arXiv:1207.6872v4 [quant-ph] 18 Oct 2013

Thermodynamic Work Gain from Entanglement

Ken Funo,^1 Yu Watanabe,^2 and Masahito Ueda^1 1Department of Physics, The University of Tokyo, 7-3-1 Hongo, Bunkyo-ku, Tokyo, 113-0033, Japan 2Yukawa Institute for Theoretical Physics, Kyoto University, Kitashirakawa Oiwake-Cho, Kyoto, 606-8502, Japan (Dated: December 24, 2018)

We show that entanglement can be utilized to extract the thermodynamic work beyond classical correlation via feedback control based on measurement on part of a composite system. The net work gain due to entanglement is determined by the change in the mutual information content between the subsystems that is accessible to the memory.

PACS numbers: 03.67.Bg, 03.67.-a, 05.30.-d, 03.65.Ta

I. INTRODUCTION

Feedback control of thermal fluctuations has been discussed by a number of researchers [1–14] since the seminal work by Maxwell [1] who pointed out that if an observer can access microscopic degrees of freedom, the second law of thermodynamics may break down. Szilard devised a quintessential model of Maxwell’s demon, in which k_BT ln 2 of work can be extracted from a thermodynamic cycle [2]. It has been shown [8, 9] that extractable work W^S_{ext} from a system is determined by the information gain (or the quantum-classical mutual information) I [8, 15, 16] which measures the acquired knowledge of the system via measurement, and that the same quantity sets the lower bound on the total cost W^M_{cost} of measurement and erasure of information:

W^S_{ext} ≤ −ΔF^S + k_BT I, (1) W^M_{cost} ≥ k_BT I, (2)

where ΔF^S is the free-energy difference of the system. It has also been shown that a positive entropy production in measurement compensates for the work gain via feedback control [10]. Quite recently, Maxwell’s demon [13] and Landauer’s principle [14] have been demonstrated experimentally.

There has been considerable experimental interest in quantum feedback control concerning, for example, cooling [17–19] and spin squeezing [20]. A number of results have been obtained that exploit quantum entanglement and cannot be achieved classically [21–32]. Entangled states can also be used to extract energy by controlling quantum fluctuations via feedback control [24]. The difference in the extractable work between local and nonlocal Maxwell’s demons is closely related to quantum discord [27, 28]. In Refs. [31, 32], work gain from entangled states using LOCC protocols is discussed. However, the ability of genuine quantum entanglement to obtain thermodynamic work gain has yet to be fully explored. In this paper, we address the question of whether quantum entanglement can be utilized as a resource for the thermodynamic work gain beyond classical correlation. We show that work can be extracted by feedback control from quantum correlations between the systems as well as from their thermal fluctuations.

To examine the effect of measurement and feedback control, let us consider a qubit system. Let the initial state be the maximally mixed state, i.e., ρ =^1_2 (| ↓ ⟩⟨ ↓ |+ | ↑ ⟩⟨ ↑ |). The von Neumann entropy of the initial state is given by S(ρ) = ln 2, where S(ρ) := −Tr[ρ ln ρ]. Now let us perform a projective measurement using the basis {| ↓ ⟩ , | ↑ ⟩}. Depending on the measurement outcome, we perform a unitary operation U_↓ = 1 and U_↑ = | ↑ ⟩⟨ ↓ | + | ↓ ⟩⟨ ↑ |, which flips the spin if the measurement outcome is ↑. Then, the final state is given by a pure state irrespective of the measurement outcome: ρ^′ = | ↓ ⟩⟨ ↓ | and the entropy of the vanishes, i.e., S(ρ^′) = 0. From the thermodynamic relation; F = E − T S, we observe that the average reduction in entropy via measurement and feedback leads to the free-energy gain, which, in turn, can be extracted from the system as work.

The above protocol can be generalized by considering a general quantum measurement on the system by introducing a memory and performing an indirect measurement, i.e. a unitary transformation on the composite system followed by a projective measurement on the memory [33]. Also, the feedback control is realized by performing a unitary transformation on the system depending on the measurement outcome as exemplified above.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we introduce a protocol to realize the measurement and feedback control on entangled states. In Sec. III, we derive a generalized second law of thermodynamics under the protocol discussed in Sec. II. We give an upper bound for the work that can be extracted from an entangled resource. An essential distinction from the classical case is that the classical mutual information is replaced by the quantum mutual information. Since the latter can, in general, be larger than the former due to entanglement, the upper bound of the extractable work can also be larger than the classical case. A similar result is obtained for the measurement cost. In Sec. IV, we summarize the main results of this paper and discuss future work.

