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Abstract. We undertake a theoretical study of a finite-time quantum Otto engine
cycle driven by inter-particle interactions in a weakly interacting one-dimensional
Bose gas in the quasicondensate regime. Utilizing a c-field approach, we simulate
the entire Otto cycle, i.e. the two work strokes and the two equilibration strokes.
More specifically, the interaction-induced work strokes are modelled by treating the
working fluid as an isolated quantum many-body system undergoing unitary evolution.
The equilibration strokes, on the other hand, are modelled by treating the working
fluid as an open quantum system tunnel-coupled to another quasicondensate which
acts as either the hot or cold reservoir, albeit of finite size. We find that, unlike a
uniform 1D Bose gas, a harmonically trapped quasicondensate cannot operate purely
as a heat engine; instead, the engine operation is enabled by additional chemical work
performed on the working fluid, facilitated by the inflow of particles from the hot
reservoir. The microscopic treatment of dynamics during equilibration strokes enables
us to evaluate the characteristic operational time scales of this Otto chemical engine,
crucial for characterizing its power output, without any ad hoc assumptions about
typical thermalization timescales. We analyse the performance and quantify the figures
of merit of the proposed Otto chemical engine, finding that it offers a favourable trade-
off between efficiency and power output, particularly when the interaction-induced
work strokes are implemented via a sudden quench. We further demonstrate that in
the sudden quench regime, the engine operates with an efficiency close to the near-
adiabatic (near maximum efficiency) limit, while concurrently achieving maximum
power output.

Quantum thermodynamics, quantum engines, Otto cycle, many-body

dynamics, ultracold atoms, quasicondensate, out-of-equilibrium dynamics



Finite-time quantum Otto engine 2

1. Introduction

Quantum heat engines (QHEs) [1-9] provide a concrete platform for understanding
the fundamental laws of thermodynamics in the quantum domain [10, 11]. Their
exploration has recently expanded to include interacting many-particle systems [12-17],
hence offering access to quantum many-body effects such as entanglement, quantum
coherence, and correlations. Such quantum effects can be exploited for demonstrating
either a form of quantum advantage [18] or a uniquely quantum functionality of QHEs
not accessible classically [1,4].

In QHEs that rely on interacting many-body systems as their working fluid, the
strength of interparticle interactions provides a tool for engine operation not available
in noninteracting systems. For example, it is possible to tune or quench the interaction
strength to either do work on, or extract work from, the working fluid, analogous
to volumetric compression and expansion work strokes in a conventional Otto engine
cycle [7,8,14,15]. Alternatively, one can quench the interaction strength to change the
internal energy of the system without exchanging heat through coupling it to a thermal
reservoir in a conventional Otto engine. This energy can then be utilized to extract
work from the working fluid, as was recently demonstrated in Refs. [1,3].

Recent studies have also focused on optimising the finite time performance of
interaction-driven many-body engines [6-8,19,20]. In general, the maximum efficiency
for any QHE is attained when the work strokes are executed in the near-adiabatic
or quasistatic limit, in accordance with the quantum-adiabatic theorem [21,22]. This
leads to zero power output due to infinitely long engine driving times [8,12,21]. On
the other hand, if the work strokes are rapid, the production of irreversible work due
to non-adiabatic excitations results in a significant reduction of efficiency [7,21, 23].
Therefore, a major challenge in quantum thermodynamics is to design QHEs that
provide a favourable trade-off between efficiency and power output, meaning they can
operate with maximum or near-adiabatic efficiencies while providing non-zero power
output in finite time [23-25].

Recent developments aimed at optimising efficiency in finite-time operations have
predominantly focused on employing shortcut to adiabaticity (STA) protocols [7,21,26].
However, given that STA protocols come with certain drawbacks such as modulation
instability [7, 8], additional energetic costs for implementation [27], and challenges in
experimental realization [28], the exploration of alternative and preferably simpler
approaches to operate at near-maximum efficiency while maintaining non-zero power
output becomes important. Furthermore, when evaluating the power, the dynamics of
equilibration of the working fluid with the reservoir during the thermalization strokes
are often ignored. This is reasonable when assuming that the reservoir size is infinite and
that the thermalization time with such a reservoir is much shorter than the duration
of the work strokes [7,8,29-33]. However, these assumptions may not hold true in
laboratory experiments, where the system typically interacts with a finite-sized reservoir,
meaning that the characteristic thermalization time of the system with the reservoir
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becomes important for working out the power output of an engine.

In this work, we conduct a theoretical investigation of an experimentally realizable
quantum Otto engine driven by the quench of inter-particle interactions in a weakly
interacting Bose gas in the quasicondensate regime. In addition to conducting
microscopic simulations of the interaction-driven work strokes of such an engine, we
simulate the equilibration strokes of the working fluid with the reservoir. This is done
by treating the working fluid as an open quantum system in thermal and diffusive
contact with another, larger quasicondensate serving as the reservoir. Through this
microscopic treatment of the equilibration strokes, we evaluate characteristic operational
timescales for these strokes which enables us to quantify the power output of the engine
for experimentally realistic time scales of the full Otto cycle. From this analysis, we
demonstrate that, unlike in the uniform 1D Bose gas investigated in Refs. [14, 15],
operation as a heat engine is not possible for the harmonically trapped system. However,
allowing for additional chemical work, in the form of particle flow from the hot reservoir
to the working fluid, enables engine operation. In this scenario, the engine cycle may
instead be considered as an effective chemical engine cycle. Such a cycle is shown
to possess a favourable trade-off between power output and efficiency when the work
strokes are implemented via a sudden quench of the interaction strength. We show that
within the sudden quench regime, the engine functions with efficiency nearing the limit
of near-adiabatic (near-maximum) efficiency, while attaining maximum power output.

The article is organised as follows: In Section 2, we introduce our model of the
Otto cycle and describe the c-field approach that we use to simulate the complete finite-
time Otto cycle. Following this, in Section 3, we focus on the unitary work strokes and
identify the timescales governing a sudden quench, an intermediate-time quench, and a
near-adiabatic (quasistatic) quench. The knowledge of these timescales will enable us
to evaluate the trade-off between efficiency and power when we analyse the finite-time
performance of the engine. Next, in Section 4, we shift our focus to the equilibration
strokes with the reservoir. In this section, we investigate various dynamical scenarios
governing the equilibration strokes and evaluate the operational timescales of these
strokes, which will help us quantify the power output of the full engine cycle in an
experimentally realisable scenario. In Section 5, we utilize the findings of the previous
sections to evaluate the performance of the proposed interaction-driven chemical Otto
engine in its full four stroke cycle. We quantify figures of merit of the engine, such as the
power output, efficiency, and the trade-off between power and efficiency, as we increase
the duration of the work strokes from the sudden quench regime to the near-adiabatic
(quasistatic) regime. Finally, in Section 6, we summarise our findings and discuss the
outlook.

