¢ and the dissipation rate I' of the charger
under steady state. The environmental temperatures corresponding
to (a) and (b) are 7' = 0 and T" = 10 respectively. Solid red circles
represent the corresponding optimal ergotropy of the battery, with
the optimal charging parameters being I'c = 2g and 6 = 1. The
other parameters are the same as in Fig. 2.

In addition to focusing on the stored energy of the quantum
battery, the ergotropy of the quantum battery is also an impor-
tant performance evaluation indicator. Similar to Fig. 2, we
plot the ergotropy of the quantum battery at the steady state
as a function of the feedback parameter § and the dissipation
rate ['c of the charger when the dissipation rate of the bat-
tery is I'p = 0.1¢g in Fig. 5. The results show that there are
still optimal charging parameters for the ergotropy of the bat-
tery, the optimal charging conditions are the same as the case
of battery energy storage, which are I'c = 2g and § = 1.
Similarly, it can be seen from Fig. 6 that the optimal charging
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FIG. 6. The steady-state ergotropy of the quantum battery as a func-
tion of &, I'p, and I'c. (a) and (b) set the thermal reservoir temper-

ature to 7" = 0 and 7" = 10 respectively. The rest of the parameters
are the same as in Fig. 2.
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FIG. 7. The ergotropy of quantum battery in steady state changes
with the battery dissipation rate I'p, where we set the dissipation
rate of the charger as its optimal value, that is I'c = 2g. The cor-
responding optimal feedback parameter ¢ is shown in the inset. Dif-
ferent curves correspond to different temperatures. The green solid
line, red dotted line, yellow dash-dotted line, and blue dash line cor-
respond to the bosonic thermal reservoir temperature 7" of 0,1,10 and
50 respectively. The rest of the parameters are the same as in Fig. 2.

conditions for the ergotropy of the quantum battery are also
independent of the battery’s dissipation rate I"' 5. In addition,
when the dissipation rate I' g of the quantum battery increases
to a certain value, the ergotropy of the battery is zero regard-
less of the value of ' and 6, which means that energy cannot
be extracted from the battery, and the feedback control fails.
Subsequently, we further show the optimal ergotropy of the
quantum battery changes with its dissipation rate I'p at dif-
ferent temperatures in Fig. 7, where the dissipation rate of the
charger is set to the optimal value I'c = 2g. The correspond-
ing optimal feedback parameters ¢ are shown in the inset. The
results show that when the thermal reservoir temperature is
constant, the energy extracted from the battery gradually de-
creases with the increase of the battery dissipation rate I'p.
At the same time, the dissipation rate I'p of the battery has
a critical value, when I'p exceeds this threshold, the energy
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FIG. 8. Under the optimal charging conditions of the bosonic ther-
mal reservoir environment, the charging efficiency R of the quantum
battery is a function of temperature 7', where I'p = 0.1g.

that can be extracted from the battery is zero, and the critical
value of I' g decreases as the temperature increases. The inset
shows that when I' g does not exceed its critical value, the cor-
responding optimal feedback parameter is still § = 1. At the
same time, it can be observed that the increase in temperature
is not conducive to the extraction of battery energy.

To evaluate the influence of the bosonic thermal reservoir
environment on the battery charging efficiency R, we explored
the impact of the bosonic thermal reservoir temperature on the
quantum battery charging efficiency under the optimal charg-
ing conditions (I'c = 2¢,§ = 1) in Fig. 8, where we choose
I's = 0.1g. The definition of battery charging efficiency is
shown in Eq. (11). The results show that the charging effi-
ciency R of the quantum battery decreases with the increase
of temperature 7', which means that the increase in environ-
ment temperature inhibits the extraction of battery energy.

