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We demonstrate an asymmetry between the beneficial effects one can obtain using non-local
operations and non-local states to mitigate the detrimental effects of environmental noise in the
work extraction from quantum battery models. Specifically, we show that using non-local recovery
operations after the noise action can in general increase the amount of work one can recover from the
battery even with separable (i.e. non entangled) input states. On the contrary, employing entangled
input states with local recovery operations will not generally improve the battery performances.

Quantum thermodynamics is a rapidly growing field
that seeks to understand the behavior of small quantum
systems at the nanoscale [1]. Of particular interest is the
use of quantum effects to improve the charging processes
of batteries [2—8], which could potentially lead to tech-
nological advancements in a variety of sectors. A crucial
aspect of the problem is to assess the stability of these
models when in contact with environmental noise, as this
represents a more realistic scenario and it may have a
significant impact on the efficiency of the energy recov-
ery/storage. In noiseless regimes, capacities for quantum
battery models have been proposed in [3-10] while, from
a resource theoretical point of view, the thermodynamic
capacity (in the sense of simulability) of quantum chan-
nels has been defined [11]. Concerning energy manip-
ulation in more realistic scenarios where environmental
noise is acting on the system, a few results have been ob-
tained in specialized settings, see e.g. | |, and various
schemes have been proposed to stabilize quantum batter-
ies in the presence of specific type of pertubations [1, 21—

]. In this work we tackle the problem using the work
capacitance functionals introduced in Ref. [30]. These
quantities gauge the efficiency of the work extraction
process from quantum battery models formed by large
collections of identical and independent noisy elements
(quantum cells or g-cells in brief), targeting optimal state
preparation schemes (encoding operations performed be-
fore the action of noise) and optimal recovery transfor-
mations (decoding operations performed after the noise).
Formally they are defined as the asymptotic limit of the
ratio between the work extracted from the system and
the initial energy stored in the quantum battery and,
for a given quantum battery model, their values strongly
depend on the type of constraints one enforces on the
transformations allowed on the system — see Fig. 1. Our
main finding is to provide evidence that, irrespective of
the noise model, the mere use of non-local resources at
the level of the encoding (i.e. employing quantum cor-
related states to store the initial energy of the battery)
does not improve the efficiency of the model. On the con-
trary we show that employing non local transformations

at the recovering stage, will in general increase the work
extraction performance of the battery. The key ingredi-
ent to attain such result is the derivation of a single-letter
formula that allows us to simplify the evaluation of the
local-ergotropy capacitances [30] for arbitrary noise mod-
els.
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FIG. 1. Resource accounting for work extraction in noisy QB
models composed by n g-cells (green elements of the figure)
affected by local noise (grey). From left to right: separable-
input, local ergotropy capacitance Ciocsep (A;¢) (maximum
work extractable per unit cell, when both the state prepara-
tion of the QB and the recovery operations applied after the
noise action, are restricted to local resources); local ergotropy
capacitance Cloc (A;¢) (here locality is enforced only at the re-
covery level); separable-input capacitance Csep (A;¢) (locality
is enforced only at the state preparation level); ergotropy ca-
pacitance Cg (A;¢) (no local restrictions imposed). As shown
in Theorem 1, irrespective of the noise model, Cioc (A;¢) and
Cloc,sep (A; ¢) always coincide.

Preliminaries: We model noisy Quantum Batteries
(QBs) as collections of n identical and independent (non-
interacting) elements (quantum cells or g-cells in brief),
each capable to store energy in the internal degrees of
freedom associated with their local Hamiltonians le, izg,

-, hy, all of which are locally identical to a single
g-cell Hamiltonian iL, and perturbed by the same lo-
cal noise source which we describe in terms of a linear,
completely positive and trace preserving (LCTP) super-
operator A [31-33]. The work extraction efficiency in
these systems can be measured using as figure of merit
the work-capacitances introduced in [30]. A first exam-
ple is provided by the ergotropic capacitance Cg (A;e).



Ergotropy is a well established measure of the maximum
work one can extract from a quantum state p by means
of unitary operations that preserve the total energy of
the system [9, 34, 35]. For a d-dimensional system char-
acterized by a Hamiltonian H, it can be expressed as

E(pi H) = max {e(p: ) — €0 )}, (1)
UcU(d)

where €(p; H) = Tr[ﬁﬁ
quantum state p and U(d) is the d-dimensional repre-
sentation of the unitary group. In view of this definition
a reasonable way to gauge the maximum work one can
retrieve form the QB after the action of the noise A is
obtained by considering

max  EA®"(pM); H™) | (2)
ﬁ(n)eGgL)

} is the average energy of a

g (;E) =

where H™ := hy+---+h, represents the battery Hamil-
tonian, and where the maximization is performed on the
set G(EP), which is the set of all the n g-cells states p(™
with average energy €(p(™)) < E. The ergotropic capac-
itance C¢ (A;e) is now defined as a proper regularization
of £M(A; E) for n — oo, under the assumption that (on
average) each of the n g-cells stores no more than a frac-
tion e € [0, ||2||s0] of the total input energy [30], i.e.