2. The Otto cycle

The Otto engine cycle, demonstrated schematically in Fig. 1, is widely studied in the
field of quantum thermodynamics due to its relative simplicity [34], in addition to being



Finite-time quantum Otto engine 4

Qy

(b)

ge -

0 tin tw ten

Figure 1. An interaction-driven quantum Otto cycle with a harmonically trapped
1D Bose gas as the working fluid. Panel (a) shows a schematic diagram of the four

strokes of the Otto cycle in the working fluid energy (H) versus interaction strength ¢
parameter space. For further details and notations, see text. Panel (b) illustrates the
time sequence of the interaction strength quench (not to scale) during the four strokes
of the Otto cycle: two thermalization strokes of duration ¢, and two work strokes
of duration ty. As g ~ 2Aw, a, the change in g can be achieved via an increase or
reduction of the frequency of transverse confinement w, , which then makes the work
strokes DA and BC analogous, respectively, to (transverse) compression or expansion
strokes of the regular, volumetric Otto cycle.

the closest model to real-world engine cycles. It consists of two unitary work strokes
alternated with two isochoric equilibration strokes in which the working fluid is coupled
to external thermal reservoirs. In particular, the unitary work strokes, denoted BC and
DA in Fig. 1(a), correspond to volumetric compression and expansion, respectively,
and are implemented via an external control parameter over the working fluid. The
equilibration strokes AB and CD consist of coupling the working fluid to hot and cold
thermal reservoirs, at temperatures T}, and T,, respectively, while maintaining constant
volume. In the following subsections, we will describe our model and the implementation
of the individual strokes, as well as their combined operation in a full four-stroke cycle
of the Otto engine.
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2.1. The Model

In this work, we consider a working fluid consisting of a harmonically trapped ultracold
1D Bose gas in the weakly interacting quasicondensate regime [35-41]. The Hamiltonian
of this system (s), in second-quantized form, is given by
2 o2

i1, = / a1 {_j_m% b omute? L, )
where w is the longitudinal trapping frequency, m is the particle mass, and \ill(a:) and
\ils(x) are the bosonic field creation and annihilation operators, respectively. Further,
gs is the strength of repulsive (g; > 0) interparticle interactions within the working
fluid that can be related to the frequency of transverse confinement, w,, and the three-
dimensional s-wave scattering length, a, via the relationship g, ~ 2hAw, a, valid away
from confinement-induced resonances [42].

Modelling the work strokes of the Otto cycle corresponds to simulating the unitary,
real-time dynamics of the working fluid governed by the Hamiltonian (1) in response
to a change of an external parameter. In this work, we study an interaction-driven
Otto cycle, enacted through control over the interaction strength g,. In practice,
the interaction strength can be tuned either by changing the scattering length a
using magnetic Feshbach resonance [43], or by varying the frequency of the transverse
confinement w, [44], both methods leading to identical results reported here. Tuning
the interaction strength by increasing or reducing w,; can be regarded, respectively, as
transverse compression or expansion of the working fluid [15], offering an analogy to the
conventional volumetric Otto cycle even when the interaction strength is changed via a
magnetic Feshbach resonance. During compression stroke DA, work, W, > 0, is done
on the working fluid by increasing the interaction strength, whereas in expansion stroke
BC, the interaction strength is decreased allowing work, Wey, < 0, to be done by the
working fluid. The net work extracted in one complete cycle is thus W = Weom + Wexp,
which must be negative, W < 0, for the cycle to operate as an engine.

To model the equilibration strokes, on the other hand, we consider a coupled system
in which the working fluid, described by the Hamiltonian (1), is coupled to another,
larger 1D quasicondensate which serves as the reservoir. The coupling to the hot and cold
reservoirs is alternated between the compression and expansion work strokes, but apart
from that we assume that the hot and cold reservoirs are described identically, except for
their respective thermal equilibrium temperatures. More specifically, for modelling the
equilibration strokes, we employ the tunnel-coupled model of two quasicondensates [45]
described by the following Hamiltonian:

I:Icoupled = f{s + Hh(c) - hj/dl’ [\i/l\ijh(c) + @IL(C)@S] (2)

Here, the subscript s denotes the system or the working fluid, whereas the subscripts h
and c denote the hot and cold reservoirs, respectively. The Hamiltonians f[h(c) for the
hot (cold) reservoirs have the same structure as Eq. (1), except that the field operators
\ifs(:v) are replaced by \ilh(c) (x). The parameter J characterizes the tunnel-coupling
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strength between the working fluid and the reservoir; it can be determined precisely in
experiments by probing their mutual two-point phase-correlation function using matter-
wave interferometry [46].

2.2. Numerical method

To implement the four strokes of the quantum Otto cycle, we utilize the numerical
c-field method, developed for studying the finite-temperature dynamics of Bose gases
[45,47-51]. This involves decomposing the quantum field operator \i/i(x,t) into two
distinct regions: the classical, or c-field region, composed of highly occupied low-energy
modes that can be described by a complex field amplitude 1/12-(0)(% t), and the thermal
region containing sparsely occupied high-energy modes that act as an effective thermal
bath for the c-field. We now detail the numerical implementation of the entire finite-time
Otto cycle using the c-field method.

Step 1: Unitary compression work stroke, DA: We prepare the initial finite-temperature
thermal equilibrium state of the working fluid at point D of Fig. 1 using the stochastic
projected Gross-Pitaevskii equation (SPGPE) [52,53],

r
kpTs

O (z,1) = PO { — OO t)dt+

L Oyl (us—£§C>>w£C><x,t)dt+dwr<x,t>}, (3)

where ¢§C>(x, t) is the classical field of the working fluid or the system (s). In Eq. (3),
the parameters pg and T refer to the chemical potential and temperature of the thermal
region and determine the total number of particles in the c-field region of the working
fluid, ¢§C)(x, t). The operator PO i 4 projector operator that sets up the boundary
between the c-field and thermal region, defined by a cut-off energy, €.,;. The Gross-

Pitaevskii operator, £§C), is given by
h?* o2 1
L0 = — o smea 4 g, |0l D 4

We note here that we have matched up the strength of interparticle interactions and the
temperature of the working fluid to those of the cold reservoir, which is to be considered
later (in stroke CD, see below), i.e., we have chosen g5 = ¢. and Ty = T, for the initial
thermal equilibrium state of the working fluid.