B. The charging process of quantum battery in fermionic
thermal reservoir

Next, we consider the case that the quantum battery is em-
bedded in a finite-temperature fermionic thermal reservoir. By
solving Eq. (7), we get the stored energy of the quantum bat-
tery is

49°Q¢(Tpn+TcS) + ngW;S

E =
B(OO) 4g2(FB77+FCS)2 + WfS ’

s)

where we set § = f/Tc, S =25(6 —n) +n, Qf =Tcd? +
TLfFBn and Wf = Fch(FC + FB)[FB’I] + Fc(2S — 77)]
For the zero-temperature thermal reservoir, the average ex-
citation number of the thermal reservoir is ny sy = 0. It can be
seen from Eq. (7) that the form of the master equation govern-
ing the dynamics of the control system is the same whether
the battery is in a bosonic or a fermionic thermal reservoir.
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FIG. 9. The quantum battery is in the fermionic reservoir environ-
ment: (a) and (b) describe steady-state stored energy and the er-
gotropy of the quantum battery as a function of the feedback param-
eter § and the dissipation rate I'c of the charger respectively. The
temperature of the fermionic reservoir is 7" = 10, the other parame-
ters are the same as in Fig. 2.

(@) (b) 1
6 6 08
> 4 > 4 0.6

&) @]
) ~ 5 0.4
0.2
g g ?
5 0
00

FIG. 10. The steady-state stored energy and ergotropy of the quan-
tum battery as a function of d, 'z, and I'c as shown in (a) and (b)
respectively. The fermionic reservoir temperature is set to 7' = 10,
and the rest of the parameters are the same as in Fig. 2.

Therefore, we will not specifically consider the case where
the fermionic thermal reservoir temperature is 7' = 0. Figs. 9
(a) and 9 (b) respectively show the changes of the stored en-
ergy and the ergotropy of the battery with feedback parameter
0 and charger dissipation rate I'c in steady state. Here, the
temperature of the thermal reservoir is set to 7" = 10 and the
battery dissipation rate is set to I'p = 0.1g. The results show
that optimal charging parameters exist in both stored energy
and the ergotropy of the quantum battery, and these parame-
ters are the same as those for the battery in a bosonic thermal
reservoir. Fig. 10 again demonstrates that these parameters
are still independent of the quantum battery’s dissipation rate
I'p.

Under the perfect measurement (7 = 1) and the optimal
charging conditions (I'c = 2¢g, § = 1), the stored energy of
the battery becomes

49% +ns(T% + 49TB)
(29 +T'p)?

As can be seen from Eq. (16), when the dissipation rate I'p
of the quantum battery is a certain value, the stored energy of
the quantum battery gradually increases with the increase of
temperature. The corresponding numerical results are shown
in Fig. 11, where different curves represent different thermal
reservoir temperatures. Unlike the case of the quantum bat-
tery in the bosonic thermal reservoir, the temperature is con-

BRI (00) = wy (16)
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FIG. 11. Under optimal charging conditions (I'c = 2g,§ = 1),
the stored energy of quantum battery in steady state changes with the
battery dissipation rate. Different curves correspond to different tem-
peratures. The green solid line, blue dash line, red dotted line, and
yellow dash-dotted line correspond to the Fermion thermal reservoir
temperature 7" of 0, 0.5, 1, and 10 respectively. The expression of
the average thermal photons number dependent on temperature is
ny = 1/(e*/T 4 1), where T = 0 corresponds to ny = 0. The
rest of the parameters are the same as in Fig. 2.
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FIG. 12. The steady-state ergotropy of the quantum battery as a func-
tion of I' g, and different curves correspond to different Fermion ther-
mal reservoir temperatures. Where the dissipation rate of the charger
is set to ['c = 2g, the corresponding optimal feedback parameters
are shown in the inset.