n . J—
Ce (Ase) = lim EWAE = ne) , (3)
n—o0o n

where without loss of generality we set to zero the ground
state energy of the local Hamiltonians h. In absence of
noise (i. e. A is the identity channel) C¢ (A;¢) is equal to
¢, signalling that, by properly preparing the input state of
the g-cells, we can retrieve all the energy we have initially
stored into the battery. Dissipation and decoherence will
tend instead to produce smaller values of Cg (A, ¢), indi-
cating that the performance of the model gets degraded
irrespective of the choice we make at the level of state
preparation of the QB. Setting restrictions on the allowed
operations one can perform on the battery will also re-
duce the value of C¢ (A,¢). For instance, assuming the
maximization in Eq. (2) to run only on separable input
states of the q-cells will lead us to replace £™ (A; ne) with
Eégp)(A;ne)(S EM(A;ne)), which regularized as in (3)
gives the separable-input capacitance Csep (A, ¢) of the
model. This, in turn, expresses the asymptotic work we
can extract per g-cell in the absence of initial entangle-
ment between these elements [30]. Similarly, by restrict-
ing the optimization in Eq. (1) to include only unitary
operations acting locally on the g-cells (i.e. replacing
E(p; H) with the local ergotropy [36]), will lead us to

identify glm (A;ne) with its regularized limit Cloc (A;e).

loc
Finally, assuming the optimizations to be restricted to

separable states and to local unitary operations, one can
define £ (A;ne) and Cloesep (A;€), See [37] for the

loc,sep

formal definitions. Simple resource counting arguments
can be used to show that a natural partial ordering ex-
ists among these functionals [30] which identifies Cg (A;¢)
and Clocsep (A;¢) as the largest and smallest terms re-
spectively, leaving to Csep (Aje) and Cio (A;¢) the role
of intermediate quantities, i.e.

CS (A, 2) Z C(sep (A, 2) 7Cloc (A7 e) 2 Cloc,sep (A7 e) - (4)

As we shall see, one of the main results of the present
work is to refine (4) showing that, for all noise models,
no gap exists between Cigcsep (Aje) and Cioc (A;e), and
that provably Cgep (A;e) > Cloc (Ase).

Closed formulas and bounds:— We now show that, re-
gardless of the LCPT map A, the separable-input, lo-
cal ergotropy capacitance Cloc sep (A;¢) and the local er-
gotropy capacitance Cioc (A, ¢) coincide and admit a sim-
ple single-letter expression in terms of the single-shot
(n = 1) maximal output ergotropy functional (2), i.e.

Theorem 1. For any LCPT map A, and for any ¢ €
[0, ||h]|oo] we can write

Cloc (A7 2) = Cloc ,sep (A 2) = (Aa 2) ) (5)

X(Aje) = sup Zp M (A (6)
{pj,e;}

where the supremum is taken over all the distributions
{pj,e;} of input g-cell energy ¢; € [0, ||h||sc] that fulfil
the constraint

ijej S ¢ . (7)

Proof. In view of (4), to derive Eq. (5) it is sufficient to
show that x(A;e) is i) a lower bound for Cioc sep (A; ),
and %) an upper bound for Cioc (A;e).

A proof of the inequality i) follows by observing that
given ¢ € [0, ||2||so] and n integer, we have that the maxi-

mum output local ergotropy of the model glm (;E =

loc,sep
ne) is certainly smaller than the output local ergotropy

computed on the (factorized) state of the form pgac)t =

P1 ® P2 ® -+ ® pp, where for i = 1,--- n, p; is
a densityAmatrix of the i-th g-cell with input energy
¢ € [0,]|hl|s] fulfilling the constraint Y. ;¢ /n < e.
That is £ (A E = ne) > Eoe(A(p0); HM) =

loc ssep.
S E(A(pi); h), where in the second passage we used
the fact that the local ergotropy for non-interacting sys-
tems is additive [30, 36]. In particular, selecting the p; so
that they maximize the single-shot maximal output er-
gotropy &M (A;¢;), we can translate the above inequality
into

gl

loc scp(

A E = ne) "L EM(AE)
>
- Yo (8)

i=1

In the n — oo limit the lL.h.s. converges toward
Cloc,sep (A, ¢). On the contrary, given an arbitrary distri-
bution {p;, ¢;} that fulfils the constraint (7), we can force



the r.h.s. EM(Ase)). Ac-
cordingly we can write Cloc sep (A3€) > >, p; EM(Ase)),
which upon optimization over all choices of {p;, ¢;} shows
that indeed the r.h.s. of Eq. (5) is a lower bound for
C1loc,sep (A, 8).

