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Extracting work from coherence in a two-mode Bose-Einstein condensate
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We show how work can be extracted from number-state coherence in a two-mode Bose-Einstein
condensate. With careful tuning of parameters, a sequence of thermodynamically reversible steps
transforms a Glauber coherent state into a thermal state with the same energy probability distribu-
tion. The work extracted during this process arises entirely from the removal of quantum coherence.
More generally, we characterise quantum (from coherence) and classical (remaining) contributions
to work output, and find that in this system the quantum contribution can be dominant over a
broad range of parameters. The proportion of quantum work output can be further enhanced by
squeezing the initial coherent state. Due to the many-body nature of the system, the work from

coherence can equivalently be understood as work from entanglement.

I. INTRODUCTION

Converting disordered energy (heat) into ordered en-
ergy (work) is one of the most fundamental processes in
thermodynamics. In a classical system, disorder arises
from practical limitations on what can be known about
a large system. Observables in a quantum system may
exhibit not only classical uncertainty, but also quantum
uncertainty arising from coherence [1, 2]. Quantum co-
herence is defined with respect to a particular basis, and
occurs when a system exists in superpositions of eigen-
states of that basis. Of particular relevance to thermody-
namics is the quantum uncertainty in a system’s energy,
arising from coherence in the energy eigenbasis [3-5].

It is now well established that coherence in the energy
eigenbasis can enhance work extraction if appropriately
utilised. For a sufficiently rapid engine cycle, coherence
can enhance power output beyond that of any classical
engine operating with the same resources [6-8]. In single-
shot realisations, coherence may diminish the maximum
available work [9], however, a carefully chosen sequence
of thermodynamic processes circumvents this degrada-
tion [10-13]. Despite the benefits of coherence in work
extraction, protocols to realise these benefits in experi-
mentally tractable systems are lacking. Such expositions
are timely, considering the relevance to quantum infor-
mation [14-16] and the growing field of quantum thermal
machines [17, 18].

Bose-Einstein condensates (BECs) offer a pristine sys-
tem in which to explore many-body quantum physics,
due to a high degree of tuneability and isolation from
the environment [19, 20]. In the field of quantum thermal
machines, bosonic particle statistics can improve engine
performance [21-24] and act as a fuel in an engine-like
cycle [25]. Interactions in a BEC can enhance engine
performance [26, 27] or allow access to energetic degrees
of freedom not available classically [28, 29]. However,
the role of coherence in work extraction from a BEC has
not been explored. Notably, two-mode BECs can ex-

hibit long-lived coherence in the number state basis [30].
Incorporating squeezing [31-33], two-mode BECs can
exhibit metrologically useful entanglement, allowing for
quantum-enhanced measurement sensitivity [34-36].

Building on the generic protocol in [11], in this
manuscript we show how number-state coherence in a
two-mode BEC can empower work extraction. We intro-
duce a formalism to quantify the work directly available
from number-state coherence and the work that would
be available classically. To obtain work that is predomi-
nantly quantum in origin, the initial state must be close
to thermal when projected onto the energy eigenbasis.
This can be achieved by using a Glauber coherent state
with mean boson number less than a critical value that
depends on temperature. We show how squeezing the
initial state can substantially increase the proportion of
quantum work extracted. The number-state coherence
in our protocol arises from entangling correlations be-
tween the two modes of the BEC, and hence the work
output can equivalently be interpreted as work from en-
tanglement. To our knowledge, our work presents the
first proposal showing how work can be extracted from
coherence in a two-mode BEC, paving the way for ex-
perimental demonstration and highlighting the utility of
two-mode BECs in thermodynamic applications.