ducive to the storage of battery energy regardless of the large
or small dissipation rate of the battery. Fig. 12 shows that
the ergotropy of the quantum battery changes with its dissi-
pation rate. Where the dissipation rate I'c of the charger is
its optimal value (I'c = 2g), and the corresponding optimal
feedback parameters are as shown in the inset. The results
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FIG. 13. Under the optimal charging conditions of the Fermion ther-
mal reservoir environment, the charging efficiency R of the quantum
battery is a function of temperature 7', where I'p = 0.1g¢.

show that the increase in temperature promotes the extraction
of battery energy. Similar to the case of the bosonic thermal
reservoir, there is a critical value for the dissipation rate I'p
of the battery in terms of energy extraction. However, it is
worth noting that when the battery is in the fermionic ther-
mal reservoir, the increase in temperature expands the criti-
cal value of I'p, which means that the practicability of the
quantum battery is increased. Subsequently, we explore the
influence of the environmental temperature of the fermionic
thermal reservoir on the charging efficiency R of the battery
under the optimal charging conditions through Fig. 13, where
the dissipation rate of the battery is I'p = 0.1g. The results
show that the charging efficiency of the battery increases with
rising temperature. This suggests that temperature can be re-
garded as a resource to enhance the battery’s performance.
Furthermore, an increase in temperature extends the critical
point of the battery dissipation rate and improves its usability.

IV. MULTIPARTICLE QUANTUM BATTERY MODEL

Based on the quantum feedback mechanism, we extend the
single-particle battery model above to the multi-particle quan-
tum battery model. Here, the charger is only composed of one
two-level atom and embedded in a zero-temperature reservoir.
During the charging process, the corresponding feedback con-
trol is applied to the charger. The quantum battery consists
of multiple two-level atoms and is embedded in a common
thermal reservoir. To transfer energy to the quantum battery,
the particles constituting the quantum battery interact with the
charger, with the corresponding coupling strength denoted by
g. At this time, the free Hamiltonian form of the multi-particle
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respectively.

quantum battery is

N
w
Hp =3 ) 0ip =wSh, (17)

i=1

where Sp¥* = 3", 074" /2 are the collective atom operators
of the quantum battery and N is the number of atoms that
make up the quantum battery.

In the Markovian limit of 7 — 0, the evolution of the sys-
tem can be determined by the following master equation

2

p = —i[Hsnp]+if[ff%,05p+p0$]+77F—CD[U%]p+£cp

+Lgp. (18)

At this point, the interaction term Hél between the charger

and the quantum battery, as well as the Lindblad term L,B p
for the quantum battery, are given by the following

N N
o= S ot oot S oo 03
i i#£j

19)

Lpp = V[LppLh = 1/2(LLyp + pLiLy)]
+Y5ILEeLs = 1/2(LLEp + pLp L)), (20)

the first term of Eq. (19) represents the direct interaction be-
tween the charger and the constituent particles of the quan-
tum battery, while the second term accounts for the interac-
tions among the particles comprising the quantum battery. For

simplicity, we assume g; = g and J; = J. In Eq. (20),
Ly = Zfil o, represents the collective lowering operator
of the quantum battery. To facilitate a fair comparison with
the case of a single-particle quantum battery, the energy den-
sity of the multi-particle quantum battery in the steady state is
defined as follows

Ep(o0) _  (SB()) 1

W= =w( ), @D
thus, the steady-state stored energy of the battery is
Eg(c0) = NW. (22)

Next, we investigate the performance of the multi-particle
quantum battery in different thermal reservoir environments.
The feedback parameter is set to § = f/I'c = 1 to facilitate
a more meaningful comparison with the single-particle quan-
tum battery in the subsequent analysis.