We now prove property ). For this purpose consider

the optimal state ka ")

of (8) to converge to >, p;

which allows us to saturate the
maximization of 81(072 (A; E = ne) for fixed n and e. Using
the additivity of the local ergotropy we can write

g

loc

_ Eo (A®n(A(”)) (n)) (©)

_"Sﬁh” AeZ
- LG <5 B

(A; E = ne)

i=1 i=1

where for i € {1,---

of pAin) associated with the i-th g-cell and where ¢; indi-
cates its mean energy, which by construction must fulfil
the condition Y. ¢;/n < e. Observe next that since
{p; = 1/n,e;} is a special instance of energy distribution
satisfying (7), the last term of (9) is certainly smaller
than or equal to x(A;e). Taking the n — oo limit we
finally arrive to the thesis. O

,n}, p; is the reduced density matrix

Remark 1. For noise models where the single-shot (n =
1) mazimal output ergotropy €M (A;e) is a concave func-
tion of the energy parameter ¢ the optimization in Eq. (5)
can be explicitly performed leading to a more compact ex-
pression:

CVloc (A, 2) = C’loc,sep (Aa B) = 5(1)(A5 2) . (10)

Since Clocsep (A;e) is certainly not larger than
Csep (A;e), the result of Theorem 1 allows us to introduce
a definite ordering among Csep (A;¢) and Cioc (A;e), ie.

(11)

Physically this implies that, at variance with what hap-
pens in other quantum information settings like those of
quantum communication [38], in the case of work extrac-
tion tasks the use of non local resources at the decoding
stage is, in principle, always preferable than their use at
the encoding stage. In order to strengthen this statement
we next derive a non-trivial lower bound for Csep (A;e)
which for QB models made of g-cells of dimension larger
than 2 is typically larger than x(A,e):

CVsep (Aa Q) Z Cloc (A7 e) .

Corollary 1. For any LCPT map A, and for any ¢ €
[0, ||h]]oo] we can write

Csep (A; 2) Z Xtot(A; 2) = Sup Zp] gt(;t) A 2]) (12)

{pj,e;}

where Et(;t) (A;e) is the single-shot, energy constrained,
mazimum total ergotropy [J] that one can get at the out-
put of the channel A, where as in the case of (5) the

supremum is taken over all the distributions {p;,¢;} of
input g-cell energies ¢; € [0,]|h||] satisfying the con-
straint (7).

Ultimately the inequality (12) is a consequence of the
property shown in Ref. [30] that Csep (A;e) coincides
with Csep tot (A;¢) (the latter being obtained by replac-
ing the ergotropy appearing in ss(g}? (A; E) with the total
ergotropy): for the sake of completeness however we pro-
vide an independet proof of the corollary in [37].

Under special circumstances we can show that the
r.h.s. of Eq. (12) provides the exact value of Csep (A;¢):

Corollary 2. Suppose that A is a LCPT map such that,
for all ¢ € [0,]|h]|oo] and n integer, it admits a single-
site state 6., possibly dependent on n, with mean energy
€(6;h) < e, such that

EAD (W) HM) < E((ME)) 2™ H™), (13)

for all factorzzed pure states |\I/fact> with mean energy

(|\I/ ) H™) < ne. Then the inequality (12) is satu-
rated, i.e.

Csep (Aje) = xpot (A, €) . (14)

Proof. Let be {P,,|¥!") (k))} an ensemble of factor-

fact
ized states allowing us to express a given separa-
An)
Psep =

has mean

ble density matrix ﬁggg) of the QB, i.e.
Sk PRl Wi, ()X WL, (). Notice that if ol
energy @(pger)) H™) < ne, then we must have Zk Prep, <
e, with ne; being the mean energy of \\I'fact(k», ie.

(|\I/fact( >,H(”)) = neg. Thanks to the convexity of
the ergotropy functional, it follows

(n)) S 7ZP€A®n(|\ijact( )>)’ﬁ(n)

7ZP]€€ Jek
& @n'. fr(n’)
< ZP sup E((AGe, ) D)

n’
Z Pk gtot

ZPM&B Aer) < Xtor(Ase)
k

sep)

nE(A®"(

IN

H (n))

Uek ﬁ)

IN

where in the second inequality we used (13), while in
the last three passages we invoked the definitions of to-
tal ergotropy and of maximum energy-constrained, out-
put total ergotropy. Observing that {Px,er} is a spe-
cial instance of the ensembles entering the supremum
of rhss.  of Eq. (14), we can hence conclude that
%5(/\@"(/3&23);[?(")) < Xtot(Aje), that holds true for
all separable inputs that have mean energy smaller than