II. BACKGROUND
A. Extracting work from coherence

To see how work can be extracted from quantum coher-
ence generally, consider a Hamiltonian H with thermal

state piherm = e’ﬂﬁ/Tr e BH at inverse temperature 3.
Now consider a second quantum state p that satisfies

<En|ﬂ|En> = <En|pthcrm|En>7 (1)



with |E,,) the energy eigenstates of H. The information
entropy associated with energy measurements of state p
(termed “energy entropy” in [5]) is
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which for an isolated system is non-decreasing under time
evolution [37, 38]. When Eq. (1) is satisfied, the energy
entropy of state p is identical to that of piperm- If p is
diagonal in the energy eigenbasis then S¥ is equal to the
von Neumann entropy SV = — Tr[pln p] and p is equal
t0 Ptherm, Which is a completely passive state [39]. If,
however, p contains coherences (off-diagonal) terms in
the energy eigenbasis, S will differ from SV [37, 40, 41].
The difference between the two,

S — 8V = Z <Em|p|En> (Enl 1n,0|Em> ;o (3)
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can be extracted in the form of non-classical work [11,
13, 42]

W =p71S" = 8Y) = 87" D(pllpea). (4)

Here D(p||pea) > 0 is the quantum relative entropy, with
Ped = Y, (En|p|En) |En) (Er| the projection of the den-
sity matrix onto the energy eigenstates (the “energy di-
agonal” density matrix). The quantum relative entropy
is a monotonic measure of quantum coherence of state
p [43] and hence the work output, Eq. (4), is quantum in
origin.

A protocol to extract work from coherence was pre-
sented in [11]. The efficacy of this protocol depends on
how closely the system’s mean energy and energy en-
tropy match that of the thermal state piherm- When these
match, any work extracted during the protocol is entirely
from coherence. A sufficient condition for this matching
is that ped = Ptherms EqQ. (1). This can always be satis-
fied in a two-level system by choosing the temperature of
Ptherm to satisfy [44]
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Here Ey and E; are the two energy levels with F; > Ej.

In many-body systems, it is usually much harder to
engineer experimentally a non-thermal state p satisfying
Ped = Ptherm- Achieving this requires
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to be insensitive to n, in which case kgT = r, [44, 45].
Engineering this for non-thermal many-body states p is
often very difficult, since control of individual energy lev-
els is usually not possible. As a result, the work output
from coherence from such systems will be small. As we
will show below, the energy-level structure of an inter-
acting two-mode BEC allows peq & ptherm for particular
experimentally realisable initial states, hence allowing for
work output with a high contribution from coherence.

B. System setup

We consider a two-mode BEC with fixed total boson
number N. The two modes could be hyperfine spin states
or spatial modes. Number states of the system are de-
noted by |n, k), with n and & = N — n the number of
bosons in the two modes respectively. We denote the an-
nihilation operators for the two modes by a and b, with
aln, k) = n|n—1,k) and b|n, k) = Vk|n,k —1). The
Hamiltonian for the system is (A = 1 here and through-
out) [35]

H :wldT& + wzi)Ti) + 911&T&T&& + gQQBTBTI;B
+ glszlA)T&i) + Ey (7)
=Aa'a + ga'alaa.

Here w; is the single-particle energy of mode ¢ and g;;
is the interaction energy between particles from modes
1,7, with 7,7 € {1,2}. The vacuum energy is Ey. The
operator N = ata + blb commutes with H and hence
the total boson number is conserved. In the second line
of Eq. (7) we replace b by N — a'a and define A =
w1 — w2 = 2(N = 1)ga2 + (N — 1)g12 and g = g11 + g22 —
g12- We choose Ey = —Nws — N(N — 1)goo so that
H|0) = 0 for convenience. The choice of Ey will not
affect the net output of any cyclic process, for example
the performance of an engine cycle. The detuning A
for two spatial modes can be controlled via tuning the
trapping potential [46], and for two spin states via tuning
of a Zeeman field [47, 48]. As will be seen below, we will
require immiscible interactions g > 0 [49]. Interactions
between the two modes (strength gi2) are included for
generality, but are not necessary.