A. The charging process of the multi-particle quantum battery
in a bosonic thermal reservoir

First, we investigate the charging process of the multi-
particle quantum battery in a bosonic thermal reservoir,
where, in this case, 'yg = T'p(1 + nyp) and 'yg = I'gny in
Eq. (20). To investigate the effect of the number of constituent
quantum battery particles /N and the inter-particle interactions
J on the battery’s performance, we examine the optimal en-
ergy density of the battery as a function of N in the limits of
no coupling (J = 0), weak (J = 0.1g) and strong (J = g)
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FIG. 15. In the bosonic thermal reservoir, panels (a)-(c) depict the variation of the average ergotropy of the quantum battery in the steady
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toJ =0,.J =0.1g, and J = g, respectively. Panels (d)-(f) represent the optimal dissipation rate I'c of the charger corresponding to Panels
(a)-(c). Different curves represent different temperatures, while the other parameters are identical to those in Fig. 14.

coupling scenarios, as shown in Figs. 14 (a)-(c). In this case,
the quantum battery operates in the desired weak dissipation
regime, i.e., ' = 0.05g, with different curves representing
different temperatures. Additionally, the corresponding op-
timal charger dissipation parameters for Figs. 14 (a)-(c) are
presented in Figs. 14 (d)-(f). The results indicate that, simi-
lar to the case of a single-particle quantum battery, the tem-
perature remains a detrimental factor for charging when N is
fixed. Furthermore, it is observed that in low-temperature en-
vironments, the energy density of the battery increases with
the number of particles when the particles either do not inter-
act or exhibit weak interactions (as shown in Fig. 14 (a) and
Fig. 14 (b)). However, in high-temperature environments, the
energy density decreases as the number of particles increases,
thereby inhibiting the efficient transfer of energy to the bat-
tery. Additionally, when the inter-particle coupling is strong,
both an increase in temperature and a higher number of parti-
cles adversely affect the energy storage capacity of the battery
(as shown in Fig. 14(c)).

Similar to Fig. 14, we discuss the average per atom max-
imum extractable energy (average ergotropy) of the multi-
particle quantum battery in Fig. 15. Figs. 15 (a)-(b) show that
when there is no atom-atom interaction (./ = 0) or the interac-
tion is weak (J = 0.1¢) in the multi-particle quantum battery,
the energy extractable from the battery increases with the in-
crease in the number of particles N. Similarly, when the num-
ber of particles in the multi-particle quantum battery is fixed,
an increase in temperature inhibits energy extraction. In ad-
dition, When the atom-atom interaction in the multi-particle
quantum battery is strong (J = g), the average ergotropy de-
creases with the increase in the number of particles /V at low
temperatures, while high temperatures suppress this behavior.

As seen in Figs. 14 (d)-(f) and Figs. 15 (d)-(f), both in terms
of energy storage and energy extraction, the optimal dissipa-
tion rate of the charger required increases with the number
of particles. On the other hand, under high-temperature con-
ditions, the increase in the number of battery particles has a
significant impact on the charging efficiency IR, while at low
temperatures, the effect of the particle number increase on R
is smaller, as shown in Fig. 16. Overall, when the number
of particles in the battery is fixed, the temperature remains
a detrimental factor for energy storage and extraction in the
multi-particle quantum battery. However, there are two sce-
narios in which an increase in the number of quantum bat-
tery particles can be considered a favorable factor for energy
extraction. One occurs at low temperatures with weak inter-
atomic interactions within the battery, and the other at high
temperatures with strong inter-atomic interactions. The quan-
tum battery is in a strong dissipation regime, which is dis-
cussed in the Appendix. B.

Subsequently, we further investigated the impact of inter-
atomic interactions J on the performance of the multi-particle
quantum battery by analyzing the cases of three-particle and
five-particle quantum batteries. Fig. 17 illustrates the varia-
tion in energy density (solid line) and the average ergotropy
(dash line) of the multi-particle quantum battery as functions
of J under different temperatures and the battery’s dissipa-
tion rates I'g. Specifically, Figs. 17 (a)-(b) correspond to the
case of the 3-particle quantum battery, with dissipation rates
of 'p = 0.05g and ' = 0.5¢, respectively. Figs. 17 (c)-
(d) correspond to the 5-particle quantum battery. The curves
in different colors represent different temperatures, with the
red curve indicating 7' = 0 and the blue curve indicating
T = 10. The results indicate that regardless of whether the
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FIG. 17. The multi-particle quantum battery is in a bosonic thermal
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particle quantum battery, while the dashed line represents the max-
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3-particle quantum batteries with dissipation rates I'p = 0.05g and
I'p = 0.5g, while Panels (c) and (d) correspond to 5-particle quan-
tum batteries with the same dissipation rates. The other parameters
are the same as those in Fig. 14.