II. SETUP

We consider a composite system AB and a memory M that stores information about the measurement outcome. We consider the following protocol (see Fig. 1).

1. Let the initial Hamiltonian of the total system be H_i = H^A_i ⊗ H^B_i ⊗ H^M . Here, we decompose the Hilbert space of the memory into mutually orthogonal subspaces H^M = ⨁ k H^M_k according to the measurement outcome k [9]. We also decompose the Hamiltonian of the memory as H^M = ⊕_kH^M_k , so that each support of H^M_k belongs to H^M_k . We assume that the initial state of the memory is the standard state belonging to H^M_0 . Let the initial state be ρ^{ABM}_i = ρ^{AB}_i ⊗ ρ^M_0 . The initial correlation between subsystems A and B is characterized by the quantum mutual information:

I(ρ^A_i : ρ^B_i ) := S(ρ^A_i ) + S(ρ^B_i ) − S(ρ^{AB}_i ). (3)

2. A general quantum measurement on the subsystem A is implemented by performing a unitary transformation U^{AM} on AM followed by a projection measurement P^M_k = ∑ b |ψ^M_k (b)⟩⟨ψ^M_k (b)| on M, where {|ψ^M_k (b)⟩} is an orthogonal basis set in H^M_k . The measurement outcome k is registered by the memory during this process. The postmeasurement state depending on the outcome k is given by ρ^{ABM} (k) := 1 p_k P^M_k U^{AM} (ρ^{AB}_i ⊗ ρ^M_0 )U^{†AM} P^M_k

FIG. 1. (color online). Schematic illustration of our setup. We perform a measurement on subsystem A of an initially entangled composite system AB, and obtain an outcome k. We then perform a feedback control on each subsystem via a local unitary operation that depends on k. The thermodynamic cycle is completed with the initialization or erasure of the memory.

= 1 p_k ∑ a,b,c M^A_{k,a,b}ρ^{AB}_i M^{†A}_{k,a,c} ⊗ |ψ^M_k (b)⟩⟨ψ^M_k (c)|, (4) where

p_k = Tr[P^M_k U^{AM} (ρ^{AB}_i ⊗ ρ^M_0 )U^{†AM} P^M_k ] (5)

is the probability of obtaining k. Here M^A_{k,a,b} := √ p^M_0 (a)⟨ψ^M_k (b)|U^{AM} |ψ^M_0 (a)⟩ (6)

is a measurement operator acting on A, where

ρ^M_0 := ∑ a p^M_0 (a)|ψ^M_0 (a)⟩⟨ψ^M_0 (a)|, (7)

and it satisfies the relation ∑ k,a,b M^{A†}_{k,a,b}M^A_{k,a,b} = 1. (8) We note that the reduced density matrix of AB is given by ρ^{AB} (k) = 1 p_k ∑ a,b M^A_{k,a,b}ρ^{AB}_i M^{†A}_{k,a,b}. (9) 3. We detach the memory from A, and perform a feedback control on each subsystem by means of local unitary operators U^A_k and U^B_k that depend on k. The unitary operators are given by U^{A(B)}_k := T exp[−i ∫_{tf} 0 H^{A(B)}_k (t)dt], where T is the time-ordering operator and H^{A(B)}_k (t) is the Hamiltonian of A(B) at time t depending on the measurement outcome k. The density matrix of the composite system after the feedback control is given by ρ^{ABM} f (k) := (U^A_k ⊗ U^B_k )ρ^{ABM} (k)(U^A_k ⊗ U^B_k )^†. (10)

The final Hamiltonian of the system (at time t_f ) depends on k and is given by H^A_f (k) ⊗ H^B_f (k).

4. We erase the information registered in the memory to complete the thermodynamic cycle. We attach a heat bath R to the memory, and perform a unitary operation U^{MR}_{ers} so that the state of the memory goes back to the standard state, i.e., the support of ρ^M_{ers} := Tr_R[ρ^{MR}_{ers} ] is in H^M_0 , where

ρ^{MR}_{ers} = U^{MR}_{ers} (ρ^M_f ⊗ ρ^R)U^{†MR}_{ers} . (11)

Here ρ^R = ρ^R_{can} := e^{−β(HR−F R)} is the initial density operator of the heat bath, and ρ^M_f := ∑ k p_kρ^M_f (k) = ∑ k p_kTr_{AB} [ρ^{ABM}_f (k)] is the final density operator of the memory which is obtained by taking the ensemble average over k. The Hamiltonian and free energy of the heat bath are denoted by H^R and F^R, respectively.