Particle conservation confines the system to the subset
of states |n, N — n). Since number states are eigenstates
of Eq. (7), the number-state coherence realisable in a
two-mode BEC [30] is equivalent to the energy coherence
enabling work extraction, Eq. (3). The thermal state of
H is,

N
1 .h
Ptherm — Ze AH = E p%herm |?’L,N - 7’L> <’IL,N - 7’L| 5
n=0
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with
1
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the thermal occupation of state |n, N —n) and

N
7 — Z e~ Blgn(n—1)+An) (10)
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the partition function. Due to particle interactions, the
boson number distribution of a thermal state is approxi-
mately Gaussian (when —A > ¢g > 0), in contrast to the
Planck distribution of non-interacting bosons. This fea-
ture will be essential for the efficacy of our protocol as it



will enable close matching between the initial and ther-
mal boson number distributions. We assume (g < 1;
noting that gN ~ p, where p is the BEC chemical po-
tential, this is ensured when Su/N < 1, a condition sat-
isfied in dilute gaseous BECs [50, 51]. We can then ap-
proximate the sum in Eq. (10) by an integral. We also
assume N > 1 and (afa) < N, i.e. most of the par-
ticles are in the b mode throughout the protocol. We
can then set N — oo and approximate |n, N —n) by a
harmonic oscillator number state, which simplifies our
calculations [52, 53]. Evaluating Eq. (10) with these two
approximations gives

1 + f (B(Q*A))
7~ [T eBla-0)/1g NN (11)

We denote the N — oo approximation of |n, N —n) by
|n) below, however it should be kept in mind that this
state is an implicitly two-mode state.

III. RESULTS

Our objective is to find an experimentally realisable
density matrix containing coherence in the energy eigen-
basis with the same (or almost the same) energy and en-
ergy entropy as a thermal state Eq. (9). As we will now
argue, a Glauber coherent state (GCS) satisfies these cri-

teria. A GCS is,
ja) = D(a)[0) = D ealn), (12)
n=0

with D(a) = e@@'=a"@ the displacement operator and
Cp = elal/2 % [54]. Such a state can be realised via co-
herent rotation of a pure state |0, N) or |N,0) [46, 55-59]
or via interference measurements [60-62] (see also [63]),
and gives rise to phase coherence between the two modes
of the BEC [46, 64-68]. Note the upper limit of the
sum in Eq. (12) is set to oo by assuming |a|?> < N and
N > 1 (see the discussion above Eq. (11)). A GCS is a
superposition of energy eigenstates of Eq. (7) and hence
|a) («| contains off-diagonal terms ¢, ¢, [n) (m| (m # n);
hence a GCS exhibits coherence with respect to the
energy eigenbasis. The GCS number-state distribution
pS = |c,|? is Poissonian with mean and variance equal
to |a|?. For large |a|? we have,

e |a|2ne—\o¢|2 ~ 1
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we obtain p& a ptherm with ptl given by Eq. (9).
Equivalently, it is easy to show that Eq. (6) is indepen-
dent of n when |a|? is chosen as in Eq. (14). Hence with

(14)

precise tuning of parameters, as given in Eq. (14), work
can be extracted from coherence as discussed in Sec. IT A.

For more general parameters, the work output will
have both a contribution from coherence and a “classi-
cal” contribution. Below we present an explicit protocol
to show how work can be extracted from the coherence of
a GCS. We then show how the work output depends on
particle number and temperature, identifying a regime
where the work output is dominated by the contribution
from coherence. Next we show how the work output can
be improved by squeezing the initial GCS and finally we
discuss the role of entanglement in the system.

A. Protocol to extract work from a GCS

We begin in a GCS, Eq. (12), with Hamiltonian Eq. (7)
and A = Ag. The energy of the initial state is U; =
(a|H|a) = Ag|al?+g|alt. To extract work from the GCS
we consider the following thermodynamically reversible
steps [11] (see Fig. 1):

1. Coherently couple the two modes of the BEC via
the Hamiltonian x(bTa + afb), with x > 0 the cou-
pling rate. Evolve the system so that |a) is dis-
placed to |0) and all particles are in the b mode.
During this step, coherence is removed and work
U; is exchanged with the coupling field over a time
scale k1. Turn off the coupling & so that the sys-
tem energy is determined by Eq. (7).

2. Tune the detuning to Apax > 0. This does not
change the system energy since the system is in
state |0).

3. Couple the system to a reservoir at inverse tem-
perature 8 and allow to thermalise. The detuning
Apnax and 8 are chosen to satisfy SApax > 1. Oc-
cupation of modes |n) with n > 0 are therefore
thermally suppressed (see Eq. (10)) and hence |0)
is approximately the thermal state. The energy
increase during thermalisation is ~ A paxe BAmax
and is hence negligible for SA . > 1.