quantum battery operates in a weak regime I'p = 0.05g or
a strong dissipation regime I'g = 0.5g, internal interactions
J reduce its performance. Compared to a weak dissipation
regime, a strong dissipation significantly impairs the battery’s
energy storage and extraction capabilities. However, under a
strong dissipation, a high-temperature environment allows for
greater energy storage and extraction.

B. The charging process of the multi-particle quantum battery
in a fermionic thermal reservoir

Next, we investigate the charging process of the multi-
particle quantum battery in a fermionic thermal reservoir,

where, in this case, ﬁg =Tp(1 —ng) and v}, = Tpny in
Eq. (20).

Similar to Figs. 14 and 15, based on the weak dissipation
mechanism of the quantum battery (I'p = 0.05g), we explore
the impact of a finite-temperature fermionic thermal reservoir
on the energy storage and maximum extractable energy (er-
gotropy) of the multi-particle quantum battery in Figs. 18 and
19. Similarly, we also examine the effects of the interactions
J within the multi-particle quantum battery and the number
N of particles constituting the battery on its performance, in-
tending to identify a more effective charging mechanism.

Figs. 18 (a)-(c) show the optimal energy stored per unit
(energy density) of the multi-particle quantum battery under
weak and strong interactions .J, as well as the optimal charger
dissipation parameters corresponding to the optimal energy
storage of the multi-particle quantum battery, as shown in
Figs. 18 (d)-(f). The interactions within the multi-particle
quantum battery corresponding to Figs. 18 (a)-(c) are J = 0,
J = 0.1g, and J = g respectively. It can be observed that
when the atom-atom interaction J inside the multi-particle
quantum battery is weak (J = 0,0.1g), the energy density
of the battery increases gradually with the number of battery
units N, significantly enhancing the performance of the bat-
tery, while the temperature is still a favorable charging factor.
This implies that the quantum battery can be scaled to the re-
quired size based on the specific application. In the case of a
relatively strong .J, it can be observed from Fig. 18 (c) that the
energy density of the multi-particle quantum battery decreases
as the number of particles N increases under low-temperature
conditions. As the temperature increases, the impact of the
number of particles in the quantum battery on energy storage
becomes less significant. In addition, Figs. 18 (d)-(f) reflect
that as the number of quantum battery particles N increases,
the optimal dissipation rate I'¢ of the charger required for the
quantum battery to achieve optimal energy storage increases.
This suggests that dissipation does not always have a detri-
mental effect on battery performance. Meanwhile, Fig. 19 de-
picts the impact of the reservoir temperature, the number of
battery particles IV, and the internal interaction J on the aver-
age ergotropy per particle of the multi-particle quantum bat-
tery in a finite-temperature fermionic thermal reservoir, the
results show that this behavior is similar to that of the bat-
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Fig. 14.

tery’s energy storage. Fig. 20 shows that temperature helps
to improve the charging efficiency R of the quantum battery.
When the internal coupling J is weak, R increases with the
number of particles N. However, when the internal coupling
J is strong, under low-temperature conditions, an increase in
the number of particles IV leads to a decrease in the charging
efficiency R of the quantum battery. The case of the strongly
dissipative quantum battery is presented in Appendix. C.