)



or equal to ne. The thesis finally follows by taking the
supremum with respect all péZJQ, and taking the n — oo

limit. O

Ezxamples:— Since the total-ergotropy functional and
the ergotropy always coincide for systems of dimension 2
(see [37]), in view of Theorem 1 and of Corollary 1 the
best option to identify QBs that exhibit a finite gap AC
between Ceep, (A;¢) and Cloc (Ase) is to focus on models
with g-cell elements having dimension d > 3. A first
example of this kind can be found in [30] which solved
the values of Cgep (Aje) and Cloc (A;e) for depolarizing
maps of arbitrary dimension. In what follows we present
a couple of extra cases. In panel a) of Fig. 2 for instance
we plot the gap we obtained solving numerically the op-
timizations in Eqs. (5) and (12) for a three-level system
subject to the action of a multilevel amplitude damp-
ing channels [39, 40]. Another example is obtained by
focusing on QB models formed by collection of indepen-
dent (infinite dimensional) harmonic oscillators affected
by noise models described by Phase-Insensitive Bosonic
Gaussian Channels (PI-BGCs) [38, 41]. Thanks to the
results of [12] we know that in these systems the max-
imal output ergotropy and maximal total-ergotropy are
obtained using coherent states as input configurations for
the g-cells. In case A corresponds to a single-mode PI-
BGC ®; this implies that Cg(®1;¢) = Cyep(P1;¢) for all
input energies ¢, leading to no gap between Cgep, (P1;e)
and Cloc (®1;¢). In particular we have Cg(Ly n;¢) = Ae,
Ce(Ay nie) = pe, and Ce(Ny;e) = e, where £ y is the
thermal attenuator, A, y is the thermal amplifier and
Ny is the additive noise channel [338, 11]. The situation
becomes more interesting if A represents a multi-mode
PI-BGC. As a matter of fact we can observe here cases
where Cyep and Cloc exhibit a gap. An instance of this
fact is presented in panel b) of Fig. 2 where we consider
a 2 modes PI-BGC @3 = L) y ® Lo, which acts as a
thermal attenuator on one of the modes, and outputs
the vacuum state on the other mode. For this channel
the optimal output ergotropy £ (®9;¢) and the opti-
mal output total ergotropy Et(;t) (Po;e) are both affine,
but different functions of the input energy e, implying
Cloc (Pase) = EW (D3¢) and Cyep (Pa¢) = EL) (Bre). As
shown in [37] the resulting gap AC' is a constant w.r.t.
to the input energy and only depends on the noise pa-
rameters of the model (i.e. the constants A and N) via
an implicit functional of A\ and N.

Discussion:— We have observed an asymmetry in
the role of non-local resources in the investigation of
work extraction from noisy QB models. Specifically, our
findings indicate that when energy is recovered through
local operations, the use of entangled input states of the
g-cells does not enhance the QB’s resistance to noise.
Conversely, through the examination of a few examples,
we demonstrate that incorporating non-locality in the
extraction operations can be advantageous. This implies
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FIG. 2. Capacitances gap AC := Cisep(A; ¢)—Cloc(A; ¢). Panel
a) plot of the lower bound on AC' derived from (5) and (12) for
the MAD channel @, ;.45 [39] and of the ReMAD channel
T, 92,95 [40], both acting on a qutrit system of Hamiltonian
h = eo (|1X1] +2|2)2|) Here the energy is rescaled by the
factor ¢ and the noise parameters have been fixed equal to
v1 = 0.3, 2 = 0.2 and 3 = 0.6. Panel b) plot of AC for the
two-mode Gaussian attenuator @2 = L v ®Lo,0 as a function
of the effective temperature Bx,n, see Eq. (44) in [37]; in this
case AC' is independent on the average input energy ¢. In the
plot the value of AC has been rescaled by hw, with w being
the modes frequency.

that non-locality provides a distinct benefit in energy
retrieval, but may not be beneficial if employed in state
preparation. Moving forward, we plan to extend these
results to models where the QB Hamiltonian exhibits
interactions among the individual g-cells.
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SUPPLEMENTAL MATERIAL

Ergotropy and total ergotropy

We recall that the ergotropy (1) of quantum state p can
be expressed as the difference between its mean energy
and the mean energy of its passive counterpart ppass, i.e.

E(p ) = €(pr H) — €(ppass: 1) (15)
with ppass Obtained by mapping the eigenvectors {|As)}e
of p into the eingenvectors {|E)}¢ of the system Hamil-
tonian H, matching the corresponding eingenvalues in
reverse order, i.e.

p=ims Al ANl a
. J = ﬁpass = Z >\€|E€><E€| 5
H=37_, E/|E)E =1

(16)

where for all / = 1,--- d — 1, we set A\y > A¢1 and
E,<Ep. A

The total-ergotropy Eiot(p; H) is a regularized version
of Eq. (1) that emerges when considering scenarios where
one has at disposal an arbitrary large number of identical
copies of the input state p. Formally it is defined as

E(p=N; HM)

gtot(ﬁ; E[) = lim N s

N—o0

(17)

where for fixed N integer, HW®W) is the total Hamilto-
nian of the N copies of the system obtained by assigning
to each of them the same H (no interactions being in-
cluded). One can verify [2, 9] that the limit in Eq. (17)

. . £V, AN
exists and corresponds to the maximum of =F—F~——
with respect to all possible IV, implying in particular that
Eiot(P; H) is at least as large as E(p; H), i.e.