4. Quasistatically change the detuning back to Ag
such that the system remains in thermal equilib-
rium with the reservoir throughout. Work is ex-
tracted and heat is absorbed in this step. The final
state is thermal with energy Uy = —01n Z/0p eval-
uated from Eq. (11) with A = A,.

The coherent coupling in the first step could be achieved
using Josephson oscillations for two spatial modes [46, 57]
or via a Rabi pulse for two spin states [58, 59]. Complete
conversion is possible when k is much larger than the
other energy scales in the problem, which ensures the
dynamics is in the Josephson regime, rather than the
self-trapping regime [55, 56, 69, 70]. Note the effect of
changing A in steps 2-4 could also be achieved by ma-
nipulating g using a Feshbach resonance [71-73] with A
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FIG. 1. (a) Protocol to extract work from coherence in a two-mode BEC. Red curves are number state distributions (n|p|n)
and black dashed curves are the energy spectrum FE,,, both smoothed over the discrete variable n. (a,i) The system is initialised
in a Glauber coherent state (GCS) at detuning Ao with mean boson number |a|? > 1 and number distribution p$, Eq. (13).
The energy spectrum has a minimum at nmin = max(0, (g — Ag)/2); we choose Ag < 0 in the schematic above so that nmin > 0.
(a,ii) Step 1: Work is exchanged as the system is rotated to the vacuum state via a coherent coupling k. (a,iil) Step 2: The
detuning is changed to Amax > B7'. The new energy spectrum has a minimum at n = 0 with an energy spacing much
larger than 8~ '. Hence the vacuum state is approximately thermal. (a,iv) Step 3: The system is coupled to a reservoir at
inverse temperature S (indicated by background colouring). (a,v) Step 4: Work is extracted isothermally as the detuning is
quasistatically adjusted to its initial value Ag. The closeness of the final thermal distribution pt**™ to the initial distribution
pS determines the quantum and classical contributions to the total work extracted in steps 1-4. The classical contribution
can be suppressed with careful tuning of parameters, in which case the work extracted arises entirely from the initial energy
coherence. (b) Detuning (solid line) and the coherent coupling (dashed line) between the two modes of the BEC during the

steps in (a).

fixed: g would be increased to a value Bgmax > 1 in steps
2 and 3 and then quasistatically reduced back to its ini-
tial value in step 4. This alternative protocol would not
change the results below.

The total mean work output from the protocol in Fig. 1
is [11]

W =U; —Us - B71(8) — 58}, (15)
with Y (S}/) the initial (final) von Neumann entropies of
the system. We decompose W into two parts: A classical
part Weiass and a quantum part Wouant,

Wclass :Ui - Uf - ﬁ_l(SzE - S]?),

16

unant :Bil(SzE - Slv) ( )
Here SF (Sj?) is the initial (final) energy entropy, see
Eq. (2). Equation (16) decomposes the total entropic
change S} — S} into a classical contribution SF — S
and a quantum contribution S¥ —SY = D(p||pea) arising
from coherence, Eq. (3). For the protocol in Fig. 1 we
have S} = 0 since the initial state is pure and Sf = S}
since the final state is thermal. Note that a projection
of the initial state Eq. (12) onto the energy eigenbasis

prior to work extraction would result in Wyane = 0, but
would not change Wcj.ss. The protocol in Fig. 1 avoids
this measurement, allowing Wyant to be extracted. A de-
composition similar to Eq. (16) was applied to ergotropy
in [13].

B. Classical and quantum contributions to the
work extracted from a GCS

With an initial state (12), the outputs Wqyant and
Welass in Eq. (16) can be calculated analytically, We
choose || so that the GCS has mean boson number equal
to the thermal state, |a|? = () therm = (7). Here i = a'a
and a “therm” subscript denotes expectation values for
state ptherm, Eq. (8). We have checked that this choice
of || minimises Wejass to a very good approximation
over the parameters explored. The energetic and entropic



terms in Eq. (16) are

Ui — Uf =—9g (<(5ﬁ2>therm - <ﬁ>) ’

p_1 1 ; 1
S/ =3 + 21n27r<n>+0 BYA (17)
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where (§72) = (7?) — (A)2. We have also introduced