Subsequently, we continue to examine the impact of atom-
atom interactions within multi-particle quantum batteries on
both the energy density and average ergotropy per parti-
cle, using the 3-particle and 5-particle quantum batteries
as examples in Fig. 21.
zero-temperature reservoir, while the blue curve represents a
fermionic reservoir at a temperature of 7' = 10. In the case of
a fermionic thermal reservoir, whether the quantum battery is

The red curve corresponds to a
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corresponding to 7' = 10 (ny = 1/(e*/T + 1)).

in a weak or strong dissipative regime, the interactions within
the battery do not contribute to improving its performance.
However, higher temperatures can significantly enhance both
the energy storage and extractable energy of the battery, com-
pared to low temperatures.

Based on the above discussion, regardless of whether the
multi-particle quantum battery is placed in a bosonic or
fermionic thermal reservoir, as the interaction strength J be-
tween the particles inside the battery increases, both the en-
ergy density of the battery and the average ergotropy per
particle decrease. This suggests that the internal interac-
tions J within the battery are one of the obstacles to con-
structing the multi-particle quantum battery. Additionally, a
high-temperature fermionic thermal reservoir provides a sta-
ble foundation for building multi-particle quantum batteries.

V. SUMMARY

In this study, we investigate charging models for single-
particle and multi-particle quantum batteries based on homo-
dyne quantum feedback control. In the single-particle model,
both the charger and the battery are modeled as two-level
atomic systems. The corresponding quantum feedback con-
trol is applied to the charger during the charging process,
enabling energy transfer through the coupling between the
charger and the battery. Subsequently, we examine the effects
of bosonic and fermionic thermal reservoir environments on
the performance of the single-particle quantum battery. The
findings reveal the existence of optimal charging parameters
for the system. Compared to a bosonic thermal reservoir, a
fermionic reservoir at finite temperature facilitates more ef-
ficient energy storage and extraction. Furthermore, the bat-
tery’s charging efficiency R improves with increasing tem-
perature. In the multi-particle quantum battery model, the
charger remains a two-level atomic system, while the quan-
tum battery consists of an ensemble of two-level atoms. We
further analyze the charging process when the multi-particle
quantum battery is collectively placed in either a bosonic or
fermionic thermal reservoir. Additionally, we investigate the
effects of the reservoir temperature 7, the interactions J be-
tween particles within the quantum battery, and the number
of particles NV on the performance of the multi-particle quan-
tum battery. The results indicate that when the multi-particle
quantum battery is placed in a bosonic thermal reservoir, se-
lecting a fixed number of particles N reveals that increas-
ing the temperature reduces both the energy density and the
average extractable energy, consistent with the behavior ob-
served in the single-particle quantum battery. Furthermore,
expanding the size of the quantum battery in a bosonic ther-
mal reservoir requires satisfying three conditions: lower envi-
ronmental temperature, weak inter-atomic interactions within
the battery, and a low dissipation rate of the quantum bat-
tery. For the multi-particle quantum battery in the fermionic
thermal reservoir, when the particle number V is fixed, high-
temperature environments still exhibit corresponding advan-
tages in terms of the battery’s energy density and average
ergotropy. Simultaneously, the conditions for constructing a
multi-particle quantum battery are significantly relaxed. Even
under strong internal particle interactions and higher battery



dissipation rates, the multi-particle quantum battery still main-
tains relatively high-performance levels in both energy storage
and energy extraction in high-temperature conditions.
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Appendix A: Steady-state solution of the system when the
quantum battery is in a bosonic and fermionic thermal reservoir