Finally, the stochastic noise term, dWr(z,t), in Eq. (3) corresponds to complex
white noise, defined by the correlation [51-53],

(AW (z, t)dWr (2!, 1)) = 2T (x — 2 )dt. (5)

where I' is the growth rate that characterises the strength of the coupling between the
c-field and the effective thermal bath, with (-) referring to stochastic averaging over
a large number of independent stochastic realisations (trajectories). In practice, the
growth rate I' may be chosen according to numerical convenience as it does not affect
the final thermal equilibrium configuration [51,53].
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At the end of this preparation stage, the working fluid is at point D in the Otto
cycle diagram of Fig. 1. To initiate the first (compression) work stroke of the Otto
cycle, DA, we assume that the working fluid is isolated from all external reservoirs and
its interaction strength is quenched from an initial value, g, = g. to the final value gy,.
We assume that the interaction quench is realised over a finite duration according to a
linear protocol,

gs(t) =gc+ (gh - gc)t/tW7 (6)
where t,, is the duration of the quench. The working fluid now undergoes a unitary
evolution, which is modelled by the following projected Gross-Pitaevskii equation
(PGPE) [47,54]:

2 92

iﬁ%%@)(% t) — 'p(c){_h_a_ + lmngQ + gs(t)sz(c) |2} (7)
Through this stroke, mechanical work W, > 0 is done on the working fluid. The
quantity Ween, is computed numerically by evaluating the change in the Hamiltonian
energy of the working fluid after completion of the stroke at point A, i.e, Weon =
(ﬁs> A~ (F[S)D. The duration t,, in which the compression stroke DA is completed
determines the state of the working fluid at the end of the stroke. If this compression
stroke is executed via a sudden quench, the working fluid at point A will be in a highly
non-equilibrium state with no definable temperature. In contrast, if the compression
stroke is carried out using a slow quasistatic quench, then the working fluid at point A
will have a definite temperature, T, > T..

Step 2: FEquilibration with hot reservoir, AB: Upon completion of the unitary
compression stroke DA at time t,,, we next model the subsequent equilibration stroke
AB with the hot reservoir by switching on the tunnel coupling between the working
fluid and the hot reservoir. In an experimental setup, the tunnel-coupled system of
1D quasicondensates, or the 1D bosonic Josephson junction, can be realized using
a quantum degenerate Bose gas confined in a tunable double well potential in the
transverse direction [46]. The dynamics of the working fluid coupled to the hot reservoir
are now modelled using the coupled PGPEs [45],

mﬁlp(c) (z,t) = P© _h_28_2+lmw2x2+g 1 OP—hJ D (2, t) b, (8)
ot'® ’ 2m 0z? 2 sirs he VR

L0 () _ oo RO (©)2 (©)

zha W (z,t) =P ~ 5 94 + Vi (z) + gulpy, |7 — RIS (w,t) 5, (9)

where, ¢ is the c-field for the hot reservoir (h), which is at a temperature 7j,. The
initial state of the hot reservoir is prepared exactly in the same way as the working fluid,
using the SPGPE, Eq. (3), except with the subscript s replaced by h.

To initiate equilibration stroke AB, the tunnel-coupling parameter is quenched from
J = 0 to a constant value, which we chose to be J = 2w for definiteness. Moreover,
during the equilibration stroke with the hot reservoir, the interaction strength parameter
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Figure 2. Tllustration of three typical chemical potential offset (Apu) settings relevant
for modelling the thermalization strokes when the working fluid is tunnel-coupled to a
hot (h, red) or cold (c, blue) reservoir via a transverse double-well potential. In panel
(a), the chemical potentials satisfy pus+Ap < pp, resulting in net particle flow from the
reservoir to the working fluid, which is the case for stroke AB; panel (b) corresponds
to the reverse situation, which is the case for stroke CD with ps + Ap > p; finally,
panel (c) illustrates a balanced situation of pus + Ap = p., which does not result in
any net particle flow between the working fluid and the cold reservoir (with the same
being true if the cold reservoir is replaced by the hot one).

of the working fluid is kept constant at value g, = g,. The external trapping potential
in Eq. (9) (b) is given by,

1
Vi(x) = émw2x2 — Ap, (10)

where we have introduced a chemical potential offset, Au, in order to control the net
flow of particles from the reservoir to the working fluid if pus + Ap < pp, or vice versa —
from the working fluid to the reservoir — if we were to chose us + A > pp, (see Fig. 2
for illustrations). The latter arrangement, with s + Ap > g, is the case for the stroke
CD (see below). We note here that, while the choice of Ay affects the overall net
flow of particles upon completion of the DA stroke, transient transfer and oscillations
of particles between the working fluid and the reservoir is still possible, and is in fact
required for establishing eventual mutual thermal equilibrium.

The coupled PGPEs, Egs. (8) and (9), are evolved for a duration of time, which we
refer to as thermalization time t,, during which the working fluid comes into thermal

equilibrium with the hot reservoir. In the process, energy, E;, = <ﬁS>B —(H)A >0,
is transferred from the hot reservoir to the working fluid.

Step 8: Unitary expansion work stroke, BC: After completion of the equilibration stroke
with the hot reservoir, we switch off the tunnel coupling, i.e. set J = 0, and perform
the expansion work stroke by evolving the working fluid according to the PGPE given
in Eq. (7), except that now the interaction strength, g(t) is decreased from the value g,
back to g. according to the following linear protocol:

9(t) = gn — (gn — gc)t/tw- (11)
During the expansion work stroke, which is completed in the same duration (¢) as the
compression stroke, the working fluid performs work We,, < 0. Similarly to Weem, the
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quantity Wey, is computed numerically by evaluating the change in the Hamiltonian
energy of the working fluid after completion of the expansion stroke at point B, i.e,

Wexp = (Ho)g — (H) A -

Step 4: Equilibration with cold reservoir, CD: On completion of the expansion stroke, we
enable tunnel coupling with the cold reservoir and simulate the dynamics of equilibration
using the coupled PGPEs given in Egs. (8) and (9), except that the subscript h is
replaced by ¢. During this stroke, energy Fq; = <H D~ (lf[ s)C < 0, is being transferred
from the working fluid to the cold reservoir, returning the working fluid and the overall
Otto cycle to the point of initialization D.