1 f
Ledu uG(u) —In [1 — 2uG(u) — 2G(u)?],
(18)

; _ Blg=Ao) _ e _ —BA2
with v = 2‘97\/5—90 and G(U) = m = O(e B O/g).
The entropic correction Sng arises since the thermal dis-
tribution is not a perfect Gaussian, and is only important

for u S 1.
The thermal mean and variance are

Snag = In

(A thorm = % (u+ G(u)), (19)
(672 therm = % (1 —2uG(u) — 2G(u)?) . (20)

Again, the G(u) terms are non-Gaussian corrections,
which are only important for u < 1. Note for u > 1 we
have u? & ()2 ...n/2(07%) therm and hence u™! is essen-
tially the normalized second-order correlation function of
the thermal bosonic field [74]. The thermal mean, vari-
ance and skewness (973) = ((A — (A)) are shown in the
inset to Fig. 2(a). We focus on cases (A)therm 2 1, which
is ensured when the initial detuning is less than the reser-
voir temperature,

—00 < BAy S 1. (21)

We hence allow SAg to be negative. This is easy to
engineer in a two-mode BEC but difficult to engineer in
other bosonic systems that do not have a constrained
particle number, e.g. photons.

Analytic expressions for Wejass and Wyant follow from
Eq. (16)—(20) and are plotted in Fig. 2(a). The mini-
mum of the classical work occurs when p& and ptherm
are as close as possible, see Fig. 2(b). For large (2) both
distributions are approximately Gaussian and hence will
be equal when their respective means and variances are
equal. Since pG has equal mean and variance, this re-
quires

|O‘|2 = <ﬁ>therm = <6ﬁ2>therm- (22)

This occurs when 8A¢ a~ —1, at which point (§722)tperm ~
1/28g. At this optimal point, Wejass = O(\/@e’<ﬁ>)
and the work output almost exclusively consists of
Wequant- (Note our choice of units: plotting work in units
of 37! is equivalent to plotting the information lost if
the work was dissipated as heat, according to Landauer’s
principle [75].)

For (A) # (67%)therm, the protocol is suboptimal in
the sense that Wi, is no longer approximately zero.
Here the thermal bosons are either bunched or anti-
bunched, caused by the boson interactions [76]. For
(R) > (072)therm (thermal anti-bunching), large number
fluctuations in the initial state result in a large U; — Uy,
see Fig. 2(b). In this regime, v > 1 and Eq. (17)-(20)
simplify to give

Wotass ~ 9(i) — % 1+ In (28g(R))].

L (u>1)
unant ~ % [1 + In (27T<Tl>)] .

(23)

Using Eq. (23), we find that Wqyant > Welass for

| Bg _
2 < 47rexp(2)>] =ne (24)

see Fig. 2(a). Here Q is the kth branch of the omega
function [77]. The function —Q_;(—z) satisfies 1 <
—Q_1(—z) < oo for z € (0,exp(—1)] and monoton-
ically decreases with increasing x, with —Q_;(—z) ~
In(LInl) for small z [78]. For (A) > ng, the classi-
cal work output grows extensively due to the extensive
growth of U; — Uy, see Eq. (23). The quantum work also
increases with (n) due to increased coherence in the ini-
tial state. The increase, however, is subextensive, with
Wuant ~ ﬁ In(n). For (A) < (67?)¢herm (thermal bunch-
ing), the number fluctuations of the initial state are less
than the final state, see Fig. 2(b). Although this increases
Welass, We still have Wayant > Welass as long as (n) > 1,
see Fig. 2(a).