To solve Eq. (7), we expand all the operators appearing in
it using a global basis set for the two qubits, we choose |1) =
lee), |2) = |eg), |3) = |ge), and |4) = |gg). Accordingly, the
density operator p(t) of the system at an arbitrary time ¢ can
be written as p(t) = Zij:l pij (t)]7)(j|, in matrix form,

pllgtg Plzgtg P13Ef; P14Ef%

| op21(t) p2a(t) p23(t) po2alt

PO = on(t) psolt) pust) pa(t) |© A
pai(t) paz(t) pas(t) paa(t)

pij are the corresponding expansion coefficients. When the
quantum battery is in contact with the bosonic thermal reser-
voir, the differential equations are obtained by solving the cor-
responding master equation

p33(t) = =2fp11(t) —iglpas(t) — p32(t)] + Lepii(t) — (1 + np)Lppas(t) + nplppas(t) + f—[Pll(t) —pa3(t)], (Ad)

pasa(t) = =2fpaa(t) + Tepaa(t) + (1 +np)Lep3s(t) — npl ppaalt) + f—[pzz(t) — paa(t)],
pra(t) = pa(t) = 2f pra(t) + igpra(t) — [T + (mp+ 2lpaat) + =—[osa(t) — pro(t)],

p3(t) = p31(t) = igp12(t) — [l%c + (1 +np)TBlp13(t) + npl'pp2a(t) + (f — F—cn)[pgl(t) + p13(t)],

'c+Tp

prat) = i (8) = ~(—
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Then setting p(t) = 0, we obtained the following steady-state solutions
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expansion coefficients are all zero, that is p75 = p53 = p75 =
P31 = P31 = pis = P31 = pis = 0. Combining Egs. (8)-(10),
we obtain the explicit expression for the local energy storage
and the ergotropy of the quantum battery as follows

According to Egs. (A17) and (A18), the energy storage and
the ergotropy of the quantum battery in the steady state can
be determined. The expression for the ergotropy of the bat-
tery is more complex and will not be provided here, while the
expression for energy storage is as follows

npWhS + 492Qb[2Qb +Te(1—26)+ Ty
(1 + 2np)Wp,S + 4¢2[2Qy + T (1 — 26) + T'n)?”
(A19)
When the quantum battery is in contact with a fermionic
thermal reservoir, the differential equations are similarly ob-
tained by solving the corresponding master equation. By set-
Ep(t) = wolp11(t) + p33(t)], (A17)  ting p(t) = 0, the steady-state solution is obtained as follows

EB(OO) =

4g°Q7F + ny0® Wy (1 —np)8°W; +4¢°Q¢[(1 — np)Tpn+Lo(S — 82)]

oo , S s A20
P = I AT+ ToSE L WS P2 42T +T0S)® + W, 5 (A20)
o _ (S = 0*)Wy +4¢°Q[(1 — ny)Tpn + T (S — 62))] A1
P33 = 2 2 ) ( )
4g (1—‘377 + FcS) + WfS

pee = (L= np)(S = )Wy +4g%[(ny — )lpn — Te(S — 0%)] (A22)

44 4g%(Tpn +TcS)2 + W; S ’

4igT2 6T 5 (6 — n)[(2ng — 1)6% + ngn — 2np0m)
N=o = - - A23
P14 = Pa1 4g2(Tpn+TcS)2 + WS ’ (A23)
oo 20gTcTp[(2ny = 1)8 +nyn(1l = 26)] {Tpn + TS} (A24)

P2z = P33 = 4g2(Cgn+T'cS)?2 + WS

We set 6 = f/T'c for simplicity. The other steady-state expansion coefficients are all zero, i.e., p75 = p5] = p§ =
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FIG. 22. The multi-particle quantum battery is placed in a bosonic thermal reservoir, with a strong dissipation rate of I'g = 0.5g. The optimal
energy density of the battery is plotted as a function of the number of quantum battery particles, under different reservoir temperatures and
internal interactions between particles within the battery. The remaining information is provided in Fig. 14.
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oo oo o0
P31 = P24 = P4a2

and Wy = Delp(To + Tp)[Lan + Lo (25 — ).