The overall performance of this engine cycle may be quantified through the net
work,

W = Weom + Wexp, (12)
which must be negative for the Otto cycle to operate as an engine, efficiency,

n=—W/Eq, (13)
and power output,

P =—W/t, (14)
where t, is the total cycle time, given by tyo, = 2(ty + tin)-

3. Quantifying the timescales for the unitary work strokes

In this section, we analyze the three distinct time-scales over which the work strokes may
be performed via a quench of the interaction strength. These include: (i) the sudden
quench, where the efficiency is lowest due to the production of maximum irreversible
work [21,32]; (i) the near-adiabatic (quasistatic) quench, which corresponds to near-
maximal efficiency but minimal power output due to extremely long driving time [55];
and (44) the intermediate quench, which lies in between the first two extremes and
highlights the trade-off between power and efficiency.

In theory, a sudden quench is often treated as if it were instantaneous [48,49, 56.
However, in practice, a “sudden” quench is not truly instantaneous but occurs over a
finite duration [44]. This duration must be fast enough to be nearly sudden with respect
to the characteristic timescale for longitudinal dynamics, ¢ = 27/w, yet slow enough
(near adiabatic) in relation to the characteristic timescale for transverse dynamics,
t, = 2m/w,, so that one avoids exciting any transverse excitations and maintains the
1D nature of the system [44].

Accordingly, in our simulations, the unitary work strokes in the sudden quench
regime are completed in a finite time by performing a linear quench of the interaction
strength described in Egs. (6) and (11), satisfying the following the condition:

l <ty < 1. (15)
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Figure 3. Time-evolution of the real-space density profile p(z,t) of a weakly
interacting 1D Bose gas, following an interaction strength quench. After preparing
the initial state (¢t = 0), a linear quench of the interaction strength g5 was performed
according to Eq. (6), from an initial value of g. to the final value g, = 1.80g., and
the working fluid was evolved according to the 1D PGPE (7). The quench duration
(shown as vertical dashed lines) was chosen as: (a) ¢ = 0.05/w (sudden quench);
(b) tw = 30.0/w (intermediate); (c) tw = 100/w (intermediate); and (d) tw = 300/w
(near-adiabatic or quasistatic quench). The dimensionless position z/l}, is defined
using the characteristic harmonic oscillator length along the longitudinal dimension,
Iho = \/h/mw. All results in this paper are for a gas of 837Rb atoms with mass
m ~ 1.44 x 1072 kg and 3D scattering length as ~ 5.31nm. The initial thermal
equilibrium temperature of the working fluid here is Ty = 86.3 nK and the total
number of particles is Ny ~ 1750 which was obtained using the chemical potential
ps = 6.62 x 10731 J. The other relevant physical parameters that were used are as
follows: w/2m = 20.0 Hz and g. = 1.27 x 10738 J.m. The transverse confinement
frequency that was used to achieve this value of interaction strength was w, /27 = 1.81
kHz (recall that gs~2hw, a).

The quasistatic or near-adiabatic engine cycle, on the other hand, corresponds

to completing the work strokes over timescales during which the system remains
approximately in thermal equilibrium states. This implies that the work strokes are

near-adiabatic relative to both time-scales introduced above, i.e.,

L <t < by (16)
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Finally, to complete the work strokes in the intermediate regime, we follow the following
condition:

L <t ~ 1y (17)

In Fig. 3, we demonstrate the time-evolution of the real-space density profile of the
working fluid as we quench the interaction strength to perform the unitary compression
work stroke CD in time t,,. (The dynamics during the ezpansion strokes are similar and
will not be shown). To identify distinct dynamical regimes as a function of the quench
duration, we complete the interaction strength quench over various values of ¢, and
then continue simulating the unitary post-quench dynamics of the system (instead of
immediately implementing the next stroke of the Otto cycle — the thermalization stroke
BA). This is done for diagnostics purposes only — as to identify the presence, or lack
thereof, of any longitudinal excitations in the system — for the quench to be regarded as
sudden or intermediate, as opposed to near-adiabatic (quasistatic) quench.

The vertical dashed lines in Figs. 3 (a)—(d) mark the completion of the interaction
quench over duration ty. In Fig. 3 (a), this duration is too short for the dotted line to
be visible; here, we are in the sudden quench regime and can clearly see excitation of
breathing mode oscillations [44, 49, 56-59] after the interaction quench is completed.
In contrast, Fig. 3(b) and (c) depict the dynamics after the intermediate quench.
Here, post-quench breathing mode oscillations are significantly suppressed, however,
we can still observe weak breathing mode excitations during the quench, indicating that
these quenches are not yet slow enough to be classified as near-adiabatic or quasistatic.
Finally, Fig. 3 (d) illustrates what we classify as a near-adiabatic (quasistatic) quench.
Over these timescales, no observable non-adiabatic excitations are produced. This
regime of the Otto engine is expected to result in near-maximum efficiency due to
minimal irreversible work produced during the work strokes [7,21,32,60].

4. Operational timescales for thermalization strokes under various
dynamical scenarios

The power output of an engine cycle is inversely dependent on the total cycle time.
This is broken down into a sum of the duration of the unitary work strokes, which are
controlled externally, and the equilibration strokes, which are not externally controlled
but are typically assumed to be fast in comparison to that of the work strokes [7,8,29-33].
In this section, we analyze these equilibration strokes in order to determine the
characteristic operational timescale that governs the thermalization of the working fluid.
In particular, we explore the effects of various factors, such as the size and temperature
of the reservoir, as well as the duration of the prior work stroke which can leave the
system in a highly non-equilibrium state after a sudden quench; or in a near-equilibrium
state after a quasistatic quench.