(n) S

1
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C. Improved protocol using squeezing

The boson number distribution of a GCS is Poisso-
nian, and hence the mean and variance are always equal.
For sufficiently large mean boson number, Eq. (24), the
work output becomes dominated by W¢,ss. The classical
work output can be suppressed much more effectively by
squeezing the initial coherent state. Squeezing of a two-
mode BEC is possible using multiple techniques [35, 79],
including time evolution with a one-axis twisting Hamil-
tonian [33, 80, 81] and parametric downconversion via
spin-changing collisions [82-84]. A squeezed coherent
state is [85-87],

D(a)S(¢) 0y, (25)

where S(¢) = e(¢"aa—cala)/2 ig the squeezing operator
and ¢ = |(|e? parameterises the squeezing. The distri-
bution p3 = | (n]a, ¢) |? is [88, 89

1 n
s (gtanh[(]) 2 _—a?(14cos 0 tanh [¢])
=27 1H.(\ , (26
" n! cosh |C| Hn (A" e (%)

|Oé,<> =
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FIG. 2. (a) Work extracted from a two-mode BEC undergoing the protocol in Fig. 1 for different mean bosonic numbers (7).
Work extracted for an initial GCS (blue curves) divided into quantum SWquant (blue solid curve) and classical SWeiass (blue
dotted curve) contributions, see Eq. (16). The work output is dominated by Wquant for (7)) S ng, with ng given by Eq. (24)
and marked by a vertical dashed line. The number state distributions for the GCS and thermal states coincide almost perfectly
when () = 1/28g, at which point Weiass & 0 is minimised (dip in blue dotted curve). Inset: First three cumulants of the
thermal boson number distribution, with (§7*) = ((7 — (A))*) for £ = 2,3. The distribution is Gaussian for u > 1, in which
case (A therm = u/v/Bg, (67%)therm ~ 1/2Bg and higher order cumulants are zero. (b) (i)-(iv) Number state distributions for
different mean bosonic numbers (four panel values are marked by crosses in (a)) for a GCS (blue curve) and a thermal state
(black dashed curve). The GCS distribution is narrower (wider) than the thermal distribution for (7) smaller (larger) than
(672 therm ~ 1/2B8g = 501, which results in non-zero Weyass. Pale red curves in (a) and (b): as for the GCS but for a squeezed
coherent state. These are included here for comparison and will be discussed in Sec. IIT C. The GCS and squeezed distributions
coincide in (ii). All results are for Bg = 1073,

with H,, the Hermite polynomials (Ho(z) = 1, Hy(z) =  arises due to the approximation in Eq. (13), is reduced

2z, etc.) and even further by squeezing, see Fig. 2(a). Further squeezed

results are shown in Fig. 3(a) for different values of fg.

e~ 1/2 cosh I<| + €9/2 ginh <] o7 For the squeezed state, we choose |a|? so that the mean

sinh 2[(] ’ (27) boson number is equal to that of the thermal state and

choose ¢ to minimise differences in higher order moments.

The boson number distribution for a squeezed state can Details are discussed in Appendix A and the values of [(]

have a variance smaller or larger than its mean, control- and cosf obtained are plotted in Fig. 3(b). Numerical

lable via the squeezing parameter (. This additional con-  details to obtain pS are described in Appendix B.

trol allows the initial number distribution to be matched
more closely to ptPe™  see Fig. 2(b). The work output

)\:

n
from an initial squeezed state is compared with that of
a GCS in Fig. 2(a). Squeezing suppresses Wejass Over a Although squeezing gives much greater control over the

much larger range of (i) compared to the GCS. Note the initial boson number distribution, its variance is still con-
small but finite minimum of Wejass/(R) for a GCS, which  strained by (72) [90]. For large () the minimum variance
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FIG. 3. (a) Work extracted from an initial squeezed coherent state, divided into quantum SWguant (solid curves) and classical
BWelass (dotted curves) contributions. Colours indicate different values of Bg. The work output is dominated by Wyyant for
(h) S ng, with ng given by Eq. (32) and marked by vertical dashed lines. Lighter-coloured thicker lines give the large (f)
result for Waiass, Eq. (30), demonstrating subextensive scaling of Weiass. Grey dashed line gives the large (7) result for Wyuant,
Eq. (31). (b) Optimised squeezing parameters e 2l (solid curves, left axis) and cos 8 (dotted curves, right axis) for the squeezed
coherent state (see text for details). For (f) < 2(38¢)~>/2 the squeezed variance can be matched to the thermal variance with
appropriate choice of e~ 2/¢!. For larger (A) matching is no longer possible, see Eq. (29); minimising the squeezed variance then
gives e 2M¢l = (4(11))71/3 (gray line), independent of Bg. This results in a discontinuity in the slope of e 21¢l and Welass at
(R) = 2(38g)~%? (marked by vertical arrows for Bg = 107°).