- £ )
Erot (P3 H) = sup EGTT HTT)

>5A;.FAI.
s N > E(p; H)

(18)
The case where the system has dimension 2 represents
an exception to this rule since under this condition one
has

Eot(pH) = lim = — L —¢ (19)
for all inputs and for all N. Notably Ewt(p; H) can be

expressed as the energy gap between the state p and its
completely passive counterpart pcpass, i.e.

Evot(p; H) = €(p; H) = €(pepassi H) . (20)
with pe.pass being the thermal Gibbs state
7, = P H17(8,), Z(B.) = Tr[e PH], (21)

with effective inverse temperature (3, selected to ensure
that pcpass has the same von Neumann entropy of p, i.e.
Hpe-pass) = S(5) i= —TalpIn ] . (22)

Clearly both ppass and pe_pass are complicated functions
of p: notice however that they only depend upon the
spectrum of such operator, meaning that input states

differing by a unitary rotation will have the same passive
and completely passive counterparts.

Explicit definitions of the quantum work
capacitances

Here we review the definitions of the ergotropic capci-
tances that can be found in [30]. We start by the defini-
tion of the local ergotropic capacitance Cloc(A;¢) for any
quantum channel A and any ¢ € [0,]|h]|o]. At first we
define the n-uses maximal output local ergotropy:

51(:3 (A;E) := max | E(A®"(pM); H™M) —

pmesy
min €@ @ UM ()] . 0 U AT)
U1>~~7U7LEU(d)

so we can now define the local ergotropic capacitance as

Croc(A, ¢) == lim Eoc (A;1¢) .

n—00 n

(24)

The separable input n-uses maximal output ergotropy for
any channel A and any input energy e is:

EL(ASE) = E(AZ" (plp); H™) —

sep _max_ Psep
pSCPGGE,sep
_min (&UA®"(PL)UT); HM™)|, (25)
Ueu(dr)

here Gg)sep represents the set of all separable n qudit

states with input energy Qf(ﬁ(”))sep < E. So we can now
define the separable input ergotropic capacitance as

L E (Asne)
Csep(A;e) := nh_}n;o — - (26)
Finally in order to define the Cigcgsep(A,¢) capacitance
we write the local separable maximal output ergotropy

(23)



as
gl(c>nc),sep(A7E) = ) )ma)(g) @(A®”(ﬁgﬁg);ﬁ(">) _
PsepES T L,
i €019 .. @ DA )] @ o UL AT
Uy,..,Un€U(d)

the the capacitance for any channel A and input energy
e is

£ (Aine

Cloc,sep(Ase) := lim Blocsep 1)

n—00 n

(28)

The existence of the limits of the functions above is guar-
anteed by Fekete’s lemma as proven in [30].

Proof of Corollary 1

Here we give an explicit proof of Corollary 1, which
shows how to lower bound the separable-input capaci-
tance Csep (A; ¢) with the convex closure xiot(A;¢) of the
single-shot energy constrained maximum total ergotropy
Et(;t) (Ase) [30], i.e. the quantity

Eal(Ase) = max Er(A(p): D)

PES.

(29)

where the maximization is performed over the set &,
of the single g-cell states with input energy not larger
than e.

Proof. For large enough n consider the separable density
matrix 5 1= pP" @ P @ - @ pP™, where m and k
are integers that give a partition of n, i.e. n = mk, and
01, P2, - -+, Pr. are single site density matrices with mean
energies eq, -+, ex, chosen in such a way that ﬁ(”) has
mean energy smaller than or equal to E = ne, i.e.

k k
1
me; < ne <= —¢; <e. 30
2 20 )

We can hence write

1., 1 o
ggs(eﬁ(A;E:ne) > EE(A® (p™); H™)
1 k
> - A®™(5@mY. Fr(m)
- n;g( (pz )7 )

> n;gf((/\(ﬁi))m;ﬁ(m)) :

where the second inequality is obtained by restricting the
optimization over the set of unitaries acting locally on the
k blocks of g-cells. Taking m — oo the first term of (31)

))] meree m

gives Cyep (A;¢). Vice versa, since for all ¢ € {1,---
we have

€ (M@ B0

lim = Ewor(A(pi); h)

(31)

)
we get

(27) )
Cop (8:) 2 3 TE (AP )

i=1

(32)

Next step is to apply the above inequality to a collection
of states p1, p2, -+, pr which saturate the single-shot
maximal output total ergotropy of the model for the en-
ergies e, eg, - -+, e,. Accordingly, we can replace all the