Specifically, we focus on the thermalization stroke AB that follows immediately
after the unitary compression stroke DA studied in the previous section. In Fig. 4 (a),
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Figure 4. Relative change in energy and particle number, AF(t)/F4(0) and
AN, (t)/Ns(0), of the working fluid versus dimensionless time wt during the
thermalization stroke AB. (b) Absolute value of the work extracted from the working
fluid in the sudden-quench expansion stroke BC as a function of the dimensionless
duration of the thermalization stroke AB wt;;,. The dimensionless duration of
expansion stroke BC is wt,, = 0.05. All parameter values for the initial state of the
system and the ratio of the values of g. and g, are the same as in Fig. 3, except that
now (during the expansion stroke) the interaction strength is quenched from gy back to
ge. The hot reservoir is prepared with interaction strength g5, = 2.29 x 10738 J-m and
temperature T}, = 258 nK. The ratio of particle number between the reservoir and the
system is Np /N, ~ 7.31. The particle number of the reservoir is N ~ 12800, which is
obtained using the chemical potential y, = 39.7 x 10~3! J. The ratio of temperature
between the initial states of the system and the hot reservoir is Ty, /T. = 3.00. The
results in this figure correspond to the chemical offset arrangement shown in Fig. 2(c),
where we have maintained ANg(t > 1/w) ~ 0, by using up =~ ps + Au, with
Ap=29.5x 1073 J.

we illustrate the time evolution of relative changes in the working fluid’s (or system’s,
for which we use the subscript s) energy and particle number, AE(t)/Es(0) = (Eq(t) —
E(0))/Es(0) and ANg(t)/Ns(0) = (Ns(t) — Ns(0)/Ns(0), during this thermalization
stroke. Here, the quantities E,(t) = (H,(t)) and Ny(t) = [(Ul(z,t)W,(x,t))dz are
evaluated by replacing the creation and annihilation field operators by time-evolving
stochastic realizations of the c-fields, s (z,t) and ¥ (z,1), and by replacing quantum
mechanical ensemble averages by stochastic averages over a large number (typically
2000) of stochastic realisations. In the examples shown in Fig. 4 (a), we consider the
scenario where the thermalization stroke AB is initiated immediately after executing the
work stroke DA via a finite-time sudden quench (as in Fig. 3(a)); completion of the work
stroke at t = t,,, corresponds to the start of the thermalization stroke AB, which we
reset to be the zero, t = 0, in the horizontal axes labels. We observe that, after an initial
rapid exchange of particles, which occurs in the form of damped oscillations, we have
maintained—in this example—zero net exchange in the particle number of the working
fluid, i.e. AN4(t > 1/w) ~ 0. This is achieved by tailoring the chemical potential offset,
Ap, such that we maintain zero net flow of particles, as was illustrated in Fig. 2 (c).
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Figure 5. Relative change in energy of the working fluid, AFE,(t)/FE,(0), versus the
dimensionless time wt during the thermalization stroke AB, for various scenarios: (a)
different ratios of particle number, N, /Ny ~ 7, Np/N; ~ 4, and N /N, ~ 2; (b)
different temperature ratios, Ty /T, = 3, Ty, /T. = 2, and T}, /T. = 1; (c¢) dynamics of
thermalization following a sudden quench in the work stroke (¢, = 0.05/w) compared
to a quasistatic quench (¢, = 300/w); and (d) dynamics of thermalization in a pure
heat engine scenario (AN = 0) compared to a chemical engine scenario with a net
particle flow of AN = 751 into the system from the hot reservoir. In all cases, the
initial parameters of the system and the ratio of interaction strength quench for the
work stroke are the same as in Fig. 3. In all panels, the system’s initial particle number,
Ny ~ 1750 and temperature, Ts = T, = 86.3 nK were the same. For the remaining
parameter values, see [61].

Even though AN(t > 1/w) ~ 0, we observe a net increase in the energy of the working
fluid after a sufficiently long duration of the thermalization stroke, AFEs(t > 40/w),
which is due to purely temperature imbalance. We point out here that, even though the

working fluid may have not come to complete thermal equilibrium at time ¢ ~ 40/w,
the bulk of the energy transfer, which is to be converted into useful work in the next

stroke BC, has already taken place by this time.

In Fig. 4 (b), we show how the duration of the thermalization stroke AB affects the
amount of work, Wey, < 0, done by the working fluid during the subsequent expansion
stroke BC. More specifically, we show the absolute value of the work, |We|, as a
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function of the duration, t;,, of the thermalization stroke AB during which the working
fluid is kept in contact with the hot reservoir. We observe that after ¢y, ~ 40/w the
absolute work |Wey,| shows negligible further change with an increased duration of the
thermalization stroke AB. This is consistent with the observation made in Fig. 4 (a)
that the bulk of the energy from the hot reservoir, that is being converted into work,
has already been transferred to the working fluid by ty, ~ 40/w.

In Figs. 5(a) and (b) we illustrate, respectively, the effects of the size and
temperature of the hot reservoir on the dynamics of the relative change in energy,
AE(t)/Es(0), of the working fluid during the thermalization stroke AB. In both these
cases, just as we begin the thermalization stroke, the working fluid is in an out-of-
equilibrium state after the completion of the compression work stroke via a sudden
quench (¢, = 0.05/w). The completion of the work stroke at ¢ = t,,, corresponds to the
start of the thermalization stroke AB, which we reset to be the zero, t = 0, in Fig. 5,
just as we did in Fig. 4.

In the examples of Fig. 5(a), the thermalization stroke is implemented using
three different hot reservoirs, each with a different particle number but an identical
temperature, whereas the number of particles in the working fluid is kept constant at
N, = 1750. The energy transfer from the reservoir to the working fluid again takes
place through damped oscillations. The net increase in energy of the working fluid after
a sufficiently long duration of the thermalization stroke, AE (> 1/w), increases with
the size of the hot reservoir, as expected. Furthermore, when using a small reservoir,
the amplitude of oscillations, responsible for energy transfer, is smaller than in the case
of a larger reservoir, and the oscillations damp faster. This means that, when using a
smaller reservoir, the thermalization stroke can be terminated at an earlier time, since
the bulk of the energy transfer has already occurred during the first few oscillations.

For the examples of Fig 5 (b), we employ the same procedure as in Fig.5(a), but in
this case we consider three different temperatures of the hot reservoir, and keep its total
particle number fixed. In these three scenarios, we observe that the dynamics of the
relative change in energy of the working fluid are largely insensitive to the temperature of
the reservoir and that the bulk of energy transfer from the reservoir to the working fluid
occurs on the same timescale. This suggests that the temperature of the hot reservoir
may not have a significant effect on the Otto engine power output. Additionally, we see
that the net energy transfer from reservoirs of different temperatures does not vary much,
suggesting that these temperatures may not have a significant effect on the efficiency of
the engine either. This is consistent with a similar recent finding from Ref. [62], for a
study of the conventional (volumetric) Otto cycle with partially condensed, harmonically
trapped Bose-Einstein condensate as the working fluid.