The primary purpose of this paper is to show that the upper bound for the net work gain depends on the amount of correlation that can be utilized via measurement and feedback, as shown in inequality (44). In particular, we can extract work for entangled states beyond classical correlation. For example, the maximum work gain for a 2-qubit system is given by 2k_BT ln 2 for entangled states, whereas it is given by k_BT ln 2 for classically correlated states [34]. This difference arises from the measurement cost as discussed later (see (35)). To derive (44), we show three inequalities concerning the extractable work from feedback control (27), the measurement cost (35), and the information-erasure cost (40).

III. GENERALIZED SECOND LAWS

A. Second law of thermodynamics without feedback control

We derive second-law-like inequalities using entropy production σ which measures the irreversibility of the thermodynamic process. Let us consider a thermodynamic process where the initial density matrix is given by ρ_i and the system undergoes a unitary evolution U := T exp[−i ∫_{tf} t_i H(t)dt], where H(t) is the Hamiltonian

of the system. Then, the entropy production is given by

σ := −Tr[ρ_f ln ρ_r] − S(ρ_i), (12)

where ρ_f := Uρ_iU^† is the final density matrix and ρ_r is a reference state which is the initial state of the backward process (time-reversed protocol) in the context of detailed fluctuation theorems [11]. The entropy production of the system is non-decreasing: σ ≥ 0, which can be evaluated as follows:

σ = −Tr[ρ_f ln ρ_r] − S(ρ_f )

= S(ρ_f ||ρ_r) ≥ 0, (13)

where the last inequality results from the positivity of the relative entropy: S(ρ||ρ^′) := −Tr[ρ ln ρ^′] − S(ρ) ≥ 0 [33]. Although the inequality (13) holds for any choice of reference states, we assume that the reference state is given by the canonical distribution ρ_r = e^{−β(H(tf )−Ff )} since the entropy production can be related to thermodynamic quantities. In fact, if the initial state is given by the canonical distribution, i.e., ρ_i = e^{−β(H(ti)−Fi)}, the entropy production is given by

σ = −β(W_{ext} + ΔF ), (14)

where W_{ext} := Tr[ρ_iH(t_i)]−Tr[ρ_f H(t_f )] is the extractable work, ΔF := F_f − F_i is the free-energy difference, and β is the inverse temperature. Thus the non-negativity of the entropy production leads to the conventional second law:

W_{ext} ≤ −ΔF. (15)

B. Extractable work via feedback control

When information processing is involved, the second law should be generalized by including information contents [8–10]. The relevant information content is the information gain [8, 15, 16], which characterizes the additional knowledge about the system acquired by the measurement:

I(ρ^A_i : X^M ) := S(ρ^A_i ) − ∑ k p_kS(ρ^A(k)). (16)

The information gain is bounded from above by I(ρ^A_i : X^M ) ≤ H(X^M ), where H(X^M ) := − ∑ k p_k ln p_k is the Shannon entropy. Equation (16) may take negative values in general due to the measurement back action. However, it can be shown that the information gain is nonnegative:

0 ≤ I(ρ^A_i : X^M ) ≤ H(X^M ), (17)

if the postmeasurement state (9) is expressed by a single measurement operator M^A_k , i.e., ρ^{AB} (k) = p^{−1}_k M^A_k ρ^{AB}_i M^{†A}_k [8, 16]. In this paper, we consider the situation in which the information gain satisfies the inequality (17) so that we can utilize the measurement result.

We define the following quantity

σ^A_{ext} := − ∑ k p_kTr[ρ^A_f (k) ln ρ^A_r (k)] − S(ρ^A_i ), (18)

where ρ^A_r (k) is the reference state of A depending on k. It is similar to the entropy production defined in Eq. (12), but σ^A_{ext} can take negative values since it contains not only the dissipative part but also the information contents via measurement and feedback:

σ^A_{ext} = ∑ k p_kS(ρ^A_f (k)||ρ^A_r (k)) − S(ρ^A_i ) + ∑ k p_kS(ρ^A_f (k))

≥ −I(ρ^A_i : X^M ), (19)

where the last inequality follows from the positivity of the relative entropy and S(ρ^A_f (k)) = S(ρ^A(k)). The equality in (19) holds when ρ^A_f (k) = ρ^A_r (k). From inequality (19), we observe that σ^A_{ext} + I(ρ^A_i : X^M ) is nonnegative and measures the irreversibility of the thermodynamic process. It also shows that the entropy of A can be decreased up to the information gain I(ρ^A_i : X^M ). Thus σ^A_{ext} measures the amount of entropy that can be decreased from the system via measurement and feedback.