possible for a squeezed state is (see Appendix C) If the mean boson number is too large such that
Eq. (29) is not satisfied, the variance of the squeezed

o o\ /3 2/3 distribution cannot be made small enough to match

min(6n%) = <32> (n) (28) (072) therm- We then choose (§72) to take on its minimum

value Eq. (28) by choosing e~2/¢l = (4(n))~1/3 (see Ap-

Achieving (672) = (672%)therm is hence only possible when ~— pendix C). This results in subextensive scaling of Welass

the mean boson number is not too large, for large (7),

o 32<5’ﬁ‘2>g erm 4 Ve
<TL> < \/T ~ W (29) Welass = g (;;) <ﬁ>2/3’ (30)

The constraint (29) should be contrasted with the strict
constraint for a GCS, Eq. (22). Matching the mean and  see Fig. 3(a). Notably, this contrasts the extensive scal-
variances of pi and p%herm gives U; = Uy and hence ing of Wejass for a GCS, which arises from the strict con-

Wetass = B71(SF = SF), see Eq. (16). straint (R) = (0n?), see Fig. 2(a) and Eq. (23). For large



(1), we find Wyyant is well approximated by

~\2
WQuant ~ % |:1 + %ln (27?<)Z> ):| ) (31>

see Fig. 3(a). This follows from approximating p> by a
Gaussian distribution and using Eq. (28). Equations (30)
and (31) give the following criteria for Wouant > Welass,

2
() S/ oand, = ns, (32)

with ng the equivalent bound for a GCS given by
Eq. (24). The estimate Eq. (32) agrees well with our
numerics, see Fig. 3(a). Notably, ng > ng for large ng.
For small (1), we observe an abrupt drop in Weags, see
Fig. 3(a). At this point, S¥ increases above Sf and hence
Welass becomes negative (Welass = S}]ZJ — SE for small
(R), see Eq. (29)). We expect that the increase in S¥
above S }E is due to oscillations that arise in the squeezed
distribution for small (7)) [91, 92], see Fig. 2(b) [93].

D. Relation with entanglement

Finally, we show how the work from coherence in this
system can equivalently be interpreted as work from en-
tanglement [94-97]. To see this, we evaluate the entan-
glement entropy S between the two modes of the BEC. A
sufficient condition for entanglement is then & > 0 [98].
The entanglement entropy of a pure state p is

S = —Try p1log p1, (33)

where p; = Tryp and Tr; is a partial trace over boson
states of modes i = 1,2. The trace Try can be evaluated
in the number state basis for both modes. Due to con-
servation of total particle number, this projects p onto
the number state basis for the first mode,

N
p1 =3 (0, N —nloln, N —n)In), (n]  (34)
n=0

with |n), ;(n| = Tra|n, N —n) (n, N —n|. The “1” sub-
script distinguishes |n), from the implicitly two-mode
state |n). Equations (33) and (34) give

S = SZE = Bunant- (35)

Hence the coherence in this system arises due to entan-
gling correlations between the two modes, which is sub-
sequently extracted as Wquant. The final thermal state is
a classical mixture of product states, and hence does not
possess any entanglement. The quantum work output
from coherence can therefore equivalently be interpreted
as work from entanglement. Squeezing results in addi-
tional entanglement according to the criteria in [32, 99].

IV. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION

We have shown how work can be extracted from co-
herence in a two-mode BEC. Work almost entirely from
coherence can be extracted from a GCS with precisely
tuned mean boson number. The protocol can be substan-
tially improved using squeezing, enabling work extrac-
tion predominantly from coherence over a much broader
range of parameters. Due to the many-body nature of
the system, the work from coherence can equivalently be
interpreted as work from entanglement. A challenging
step in our protocol is the controlled transfer of heat to
the BEC alongside particle exchange between the two
modes to reach equilibrium. A possible heat source is a
separate atomic gas in analogy with sympathetic cool-
ing [100]. Particle exchange could occur via tunnelling
for two trapped modes [101, 102] or via spin-changing
collisions with the reservoir for two spin states [103, 104].