In Fig. 5(c), we analyse the dynamics of energy transfer from the reservoir to
the working fluid, depending on whether the working fluid, after the previous work
stroke, was left in a highly non-equilibrium state (such as in a sudden quench work
stroke) or in a near-equilibrium state (such as after a quasistatic work stroke). Here, the
curve corresponding to energy transfer after a sudden quench work stroke is the same
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as the respective curve from Fig. 5(a). The curve corresponding to energy transfer
after a quasistatic work stroke, on the other hand, is shown in red. As we see, the
dynamics of energy transfer in both cases are very similar: thermalization in both cases
occurs over similar time scales, and the net increase in energy of the working fluid is
approximately the same, with the net energy increase after a quasistatic work stroke
being only marginally larger than that after a sudden quench work stroke. This suggests
that the rate and magnitude of energy transfer during the thermalization stroke does
not strongly depend on the state (highly non-equilibrium versus near equilibrium) of
the working fluid. Therefore, executing the work strokes in a quasistatic manner does
not lead to faster thermalization nor a more significant increase in energy of the system
at the end of the thermalization stroke with the hot reservoir.

Finally, in Fig. 5 (d), we demonstrate our model’s capability to function as a
chemical engine. We compare the relative increase in energy of the working fluid during
the thermalization stroke AB in two scenarios: first, corresponding to a pure heat
engine, when there is no net flow of particles from the hot reservoir to the working
fluid, i.e. AN(t > 1/w) ~ 0, using the scheme of Fig. 2 (c) and repeating the result
for Ny /Ns; = 7 from Fig. 4 (a) (blue curve); and second, corresponding to a chemical
engine, where we allow for an additional flow of AN particles from the hot reservoir into
the working fluid, using the scheme of Fig. 2 (a) (red curve). We observe a significant
increase in the energy of the working fluid as we perform additional chemical work via
the particle inflow. Thus, increasing the particle inflow from the hot reservoir to the
working fluid provides an opportunity to increase the beneficial net work, as we have
more energy, L,, at our disposal to be utilized to perform work, Wey,, in the subsequent
expansion stroke.

5. Performance of the full Otto cycle

In this section, we combine the analysis of characteristic timescales for the work and
thermalization strokes in the interaction-driven Otto cycle to evaluate the overall
performance of the proposed Otto engine and the trade-off between its power and
efficiency.

5.1. Impossibility of operating as a heat engine

We first discuss a full interaction-quench Otto cycle with a harmonically trapped 1D
Bose gas operating in a pure heat engine setup, i.e., when the chemical potential offset
Ap (see Fig. 2) is chosen in such a way that there is no net particle flow between the
working fluid and the reservoirs. This study was motivated by an attempt to extend the
uniform 1D Bose gas results of Refs. [14,15] to a harmonically trapped system, which
is easier to realise experimentally. What we found, however, was that a harmonically
trapped 1D Bose gas, unlike the uniform system, did not result in engine operation
regime with large and negative W < 0: the net work was either positive in the sudden
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quench scenario (implying that the system gained energy as a result of the cycle, rather
than lost energy to a useful work), or was negative, but very small, in the quasistatic
quench. This finding is illustrated in Fig. 6 (a), where see that —W as a function of the
number of particles AN is negative (i.e., W > 0) for AN = 0, in the sudden-quench
Otto cycle. The quantity —W becomes positive (i.e., W < 0) only at some finite AN, in
which case we refer to the Otto cycle as a chemical engine (see next subsection), rather
than heat engine.

The main reason hindering the operation of the Otto cycle as a heat engine using
a harmonically trapped 1D Bose gas is that the net work is now not only a function of
the difference of the local atom-atom correlation functions at the hot and cold thermal
equilibrium points B and D of the Otto cycle diagram of Fig. 1 (for details, see [15]),
but it also depends on the inhomogeneity of the density profile and, in particular, on
the peak density at these equilibrium points. The overall effect of this is that, while
the atom-atom pair correlation has a favourable dependence on the temperature 1" for
the net work done by the fluid to be large and positive, the dependence of the peak
density on the temperature is not favourable and it cancels out the positive net work
that would be otherwise realisable in a uniform system where the densities in the hot
and cold equilibrium points are the same.

5.2. Operating as an Otto chemical engine

Although operating our interaction-driven Otto cycle as a purely heat engine is not
feasible using a harmonically trapped Bose gas, we find that one can still operate it as a
chemical engine by performing additional chemical work on the working fluid during the
thermalization stroke AB. This additional chemical work is performed via the inflow of
particles AN from the hot reservoir to the working fluid, using the chemical potential
offset arrangement shown in Fig. 2 (a) and demonstrated in Fig. 5 (d). The increase in
total particle number results in a corresponding increase in the energy of the working
fluid, which is available to be converted into mechanical work in the subsequent work
stroke BC. After completing this work stroke, we couple the working fluid to the cold
reservoir and transfer the same excess number of particles AN to the cold reservoir in
the equilibration stroke CD, hence returning the working fluid into the state with the
same initial number of particles.

The efficiency, n = —W/E}, of such a chemical Otto engine can be calculated by
simply evaluating the energy differences at the end of each stroke, as described in Sec. 2.
Unlike the case of a pure heat engine, the energy, E;, = (fIS>B — (fIS>A > 0, in an Otto
chemical engine includes a contribution from chemical work and can be expressed as

Ein = Qin + Wchemical- (18)

Here, )i, is the heat taken in by the working during the thermalization stroke with the
hot reservoir, AB, whereas W,emical Tepresents the additional chemical work done on
the working fluid via the transfer of AN particles. Though calculating the individual
contributions, (i, and Wepemical, in the total Ei, is a nontrivial task, as the heat and
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Figure 6. Net work and power output of an interaction-driven Otto engine as a
function of the number of particles, AN, exchanged with the hot and cold reservoirs
during the thermalization strokes for sudden, intermediate, and quasistatic quenches.
In panel (a), we show the net work —W/hw (in units of Aw), with —W > 0
corresponding to positive net work done by the working fluid. For the first two data
points of the blue curve and the first data point of the red curve, we have —W < 0,
meaning these points do not correspond to performance as an engine. In panel (b), we
show the power output, P/Aw? (in units of Aiw?) of the Otto engine cycle corresponding
to the data in (a). The data points that do not correspond to engine operation have
been removed from (b). The duration of the thermalization stroke with each of the
reservoirs was fixed at ¢y, = 40/w in all three cases. All other parameters are the same
as in Fig. 4.

particle transport are intrinsically coupled processes (see, e.g., [63,64]), we emphasise
here that the chemical work is included in the overall energetic cost of evaluating the
efficiency of the Otto chemical engine by defining the efficiency via n = —W/E},, rather
than via n = —W/Qi,.