A similar relation holds for the subsystem B:

σ^B_{ext} ≥ −I(ρ^B_i : X^M ), (20)

where

σ^B_{ext} := − ∑ k p_kTr[ρ^B_f (k) ln ρ^B_r (k)] − S(ρ^B_i ) (21)

is the amount of entropy that can be decreased via measurement and feedback on B, ρ^B_r (k) is the reference state of B depending on k, and

I(ρ^B_i : X^M ) := S(ρ^B_i ) − ∑ k p_kS(ρ^B (k)) (22) is the Holevo χ quantity which gives the amount of information about B acquired by the measurement. Apart from the information gain (16), Eq. (22) is nonnegative for any measurement operator M^A_{k,a,b} [33]:

0 ≤ I(ρ^B_i : X^M ) ≤ H(X^M ), (23)

since the effect of measurement back action does not directly affect on B.

Next, we derive the upper bound of the work that can be extracted from subsystems A and B by assuming that their initial states are given by the canonical distributions ρ^A_i = e^{β(F Ai −HAi )} and ρ^B_i = e^{β(F Bi −HBi )}. Such conditions are met by the following entangled state [35]: | |ψ^{AB} ⟩ = Z^{− 1}2 ∑ k e^{−βϵk/2} |k⟩_A ⊗ |k⟩_B , (24) where |k⟩_{A,B} is the k-th energy eigenstate and ϵ_k is the energy eigenvalue of A and B, respectively, and Z^{− 12} is the normalization constant. Such a quantum correlated state can be created experimentally by parametric amplification [36], and it plays a pivotal role in such diverse phenomena as Hawking radiation [37], the dynamical Casimir effect [38, 39], and the Unruh effect [40]. By choosing the reference state to be the canonical distribution ρ^A_r (k) = e^{β(F Af (k)−HAf (k))}, where F^A_f (k) := −β^{−1} ln Tr exp[−βH^A_f (k)], we can relate σ^A_{ext} to work done on the system A

W^A_{ext} := Tr[ρ^A_i H^A_i ] − ∑ k p_kTr[ρ^A_f (k)H^A_f (k)] (25)

and the free-energy difference ΔF^A := ∑ k p_kF^A_f (k)−F^A_i as σ^A_{ext} = −βW^A_{ext} − βΔF^A. (26)

A similar relation holds for subsystem B. Then, (19) and (20) lead to the inequality concerning the extractable work from the quantum correlated state:

W^A_{ext} + W^B_{ext} ≤ −ΔF^A − ΔF^B + k_BT [ I(ρ^A_i : X^M ) + I(ρ^B_i : X^M ) ] .(27)

The work gain beyond the conventional second law is expressed by the mutual information contents between each subsystem and the memory: I(ρ^A : X^M ) and I(ρ^B : X^M ). For initially uncorrelated states, I(ρ^B_i : X^M ) = 0 because the work gain of B arises from the initial correlation between the subsystems. Then, the result of Ref. [8] is reproduced for A:

W^A_{ext} ≤ −ΔF^A + k_BT I(ρ^A_i : X^M ), (28)

and the conventional second law holds for B: W^B_{ext} ≤ −ΔF^B . For a single system, a feedback control that achieves the upper bound of the extractable work is constructed in Ref. [12].

C. Measurement cost

Next, we derive inequalities for the measurement process by following Ref. [9], which gives the lower bound of the measurement cost. We define the following quantity that measures the additional entropy produced via measurement:

σ^M_{mes} = −Tr[ρ^M_f ln ρ^M_r ] − S(ρ^M_0 ), (29)

where ρ^M_r = ∑ k p_kρ^M_r (k) is the reference state of the memory and the support of ρ^M_r (k) belongs to H^M_k . Since the supports of ρ^M_k and ρ^M_r (k) belong to the mutually orthogonal subspace H^M_k , we have

− Tr[ρ^M_f ln ρ^M_r ] = − ∑ k p_kTr[ρ^M_f (k) ln ρ^M_r (k)] + H(X^M ).