Ewot(A(p;); h) with the associated Et(;t) (Ase;), leading to

k
1
Cuep (A30) = 3 2EGI (A ) - (33)

i=1

The thesis finally follows by observing that since we can
choose both k£ and the e; arbitrarily within the con-
straint (30), the r.h.s. of (33) can reproduce all the aver-

ages > . pj Et(;t) (A;e;) fulfilling (5) of the main text. O

Harmonic oscillator models

Consider a collection of k£ independent harmonic oscil-
lators characterized by the same frequency w, represent-
ing e.g. k spatial modes of the electromagnetic field [41].
We can formally describe it via a complex separable
infinite-dimensional Hilbert space with self-adjoint op-
erators ¢i,p1, ..., Gk, Pr satisfying the canonical commu-
tation relations: [¢j,dx] = 0 [p;,Pk] = 0 [§j,P] = ;.
Its Hamiltonian writes

k
Hy, =" hwala;, (34)
j=1

where we subtracted the term hw/2 in order to con-
sider a ground state having zero energy and where
we introduced the annihilation and creation operators
a; = /55 (4 +595), &' = /55 (4 — 5p;). Given
p a generic state of the model, we define its character-
istic function as £(p;x) := Tr [ﬁb(aj)}, where D(z) :=
e’ is the displacement operator, z € R?** and ¢ :=
(G1sP1s -y Grs Dr)T. An important class of noise models
for these systems is provided by the Bosonic Gaussian
Channels (BGCs) [38, 41] which characterize dissipation,
thermalization, amplification, and squeezing effects. Us-
ing the characteristic function formalism, the action of a
k-mode BGC channel @ is assigned via the mapping

(D (p)x) = E(p; X Ta)e i@ Yotive (35)



where v is an assigned vector of R?* and where X and Y
are two real 2k x 2k matrices satisfying the conditions

Y >0, — X0 XT), (36)

0 I
—I; 0
model (in this expression Iy stands for k x k identity ma-
trix). A special subset of BGCs is represented by the so
called phase-insensitive bosonic Gaussian Channels (PI-
BGCs), which satisfies the following additional condition

with 6, = is the symplectic form of the

(I)k(efilrlktﬁeiﬁkt) e:Fsztq) ( ) :I:szt (37>
for any quantum state p and ¢ € R. Single mode (k = 1)
PI-BGCs include

e thermal attenuators £y ny (v =0, X = \&Ig, Y =
(1 =X)(2N 4 1)1, with A € [0,1) and N > 0),

e thermal amplifiers A, x (v =0, X = /ulp, Y =
(u—1)(2N + 1)1, with g > 1 and N > 0),

e additive noise channels My (v = 0,X = I, and
Y = 2N, with N > 0).

The maximum values for the ergotropy and total-
ergrotopy functionals at the output of PI-BGCs were
studied in Ref. [12] showing that optimal inputs are pro-
vided by the multi-mode coherent states

I§) == lp1) ®-- @ |pr) , (38)

where for j = 1,--- , k, ;) is a coherent state of the j-th
mode with complex amplitude ;. Specifically, given ®;,
a generic PI-BGC it follows that,

& (@r(1gX2); i)
Ecor (Pr(12HP1): Hi )

Y

& (@) i), (39)

Erot (‘I’k(ﬁ)7 Hk) )

Y

for all states p with

k
hw) sl - (40)

j=1

¢ (p; Hy,) < €(|GXP| 5 Hy,) = hwl|@|* =

Capacitance gap for k = 2-mode BGCs

Here we evaluate the ergotropic capacitances of a PI-
BGC &, = L v ® Lo acting on two independent, reso-
nant modes (mode A and mode A’ both having frequency
w). From (39) it follows that computing £ (®,;¢) and
Et(:t)(@g; e) with n arbritrary integer we can restrict the
analysis of the ergotropic capacitances of 2n-mode coher-
ent input states

1P) := 1) @ 1p1) ® -+ ® |on) ® ) (41)

fulfilling the energy constraint
(Nl B = holgl?
PAPL ;Lo 4

ho > (Iel? + [951?) < ne , (42)
j=1

(in the above expressions |¢;) and |¢/;) represent coherent
states of j-copies of the modes A and A’ respectively,
while Hy is their Hamiltonian). Observe that the single-
mode channel £y maps all input states of the mode A’
into the ground state configuration |0), while £ y maps
coherent states of mode A into thermal displaced density
matrices charaterized by inverse temperature

(1- AN +1

1- AN (43)

Ba,n = log

Specifically indicating with Dy the displacement opera-
tor that applied to the ground of mode A generates the
coherent state [v/Ap1), we can write

o (|1 )1l ® 91 X11) = Di (75, @ [0XO]) DY, (44)

—Bx,Nh

where 75, = m with h := hwala the single mode

Hamiltonian, and Z; (8) := Tr[e_ﬁfl] the associated sin-
gle mode partition function. Generalizing to the case of
n copies this leads to

"™ (|BNA)) ®<I>z o3 Xeos| ® [0 X251

j=1
= Da (75, ®|0X0)*" DY, (45)

with Da = D1 ® Dy ®---® D,,. From from Eq. (15
(20) we get

) and

<<I>®“<\ ANEN): Hy) (46)
= (@™ (1ANA); H™) — el a5
and
Eror(@F™ (|GNE); ) (47)

C(P s 13"

pc-pass?