5.8. Trade-off between power and efficiency

We finally analyse the overall performance of the finite-time Otto chemical engine and
evaluate the trade-off between its power and efficiency. In Fig. 6, we show the net work
and power output of the Otto chemical engine as a function of the number of particles
AN exchanged with the reservoir, for three types of work strokes, corresponding to:
sudden interaction quench, intermediate quench, and quasistatic quench. We see that,
as we increase AN, both the net work and power output increase in all three scenarios.
Furthermore, as evident in Fig. 6 (a), the maximum work output occurs when the unitary
work strokes are implemented through a quasistatic (near- adiabatic) quench of the
interaction strength, as expected. We observe, however, that transitioning from the
slowest quasistatic quench to the fastest sudden quench regime results in a relatively
minor loss in work output, despite the work stroke being executed orders of magnitude
faster. This suggests that in the explored engine cycle, non-adiabatic excitations
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Figure 7. Efficiency, 1, and efficient power as a function of the number of particles
AN exchanged with the hot and cold reservoirs during the thermalization strokes for
sudden, intermediate, and quasistatic quenches. All initial parameters of the working
fluid and the reservoir are the same as in Fig. 4. The thermalization time with the
reservoir was fixed at ¢y, = 40/w for all three cases. In panel (a), we show the efficiency
n, with 7 > 0 corresponding to operation as an engine, i.e., when net work —W > 0;
the first two data points of the blue curve and the first data point of the red curve in
(a) do not correspond to engine operation, as —W < 0 and hence n < 0. In panel (b),
we show the efficient power (see text) of the Otto engine cycle, corresponding to the
data in (a). The data points that do not correspond to engine operation have been
removed from (b).

contribute minimally to irreversible work and therefore optimising the quench protocol
via a shortcut to adiabaticity [65,66] may not be necessary to operate at near-maximum
efficiency [6-8,21].

In Fig. 6 (b), which shows the power, we observe that beyond a specific threshold
value of AN ~ 530, the engine driven by a sudden quench of the interaction strength
achieves a higher power output compared to the engine driven by a slow quasistatic
and an intermediate quench for the work strokes. This increased power output can be
attributed to the combination of two factors: first, the total engine driving time, ¢,
in the sudden quench scenario is significantly shorter than the intermediate and the
quasistatic quench; second, as demonstrated in Fig. 6 (a), in a sudden quench engine,
there is a relatively minor loss in net work —IV, despite the work strokes being executed
significantly faster. Consequently, given that power output is defined as P = —W/t,
the sudden interaction quench engine significantly outperforms both the quasistatic and
intermediate quench engines in terms of power output.

In Fig. 7 (a), we plot the efficiency as a function of the number of particles,
AN, for the chemical Otto engine driven by sudden, intermediate, and near-adiabatic
(quasistatic) quenches of interaction strength during the work strokes. Consistent with
observations in work and power output, an increase in AN leads to enhanced efficiency
for all three quench scenarios. Furthermore, we observe that the sudden quench engine
operates at efficiencies that are very close to the near-maximum limit achieved by the
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quasistatic work strokes. This result aligns with the results shown in Fig. 6 (a), and
means one can operate at near-maximum efficiencies by implementing the simplest finite-
time and even sudden work strokes without relying on any optimisation protocol such
as the STA to achieve similarly high efficiency [6-8,21,65]. The results of Figs. 6 (a) and
7 (b) confirm that irreversible work due to non-adiabatic excitations is not significant
in this model, thereby making the use of STA practically redundant in our proposed
engine cycle.

Furthermore, to quantify the trade-off between efficiency and power, we use the
parameter “efficient power”, which was first proposed in Ref. [67]. Efficient power is
simply a product of the efficiency and power output, and provides a direct relation
between the increase in the power output per unit decrease in the efficiency [67,68]. In
Fig. 7 (b), we show the efficient power for the engines driven by sudden, intermediate
and quasistatic interaction quenches for work strokes as a function of AN. We observed
that the engine operating in the sudden quench regime provides the maximum efficient
power provided a certain threshold value of AN (equal to AN ~ 900 in this example)
is crossed.

The main takeaway from the finite-time analysis of the proposed Otto chemical
engine cycle is the favourable trade-off between efficiency and power output achieved
by executing the work strokes through a sudden quench of the interaction strength.
Furthermore, as we increase the number of particles, AN, exchanged with the reservoirs,
we observe a boost in engine performance across all three chosen quench times of the
work strokes considered in this study: sudden quench, intermediate, and quasistatic
quench. We additionally note that the qualitative conclusions presented above remain
valid as long as we are within the weakly interacting regime of the 1D Bose gas,
irrespective of the specific values of the parameters chosen.

6. Conclusions

We simulated a finite-time quantum Otto cycle driven by a quench of atomic interactions
of a 1D Bose gas in the weakly interacting quasicondensate regime. Our analysis
included a simulation of both the unitary work strokes and the thermalization strokes
for the proposed Otto cycle. To simulate the work strokes, we treated the working fluid
as an isolated many-body quantum system undergoing unitary evolution, starting from
a thermal initial state. The thermalization strokes, on the other hand, were simulated
by treating the working fluid as an open many-body quantum system coupled to another
many-body quantum system serving as the reservoir, both treated microscopically.
We identified characteristic operational timescales for these thermalization strokes in
experimentally realistic regimes.

The Otto engine’s performance was evaluated in three different scenarios
corresponding to three typical timescales for the execution of the work strokes: a sudden
quench, an intermediate quench, and a slow quasistatic (near-adiabatic) quench. We
first found that, contrary to a uniformly trapped Bose gas [15], a harmonically trapped
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system does not function as a heat engine. Nonetheless, we have also found that
engine operation can be restored by enabling additional chemical work in the form
of particle inflow from the hot reservoir to the working fluid. Thus, we have found that
a harmonically trapped 1D Bose gas can operate effectively as a chemical Otto engine.
We have shown that such a chemical Otto engine, when operating in the sudden quench
regime, achieves an efficiency that is quite close to the near-maximum limit obtained by
implementing the work strokes in a quasistatic fashion. Thus, in our proposed engine
cycle, it is possible to operate at near-maximum efficiency by executing the simplest
finite time quench (linear quench) or even a sudden quench of the interaction strength,
without relying on optimization protocols such as the STA. The primary reason for
this is the minimal amount of irreversible work generated by non-adiabatic excitations
during the finite-time driving of the Hamiltonian to execute the work strokes. Hence,
when work strokes are executed through a sudden quench of the interaction strength,
we observe a favourable trade-off between efficiency and power output in the chemical
Otto engine explored in this work.