(30) Now we derive the lower bound of σ^M_{mes}. First, note that

σ^M_{mes} − I(ρ^{AB}_i : X^M )

= S(ρ^{ABM}_f ) − S(ρ^{ABM}_i ) − ∑ k p_kS(ρ^{ABM}_f (k)) + ∑ k p_kS(ρ^{AB}_f (k)) − ∑ k p_kTr[ρ^M_f (k) ln ρ^M_r (k)],(31)

where ρ^{ABM}_f := ∑ k p_kρ^{ABM}_f (k). The equality in Eq. (31) follows from Eq. (30) and the fact that ρ^{ABM}_f (k)’s are mutually orthogonal. We then have

σ^M_{mes} − I(ρ^{AB}_i : X^M )

= ΔS + ∑ k p_kS(ρ^{ABM}_f (k)||ρ^{AB}_f (k) ⊗ ρ^M_r (k))

≥ 0, (32)

where ΔS := S(ρ^{ABM}_f ) − S(ρ^{ABM}_i ) and the last inequality is satisfied because the relative entropy is positive and the von Neumann entropy of the density matrix that is averaged over many runs of the projective measurement does not decrease in comparison with the entropy of the premeasurement state [33]. The equality in (32) is satisfied if ρ^{ABM}_f (k) = ρ^{AB}_f (k) ⊗ ρ^M_r (k) and ΔS = 0. Inequality (32) gives the fundamental lower bound of entropy that is produced under measurement. The bound is expressed by the information gain between the total system and the memory:

I(ρ^{AB}_i : X^M ) := S(ρ^{AB}_i ) − ∑ k p_kS(ρ^{AB} (k)). (33)

When the initial and reference density operators of the memory obey the canonical distributions ρ^M_0 = ρ^M_{0,can} := e^{β(F M0 −HM0 )} and ρ^M_r (k) = ρ^M_{k,can} := e^{β(F Mk −HMk )}, σ^M_{mes} can be related to work as

σ^M_{mes} = H(X^M ) + βW^M_{mes} − βΔF^M , (34)

where W^M_{mes} := ∑ k p_kTr[ρ^M_k H^M_k ] − Tr[ρ^M_0 H^M_0 ] and ΔF^M := ∑ k p_kF^M_k − F^M_0 . Then, (32) reduces to

W^M_{mes} ≥ k_BT [I(ρ^{AB}_i : X^M ) − H(X^M )] + ΔF^M , (35) which gives the lower bound of the measurement cost. For initially uncorrelated states, I(ρ^{AB}_i : X^M ) reduces to the classical result I(ρ^A_i : X^M ) [9]. The measurement cost depends on the amount of accessible information for the feedback controller, and in the present case, the nonlocal correlation between the subsystems should be considered.

D. Erasure cost

Next, we derive the lower bound of the work cost for initializing the memory. The entropy production is given by σ^M_{ers} = S(ρ^M_{ers}) − S(ρ^M_f ) − βQ_{ers}, (36)

where Q_{ers} := Tr[H^Rρ^R_f ] − Tr[H^Rρ^R_{ers}]. Since the erasure process is unitary for MR, the entropy production is nonnegative:

σ^M_{ers} = S(ρ^M_f ) − S(ρ^M_f ) − Tr[ρ^R_{ers} ln ρ^R_{can}] − S(ρ^R) = −S(ρ^R_{ers}) + S(ρ^M_{ers}) − Tr[ρ^R_{ers} ln ρ^R_{can}] = −Tr[ρ^{MR}_{ers} ln ρ^M_{ers} ⊗ ρ^R_{can}] − S(ρ^{MR}_{ers} ) = S(ρ^{MR}_{ers} ||ρ^M_{ers} ⊗ ρ^R_{can}) ≥ 0. (37)

If ρ^M_f = ∑ k p_kρ^M_{k,can} and ρ^M_{ers} = ρ^M_{0,can}, we have

σ^M_{ers} = −H(X^M ) + βW^M_{ers} + βΔF^M , (38)

where

W^M_{ers} := Tr[ρ^M_{ers}H^M_0 ] − ∑ k p_kTr[ρ^M_{k,can}H^M_k ] − Q_{ers}. (39)

Then, the erasure cost is given by [9]:

W^M_{ers} ≥ k_BT H(X^M ) − ΔF^M . (40)

For ΔF^M = 0, this inequality reduces to Landauer’s principle [4].

E. Net work gain from entangled states

By combining the results derived above, we give the lower bound of the net work gain from initially entangled states. The net entropy that can be decreased from the total system is characterized by σ_{net} = σ^A_{ext} +σ^B_{ext} +σ^M_{mes}, and it satisfies the following inequality:

σ_{net} ≥ −[I(ρ^A_i : ρ^B_i ) − I(ρ^A_i : ρ^B_i |X^M )], (41)

where I(ρ^A_i : ρ^B_i ) is the quantum mutual information given by Eq. (3) and

I(ρ^A_i : ρ^B_i |X^M ) := ∑ k p_k[S(ρ^A(k)) + S(ρ^B (k)) − S(ρ^{AB}(k))] (42) is the quantum mutual information between the subsystems conditioned upon the measurement outcomes k’s. Inequality (41) can be derived by combining (19), (20), and (32), and using the identity:

I(ρ^A_i : X^M ) + I(ρ^B_i : X^M ) − I(ρ^{AB}_i : X^M ) = I(ρ^A_i : ρ^B_i ) − I(ρ^A_i : ρ^B_i |X^M ), (43)

which results from the entropy balance in the protocol (see Fig. 2). We can decrease the entropy of the total system up to the right-hand side of (41) with the help of the measurement and feedback.