= &(®F" (13N F)); A5 —

with the output mean energy that can be easily computed
as

(@5 (1@)e)); Hy™) =

Z/\I%I2 — AN

(48)
In the above expressions pinds and p{ass are respec-
tively the passive and completely passive counterparts of
O (|@XF]). Exploiting the unitary invariance discussed
at the end of first section of the Supp. Mat. and the



identity (45) it also follows that ,ogé)sg and f).ﬁi}}ass corre-

spond to the passive and completely passive counterparts
of the 2n-mode product state

n ~ Xn
A% = (Fan @ 100N, (49)

which does not bear any dependence upon the parame-
ters ¢;’s and np;-’s and thus on the energy at the input of
the channel. Accordingly we can conclude that neither
@(Aéz)&,HQ(n)) nor e(;s&”gabb,Hg )) are functions of ¢ al-
lowing us to solve explicitly the maximization required
to compute £ (®y;¢) and EY (Pa;e):

EM)(Dy;ne) Ae ¢(pimle HM)
OB A (1 AN — —Ppassifly )
o o TA=A) o (50)
(n) . ~(n) . Fp(n)
Cro (Baine) _ Ae ) gy ElepassiFy )
nhw hw nhw
(51)

Following the prescription of Theorem 1 to compute the
value of Cioc (P2;¢) (and Clocsep (P2;¢)) we need just to
consider the convex clousure of function (50) evaluated
forn=1, i.e.

C'loc ((I)2a 2) Ae e(ﬁga)gg, ﬁz)
_— = — 1—-—)MD)N - ———=2 (52
hw hw + A hw (52)

where now ,ﬁl(jla)ss the passive counterpart of the two-modes
state

PN = T © 0XO] (53)

Regarding Csep (P2; ¢) we need instead to take the limit
over n — oo of (50), or equivalently, of (51) [30]. The
calculation simplifies by observing that the completely
passive counterpart of the tensor product state ﬁE\nJ)V cor-
responds to

5(n) HOn (54)

pc pass = Pc- pass
where pc_pass is the completely passive of [)5\13\, Thus we
can write

e(ﬁc—pass; HQ)
hw

Csep (P23 ¢) Ae
Zxep 728 A8 1 AN -
o o A=)
(notice that, thanks to (39
provides the exact value of Cg (Po;e)).
and (55) we finally obtain

(55)

) the above expression also
From Egs. (5)

AC(Q) = Csep (‘1)2; 2) — Cloc (@2; 2)
= QE(ﬁpassQ IA{Q) - QE(ﬁc—pass? HQ) , (56>

which does not depend upon the input energy ¢. To show
that the gap (56) is non zero, it is sufficient to verify that

ppass 7é pc pass ) (57)
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i.e. that the passive counterpart of (53) is not completely
passive. To see this, let us invoke Eq. (20) to express

N 7 ®2
—B«H2 —Bxh
I — =75, (58
pc_paSS Tr[efﬁ*HQ} (Zl(/B*)> By ? ( )

where (3, is chosen so that

S(#5%) =25(75) = S(pN)=S(75,)
= B =8""(S(Brn)/2) ,(59)
with S(z) the function
o—Bhw

(60)
which expresses the von Neumann entropy of the single-
mode thermal states 73. Equation (58) implies that all
the eigenvalues of pcpass have explicit degeneracies,

S(75) = S(B) == —In (1 — e ") + Bhw (

Ao (Pglr)mb) = m ) deg =1,
1 e~ Pxhw
)\ (p((: ;))aqs) = Z2(8.) deg =2,
~ e—QB*h,w
A2 (Pglr)mss) = @) deg = 3, (61)
efk:ﬁ*ﬁw
Ak (Pglr)mss) = Gy deg =k +1,

If by contradiction Qf(ﬁgg)ass;flg) would coincide with
Qf(péla)ss, H,), then for any energy eigenvalue k the sum

of its k + 1 eigenvalues of ﬁ%)ss must be equal to (k +
1)6j6*hw/212 (B+) due to the degeneracy of the eigenspace

of Hy. This fact sets an hard constraint on the positive
eingenvalues of [’)&)SS:
7](),3)\71\]7'1(.«)
(Pl ) = S , 62
(ppass) 7 <5A,N> ( )

in particular their ratios must satisfy the following con-
ditions

ehwﬁ* _ QAO(ppass) _ 2
A1 (péé)ss) + >\2(ﬁ1(31a)ss) e~fwhN 4 e%“’ﬂx(fgg)
and
A(1 ~(1
ehwﬁ* — § Al(p}()a)ss) +)‘2(p£)a)55)
2 A (Piss) + Ad(Phiks) + As(Dbes)
3 e whaN —2hwfx N
+e (64)

T Qe B8hwh y g—4hwB | g—bhwp

so that would imply

e POBA N 4 o~ 2hwBa N
BROBN N o WPA N 1o OFWPA N !