According to Egs. (A17) and (A18), the energy storage and
the ergotropy of the quantum battery under steady state can

be determined. The expression for the ergotropy of the bat-
tery is more complex and will not be provided here, while the
expression for energy storage is as follows

- 492Qf(f‘377 +TeS)+ngWeS

EB(OO) =

492(FB77+1—‘05)2 + WS
where § = f/T'c, S =262 +n—26n, Qs =Tcd? +nslpn

)

(A25)

Appendix B: A strongly dissipative multi-particle quantum
battery in a bosonic thermal reservoir

In this part, we discuss how the temperature of the thermal

reservoir, the Particle number NV of the battery, and the inter-

actions between the atoms within the multi-particle quantum

battery affect the energy density, average ergotropy per parti-
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here.

cle, and the charging efficiency R of the battery when it op-
erates in a strong dissipation regime within the bosonic ther-
mal reservoir. Fig. 22 shows how the energy density of the
multi-particle quantum battery varies with the particle num-
ber N under different temperatures and inter-atomic interac-
tions within the battery when the battery is in a strong dissi-
pative regime, i.e., 'p = 0.5¢g. Figs. 22 (a)-(c) correspond
toJ =0, J = 0.1g, and J = g respectively, and the dif-
ferent curves represent different thermal reservoir tempera-
tures. Figs. 22 (d)-(f) correspond to the optimal dissipative
rates of the charger required for Figs. 22 (a)-(c), respectively.
Unlike the weak dissipative mechanism shown in Fig. 14,
under the strong dissipative mechanism, the energy density
decreases as the number of particles N increases, regard-
less of whether the battery operates in a low-temperature or
high-temperature thermal reservoir. Therefore, it is not suit-
able to construct multi-particle quantum batteries in a strongly
dissipative bosonic thermal reservoir. However, it is worth
noting that when the number of particles N > 2, a high-

temperature environment can mitigate the reduction in energy
density caused by the increase in particle number. Fig. 23
correspondingly shows the behavior of the average ergotropy
per particle in the multi-particle quantum battery. In contrast
to the energy density behavior shown in Fig. 22, in a high-
temperature environment, an increase in the number of parti-
cles is beneficial for energy extraction. At the same time, as
shown in Fig. 24, the charging efficiency R of the battery in-
creases with the number of particles under high-temperature
conditions, whereas under low-temperature conditions, R de-
creases as N increases.

Appendix C: A strongly dissipative multi-particle quantum
battery in a fermionic thermal reservoir.

When the multi-particle quantum battery operates in a
fermionic thermal reservoir under a strong dissipative regime
(I'p = 0.59). Fig. 25 how the battery’s energy density varies
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with the number of quantum particles N under different tem-
peratures and inter-atomic interactions J. Fig. 25 (a)-(c) cor-
respond to J = 0, J = 0.1g, and J = g respectively, with
different curves representing various thermal reservoir tem-
peratures. Fig. 25 (d)-(f) correspond to the optimal dissipative
rates of the charger required for Fig. 25 (a)-(c), respectively.
The results indicate that when the number of particles in the
multi-particle quantum battery is fixed, temperature continues
to provide an advantage for energy storage, as an increase in
temperature enhances the battery’s energy density. However,
when scaling up the battery size, it becomes evident that under
low-temperature conditions, regardless of whether the internal
interactions within the battery are strong or weak, an increase
in the number of particles negatively affects the energy den-

sity. In contrast, under high-temperature conditions, as the
number of particles increases, the battery maintains a high-
energy-density state, with minimal influence from the internal
interactions J. As shown in Fig. 26, the behavior of the av-
erage ergotropy is similar to that of energy storage. At the
same time, as shown in Fig. 27, the charging efficiency R of
the battery increases with the number of particles under high-
temperature conditions, while under low-temperature condi-
tions, R decreases as [V increases.

Overall, whether the battery has a low or high dissipative
rate, the performance of the quantum battery constructed un-
der a high-temperature fermionic thermal reservoir signifi-
cantly outperforms that of the quantum battery in a bosonic
thermal reservoir.
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