We define the net work gain W_{net} = W^A_{ext} + W^B_{ext} − W^M_{mes} − W^M_{ers}, which describes the work gain due solely to the initial correlation. It follows from (27), (35), and (40) that

W_{net} ≤ k_BT [ I(ρ^A_i : ρ^B_i ) − I(ρ^A_i : ρ^B_i |X^M ) ] − ΔF^{AB} . (44) This is the primary result of this paper. The net work gain depends on the amount of the initial correlation between the subsystems that the memory can access. This can be seen if we use the Venn diagram, since the term I(ρ^A_i : ρ^B_i ) − I(ρ^A_i : ρ^B_i |X^M ) expresses the information that is shared by the three states (i.e., states of A, B and M). Since the available correlation for the quantum state is larger than that for the classical state, we can extract work from the entangled state beyond classical correlation. For a two-qubit system, the maximum value of the quantum mutual information I(ρ^A_i : ρ^B_i ) is 2 ln 2 for entangled states whereas it is ln 2 for classically correlated states. If we choose an appropriate scheme for measurement and feedback control which utilize all the correlation between subsystems, i.e., I(ρ^A_i : ρ^B_i |X^M ) = 0, we observe that the upper bound of the net work gain for the entangled states is twice as large as that of the classically correlated states. The result (44) demonstrates that quantum correlation can be utilized as a resource to obtain the thermodynamic work gain. For initially uncorrelated states, inequality (44) reduces to the conventional second law for the total system including the memory: W_{net} ≤ −ΔF . By considering the cost for establishing the correlation, we can show that (44) is consistent with the conventional second law as shown below.

F. Cost for creating entanglement

Let us start with an uncorrelated state ρ^A ⊗ ρ^B of the composite system AB, and perform a unitary transformation U^{AB} to establish correlation: ρ^{AB}_i = U^{AB}ρ^A ⊗ ρ^B U^{†AB} . The amount of entropy that is produced in subsystems A and B during this process is given by

σ^A_{ent} := −Tr[ρ^A_i ln ρ^A_r ] − S(ρ^A), σ^B_{ent} := −Tr[ρ^B_i ln ρ^B_r ] − S(ρ^B ), (45)

where the reference states are given by ρ^A_r and ρ^B_r . By noting that S(ρ^A) + S(ρ^B ) = S(ρ^{AB}_i ), we obtain

σ^A_{ent} + σ^B_{ent} = S(ρ^A_i ||ρ^A_r ) + S(ρ^B_i ||ρ^B_r )

+S(ρ^A_i ) + S(ρ^B_i ) − S(ρ^A) − S(ρ^B ) ≥ I(ρ^A_i : ρ^B_i ). (46)

The inequality (46) states that the lower bound of creating correlation is given by the quantum mutual information between subsystems. The equality in (46) is achieved if and only if ρ^A_r = ρ^A_i and ρ^B_r = ρ^B_i . Combining inequalities (41) and (46), we obtain the lower bound on the total entropy that is produced under a thermodynamic cycle as

σ_{cycle} ≥ I(ρ^A_i : ρ^B_i |X^M ) ≥ 0, (47)

where σ_{cycle} := σ^A_{ent} +σ^B_{ent} +σ_{net}. From (47), we find that the entropy production is always positive, and bounded from below by I(ρ^A_i : ρ^B_i |X^M ). The additional entropy production I(ρ^A_i : ρ^B_i |X^M ) arises since the feedback control is limited to local unitary operations, i.e. U^A_k ⊗ U^B_k . If we are allowed to perform a unitary operation U^{AB}_k on the composite system for the feedback control, we can show that the entropy produced under a thermodynamic cycle restores the conventional second law. First, note that the entropy produced on the composite system is bounded by

σ^{′AB}_{ext} ≥ −I(ρ^{AB}_i : X^M ), (48)

where

σ^{′AB}_{ext} := − ∑ k p_kTr[ρ^{AB} (k) ln ρ^{AB}_r (k)] − S(ρ^A ⊗ ρ^B ),

(49) and ρ^{AB}_r (k) is the reference state which depends on k. We note that this inequality directly follows by applying the result discussed in Ref. [8] to the composite system AB. Combined with the measurement cost (32), we observe that the total entropy produced for a cyclic process restores the conventional second law:

σ^′_{cycle} ≥ 0, (50)

where σ^′_{cycle} := σ^{′AB}_{ext} +σ^M_{mes}. Comparing inequalities (47) and (50), we find that I(ρ^A_i : ρ^B_i |X^M ) measures the difference in the performance between local and nonlocal feedback operations.