(65)

w

2 —
e TOPNN to 2ROPAN | 2¢m



but for sufficiently large 8y n this last condition cannot
be satisfied.

We now explicitly compute the values of &( ,6}(,255; H. 2) and
L’E(ﬁggass; H,). On one hand, from (58) we know that the
latter is nothing but the mean energy of the two-mode

thermal state T[;@Z, ie.

R . R R e By hw
(P pases Hz) = 2€(7,:h) = 2hw <1 - e—mw> )
(66)

which an implicit function of 8y n via (59). On the other
hand, from (62) we get

E(P L Ha) = hw Z k Z

k=0 k'€l

—kfBx,Nhw

Zi(BaN) (67)

— hw Z k [ M s o (R DR ]

where I, represents the collection of k+1 integers defined
J

Poo + Y1p11 + Y3P22
(I)"/h’)’z,"{s([)) = Vv 1- 71p81

Vv1—="1p01
(1 =v1)p11 + v2p22
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by the following sequence:

Iy = {0}7 Il:{172}a 12:{3a475}a
I3 {67 77 87 9} ) e (68)

Panel b) of Fig. 2 was realized by numerically evaluat-
ing (66) and (67).

Multilevel Amplitude Damping channels

Multilevel Amplitude Damping (MAD) channels [39],
describe relaxation processes of excited to less energetic
states in qudit systems. In the case of a qutrit, the pos-
sible decay processes are associated with three damping
parameters {y1,72,73} that define ®,, ., ,, via the fol-
lowing transformation

V1 =2 —y3p02
VI =70 =72 —73)p12 | - (69)

V1 =72 — 73052

expressed as

VA =71)(1 =2 = 73)pts

Resonant Multilevel Amplitude Damping (ReMAD) channels |
energetic states in qudit systems with resonant energy levels.

(1 — 72 — 73)022

], describe relaxation processes of excited to less
In the case of a qutrit, the associated map can be

Poo + Y1p11 + Y322 V1—="71p01 + /7172012 1 — 72 —v3p02
Loy roms (P) = | VI =001 + V7172072 (1 —71)p11 + y2p22 VA=) =2 =) | - (70)

VT=7 = iy

VI =71) (1 =72 —3)p1,

(1 =2 —3)p22

Notice how in the element 01 and 10 of the output density matrix we have now a mixing of the coherences pg; and

p12, which is absent in MAD channels.

Capacitance gap for MAD and ReMAD channels

In panel a) of Fig. 2 we plot a lower bound on
the capacitance gap AC in function of the input en-
ergy ¢ for an instance of a MAD channel ®., -, ,, and
of a ReMAD channel I'y, -, +,. The lower bound is
obtained by numerically calculating the difference be-

1 .
tween 5503( ’Y17’)’27’Y37 ) and g( )( 71772,"/3; e) (respectlvely
for the ReMAD channel the quantity Et(;t) Ty yays) —
EM(T,, 4,.~5) has been computed). In order to prove
that this difference represents a lower bound on the ca-
pacitance gap we show in Fig. 3 that the functions

1 1
5502((I)v1ﬁzﬁ3? ¢), 5(1)((1)71’72,739 ¢), gt(ot) (I3 72,75 ); ¢ and
5(1)(1“71,72,73; ¢) are concave functions of the energy ¢ for
the values of v1, 72 and 3 reported in the main text, this

(
property implies that
g(l)(q)’hﬁzﬁs; e) = X(q)’nﬁz,’m; 2) >
5(1)(F71172773; e) = X(F717’YQ1'Y3; e) > (71)

and

= Xtot(q)Vl,’Yz,%; 2) )
= Xtot (F%ﬂzﬁs; e) : (72)

Since for any channel A and input average energy, e
as stated in the main text, x(A;e) = Cloc(Ase) and
Xtot (As¢) < Cuep(Ase), it is straightforward that for the
values of the parameters considered

1
AO(¢71»727’737 ) > gt(ot)( “/1772,"/3; e) - 5(1)((D"/17’72,"/3; 8) )

1)
ACT, 1y 7s5€) > gt(ot( Loy a3 €) — 5(1)(F'y1,’y2,'y3§ ¢) .
(73)

1
gt(ot (Pry 72755 €)

1
gt(ot (F’Y17’Y27’Y3; e)



0.5
— 5( (cb’yl’vz’ysv ) —————— -~
044 ———- g(l)(q)’h’n”m ) /,:’2”
‘S( (F’Yl 2730 ) ~
1)

031 ---- gt(ot(rvwmv ¢)
0.2 1
0.1+
0.0 T T T T

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

¢

FIG. 3. In figure we plot the single-shot optimal out-
put ergotropies £ (P, 1,.455¢) and ED (I, 1y.4s:¢), and
the single-shot output total ergotropies St(;t (P 72,755 ¢) and
EM(D,, 42.vs3¢). We notice that they are all concave func-
tions of the average input energy e¢. Here the values of the
parameters are y; = 0.3, y2 = 0.2 and 3 = 0.6.
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