The Hamiltonian (7) also describes a large, fully-
connected spin chain [105] and hence could be realised
in other atomic systems [35], including atomic ensembles
coupled to light [106, 107], Rydberg arrays [108, 109] and
trapped ions [110, 111]. The Hamiltonian also resembles
that of photons in a non-linear medium [88], with the
important difference that we allow the free-photon spec-
trum to be negative, A < 0. To realise this, photon
number would need to be conserved [112, 113].

We have limited our analysis to Glauber coherent
and squeezed coherent states. Improved operation may
be possible using self-phase modulation of the squeezed
state [114] or by using non-Gaussian states [115] at the
expense of more involved state generation. We have also
limited our analysis to initial states with zero von Neu-
mann entropy; relaxing this provides an interesting area
for future investigation. Extracting work from coher-
ence can enhance power output compared to classical sys-
tems [6]. Our results provide a starting point to explore
this in a two-mode BEC, and may result in a many-body
quantum advantage when incorporated into an engine
cycle.
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Appendix A: Choosing squeezing parameters

We choose o and ¢ for the initial squeezed coherent
state as follows. The first three cumulants of p are eval-
uated from the generating function K(s) =In) pSes",
which can be written in closed form using Mehler’s for-
mula [116]

2zyu—(m2+y2)u2
1—u

i H,(z)H,(y) (u’)n 1 e
= n! V1 —u?
(A1)
This gives

)

sinh? [¢] + |of?,

1
(6n3) 3 sinh 2|¢| sinh 4|(|
3lof?
2

+ (cosh4|<| - % — sinh 4/(]| 0059) ,

(A2)

with (dn*) = ((n — (A))*) for k = 2,3. We set (n) =
<ﬁ>therm by ChOOSing |a|2 = <’ﬁ‘>therm - Sinh2 ‘C' We
solve for |¢| by minimising [(6n?) — (§7%)therm|. Since
the Hamiltonian (7) depends only on (7) and (67?), this
choice minimises |[Uy—U;|. Additionally, for not-too-large
squeezing this minimises [S7 —Sf|. We then choose cos 6

to minimise |(6n?)|.

Appendix B: Numerical details for extracting
squeezed state statistics

Numerical computation of pS requires care for large
n due to numerical overflow and underflow [117].
We evaluate p? using the underlying recursion rela-

tion [88, 89] ¢, = (n|a,¢) = a(lte tanh [¢]) .

" n—1 —

(
(6n2) =2 cosh? |¢|sinh? [¢] + |a|? (cosh 2|¢| — sinh 2|¢]| cos 6)

e’ tanh |¢|{/2=Lc, 5. After each iteration we normalise

the distribution. Defining An = ceil(504/(672)), we be-
gin the recursion at n* = max(0,round({(n) — An/2))
with ¢,» = 1 and cp<n+ = 0, and evaluate terms up

to n* + An. In cases where n* > 0, we find || > 1

1 i@t h
and hence cp«y1 =~ Wﬁi\ﬁ?nm

n* = 0). Hence why the values of ¢, <+ are not needed.

cn (this is exact for

Appendix C: Minimum variance of a squeezed state

To a very good approximation cosf = =1, see
Fig. 3(b). Defining z = e2l¢lcos? (= eﬂ'q), the equa-
tion for (672) is (see Eq. (A2)),

®W>:8;2G%—&ﬁ+8(m>+;>x—l).(CU

Stationary points of d(6n?)/dx satisfy the polynomial
A 1
xt —4 <n>+§ x+1=0. (C2)

Equation (C2) can be solved for z using standard meth-
ods. For large (n) this gives two real roots and two com-
plex roots. The two real roots are

1
T4(n) +2° (C3)

with z; corresponding to a local maximum of Eq. (C1)
and zo > x1 a local minimum. Substituting z <
into the expression for (7) (Eq. (A2)) would give a
negative value for |a|?, hence x > ;. Therefore
gives the global minimum of (§7?) for valid values of x.
Substituting x5 into Eq. (C1) gives Eq. (28) for large (7).
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