To address the question of whether a more general LOCC protocol would leads to a better work gain, let us prepare another memory that measures B depending on A’s measurement outcome k. Suppose that the outcome is l ∈ Y^M , and the post-measurement state is given by ρ^{AB} (k, l) = 1 p_{l|k} M^B_{k,l}ρ^{AB}_f (k)M^{B†}_{k,l} , (51) where M^B_{k,l} is the measurement operator which depends on k and satisfy the relation ∑ l M^{†B}_{k,l} M^B_{k,l} = 1. The measurement on B enables us to obtain further knowledge about A and B:

I(ρ^{A(B)}_f (k) : Y^M ) := S(ρ^{A(B)}_f (k))− ∑ l p_{l|k}S(ρ^{A(B)}(k, l)). (52)

Thus the results in (27)-(44) can be generalized by replacing I(ρ^A_i : X^M ) with

I(ρ^A_i : X^M Y^M ) := S(ρ^A_i ) − ∑ k,l p_{l|k}p_kS(ρ^A(k, l)) = I(ρ^A_f (k) : Y^M ) + I(ρ^A_i : X^M ),(53)

and similar generalization can be made for B and AB. Thus, (44) is generalized to

W_{net} ≤ k_BT [I(ρ^A_i : ρ^B_i ) − ∑ k,l p_{l|k}p_kI(ρ^A(k, l) : ρ^B (k, l))] −ΔF^{AB} , (54)

which results in a better work gain. The generalization to a more complicated LOCC protocol is straightforward.

IV. DISCUSSIONS AND CONCLUSION

In contrast to Refs. [27, 28], we have added here the work gain which results solely from entanglement. We also note that the work gain from entangled states using LOCC protocols was discussed in Refs. [31, 32]. Our result is quantitatively different from theirs because the upper bound of work gain in these references gives the same value for both entangled states and classically correlated states for the same marginal density matrix, whereas our result shows that genuine quantum entanglement can be utilized to achieve further work gain. Further work gain arises from the difference in the measurement cost because the initial entropy of AB is smaller for quantum correlated states than for classical ones. Therefore, the cost required for the memory to compensate for the decrease in the composite system’s entropy via feedback is different. It is an interesting future problem to apply quantum discords [41, 42] to our setup by comparing thermodynamic work gain between global operations and LOCC protocols. It is also an interesting future problem to construct an explicit model which achieves the lower bound of the measurement cost (35) and also the upper bound of the net work gain (44) from entangled states.

In conclusion, we have shown that entanglement can be utilized to extract work beyond classical correlation, and that the maximal work is determined by the difference in the quantum mutual information between the subsystems that expresses the memory’s accessible information about the system. The results of our work serve as the foundations for controlling quantum-correlated thermodynamic systems and set the fundamental upper bound on the amount of work gain that can be obtained from such systems.

This work was supported by Grants-in-Aid for Scientific Research (Kakenhi Nos. 22340114, 22103005, 24840015, 25287098, and 254105), Global COE Program “The Physical Sciences Frontier,” and the Photon Frontier Netowork Program of MEXT of Japan.

[1] J. C. Maxwell, Theory of Heat (Appleton, London, 1871). [2] L. Szilard, Z. Phys. 53, 840 (1929). [3] L. Brillouin, J. Appl. Phys. 22, 334-337 (1951). [4] R. Landauer, IBM J. Res. Dev. 5, 183-191 (1961). [5] C. H. Bennett, Int. J. Theor. Phys. 21, 905 (1982). [6] Maxwell’s Demon 2: Entropy, Classical and Quantum Information, Computing, edited by H. S. Leff and A. F. Rex (Princeton University Press, New Jersey, 2003).

[7] K. Maruyama, F. Morikoshi, and V. Vedral, Phys. Rev.

A 71, 012108 (2005).

[8] T. Sagawa and M. Ueda, Phys. Rev. Lett. 100, 080403 (2008).

[9] T. Sagawa and M. Ueda, Phys. Rev. Lett. 102, 250602 (2009).

[10] T. Sagawa and M. Ueda, Phys. Rev. Lett. 109, 180602 (2012).

[11] T. Sagawa, arXiv:1202.0983 (2012). [12] K. Jacobs, Phys. Rev. A. 80, 012322 (2009). [13] S. Toyabe, T. Sagawa, M. Ueda, E. Muneyuki and M.

Sano, Nature Physics 6, 988 (2010).

[14] A. Bérut, A. Arakelyan, A. Petrosyan, S. Ciliberto, R.

Dillenschneider and E. Lutz, Nature 483, 187 (2012). [15] H. J. Groenewold, Int. J. Theor. Phys. 4, 327 (1971). [16] M. Ozawa, J. Math. Phys. 27, 759 (1986). [17] S.T. Bannerman, G.N. Price, K. Viering, and M.G.

Raizen. New J. Phys. 11, 063044 (2009).

[18] J. Baugh, O. Moussa, C. A. Ryan, A. Nayak and R.

Laflamme, Nature 438, 470 (2005).

[19] P. Bushev, et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 96, 043003 (2006). [20] T. Fernholz, et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 101, 073601 (2008). [21] L. del Rio, J. Aberg, R. Renner, O. Dahlsten and V.

Vedral, Nature 474, 61 (2011). [22] H. Tajima arXiv:1212.0407 (2012).

[23] J. J. Park, K-H. Kim, T. Sagawa, and S. W. Kim arXiv:1302.3011 (2013).

[24] M. Hotta, arXiv:1101.3954 (2011).

[25] R. Dillenschneider and E. Lutz, EPL 88, 50003 (2009). [26] S. Hormoz, arXiv:1203.0585 (2012). [27] W. H. Zurek, Phys. Rev. A. 67 012320 (2003). [28] A. Brodutch and D. R. Terno, Phys. Rev. A. 81, 062103 (2010).

[29] M. H. Partovi, Phys. Rev. E 77, 021110 (2008). [30] D. Jennings and T. Rudolph, Phys. Rev. E 81, 061130 (2010).

[31] M. Horodecki, K. Horodecki, P. Horodecki, R. Horodecki, J. Oppenheim, A. Sen(De), and U. Sen, Phys. Rev. Lett. 90, 100402 (2003).

[32] J. Oppenheim, M. Horodecki, P. Horodecki, and R.

Horodecki, Phys. Rev. Lett. 89, 180402 (2002). [33] M. A. Nielsen and I. L. Chuang, Quantum Computation and Quantum Information (Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, England, 2000).

[34] This bound is asymptotically achieved in the hightemperature limit.

[35] P. D. Nation, J. R. Johansson, M. P. Blencowe, F. Nori, Rev. Mod. Phys. 84, 1-24 (2012).

[36] Clerk, A A, M. H. Devoret, S. M. Girvin, Florian Marquardt, and R. J. Schoelkopf, Rev. Mod. Phys. 82, 1155 (2010).

[37] S. W. Hawking, Commun. Math. Phys. 43, 199 (1975). [38] S. A. Fulling and P. C. W. Davies, Proc. R. Soc. London, Ser. A 348, 393-414 (1976).

[39] Gerald T. Moore, J. Math. Phys. 11, 2679-2691 (1970). [40] W. G. Unruh, Phys. Rev. D 14, 870 (1976). [41] H. Ollivier and W. H. Zurek, Phys. Rev. Lett. 88, 017901 (2001).

[42] L. Henderson and V. Vedral, J. Phys. A 34, 6899-6905 (2001).

FIG. 2. (color online). Entropy transfer in the protocol: (a) A and B are initially entangled, where the negative entropy is described by the quantum mutual information −I(ρ^A_i : ρ^B_i ). We can decrease the entropy of A and B up to I(ρ^A_i : ρ^B_i ) by performing an appropriate unitary transformation on the entire system. (b) Measurement on A and entropy transfer from the system to M. The information gain of subsystem A is given by −I(ρ^A_i : X^M ) and that of subsystem B by −I(ρ^B_i : X^M ), whereas the memory generates a positive entropy I(ρ^{AB}_i : X^M ). (c) Feedback control performed on both A and B produce negative entropies −I(ρ^A_i : X^M ) and −I(ρ^B_i : X^M ), which arise from the initial correlation −I(ρ^A_i : ρ^B_i ) and information gain −I(ρ^{AB}_i : X^M ). Consequently, the total entropy of A and B decreases, and work can be extracted from them. The correlation I(ρ^A_i : ρ^B_i |X^M ) between A and B remains nonvanishing, which, however, cannot be utilized unless A and B are brought together to perform an appropriate unitary transformation on the entire state.