In terms of future outlook, we note that the c-field approach employed here is
limited to only the weakly interacting regime of the 1D Bose gas [47]. Thus, future
work could utilize alternate theoretical approaches, such as generalized hydrodynamics
(GHD) [69-71], to explore the finite-time performance of the proposed engine across a
much broader available parameter space of interaction strength and temperature in a
1D Bose gas [37,38]. Further, conducting a similar analysis with a weakly interacting
quasicondensate as the working fluid and a strongly interacting Tonks—Girardeau gas as
the thermal reservoirs, or vice versa, could be another interesting scenario to address.

This work was supported through Australian Research Council Discovery Project
Grant No. DP190101515.

Acknowledgements

This work was supported through Australian Research Council Discovery Project Grant
No. DP190101515.



Finite-time quantum Otto engine 21

References

[1]

Jennifer Koch, Keerthy Menon, Eloisa Cuestas, Sian Barbosa, Eric Lutz, Thomas Fogarty,
Thomas Busch, and Artur Widera. A quantum engine in the BEC-BCS crossover. Nature,
621(7980):723-727, 2023.

Johannes Rofinagel, Samuel T Dawkins, Karl N Tolazzi, Obinna Abah, Eric Lutz, Ferdinand
Schmidt-Kaler, and Kilian Singer. A single-atom heat engine. Science, 352(6283):325-329,
2016.

Ethan Q. Simmons, Roshan Sajjad, Kimberlee Keithley, Hector Mas, Jeremy L. Tanlimco, Eber
Nolasco-Martinez, Yifei Bai, Glenn H. Fredrickson, and David M. Weld. Thermodynamic engine
with a quantum degenerate working fluid. Phys. Rev. Res., 5:1.042009, Oct 2023.

Quentin Bouton, Jens Nettersheim, Sabrina Burgardt, Daniel Adam, Eric Lutz, and Artur Widera.
A quantum heat engine driven by atomic collisions. Nature Communications, 12(1):2063, 2021.

James Klatzow, Jonas N Becker, Patrick M Ledingham, Christian Weinzetl, Krzysztof T
Kaczmarek, Dylan J Saunders, Joshua Nunn, Ian A Walmsley, Raam Uzdin, and Eilon Poem.
Experimental demonstration of quantum effects in the operation of microscopic heat engines.
Physical Review Letters, 122(11):110601, 2019.

Thomaés Fogarty and Thomas Busch. A many-body heat engine at criticality. Quantum Science
and Technology, 6(1):015003, 2020.

Tim Keller, Thomas Fogarty, Jing Li, and Thomas Busch. Feshbach engine in the Thomas-Fermi
regime. Physical Review Research, 2(3):033335, 2020.

Jing Li, Thomas Fogarty, Steve Campbell, Xi Chen, and Thomas Busch. An efficient nonlinear
Feshbach engine. New Journal of Physics, 20(1):015005, 2018.

Varinder Singh. Optimal operation of a three-level quantum heat engine and universal nature of
efficiency. Physical Review Research, 2(4):043187, 2020.

Fernando Brandao, Michal Horodecki, Nelly Ng, Jonathan Oppenheim, and Stephanie Wehner.
The second laws of quantum thermodynamics. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences,
112(11):3275-3279, 2015.

Lluis Masanes and Jonathan Oppenheim. A general derivation and quantification of the third law
of thermodynamics. Nature communications, 8(1):1-7, 2017.

Victor Mukherjee and Uma Divakaran. Many-body quantum thermal machines. Journal of
Physics: Condensed Matter, 33(45):454001, 2021.

Nicole Yunger Halpern, Christopher David White, Sarang Gopalakrishnan, and Gil Refael.
Quantum engine based on many-body localization. Physical Review B, 99(2):024203, 2019.

Yang-Yang Chen, Gentaro Watanabe, Yi-Cong Yu, Xi-Wen Guan, and Adolfo del Campo. An
interaction-driven many-particle quantum heat engine and its universal behavior. npj Quantum
Information, 5(1):88, 2019.

RS Watson and KV Kheruntsyan. Quantum many-body thermal machines enabled by atom-atom
correlations. arXiv preprint arXiv:2308.05266, 2024.

Marcela Herrera, John H Reina, Irene D’Amico, and Roberto M Serra. Correlation-boosted
quantum engine: A proof-of-principle demonstration. Physical Review Research, 5(4):043104,
2023.

Camille L Latune, Ilya Sinayskiy, and Francesco Petruccione. Collective heat capacity for quantum
thermometry and quantum engine enhancements. New Journal of Physics, 22(8):083049, 2020.

Juan Jaramillo, Mathieu Beau, and Adolfo del Campo. Quantum supremacy of many-particle
thermal machines. New Journal of Physics, 18(7):075019, 2016.

LA Williamson and Matthew J Davis. Many-body enhancement in a spin-chain quantum heat
engine. Physical Review B, 109(2):024310, 2024.

Andrea Solfanelli, Guido Giachetti, Michele Campisi, Stefano Ruffo, and Nicolo Defenu. Quantum
heat engine with long-range advantages. New Journal of Physics, 25(3):033030, 2023.

Obinna Abah and Mauro Paternostro. Shortcut-to-adiabaticity Otto engine: A twist to finite-time


https://www.nature.com/articles/s41586-023-06469-8
https://www.science.org/doi/full/10.1126/science.aad6320
https://journals.aps.org/prresearch/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevResearch.5.L042009
https://journals.aps.org/prresearch/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevResearch.5.L042009
https://www.nature.com/articles/s41467-021-22222-z
https://journals.aps.org/prl/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevLett.122.110601
https://iopscience.iop.org/article/10.1088/2058-9565/abbc63/meta
https://journals.aps.org/prresearch/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevResearch.2.033335
https://journals.aps.org/prresearch/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevResearch.2.033335
https://iopscience.iop.org/article/10.1088/1367-2630/aa9cd8/meta
https://iopscience.iop.org/article/10.1088/1367-2630/aa9cd8/meta
https://journals.aps.org/prresearch/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevResearch.2.043187
https://journals.aps.org/prresearch/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevResearch.2.043187
https://www.pnas.org/doi/abs/10.1073/pnas.1411728112
https://www.nature.com/articles/ncomms14538)
https://www.nature.com/articles/ncomms14538)
https://iopscience.iop.org/article/10.1088/1361-648X/ac1b60
https://journals.aps.org/prb/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevB.99.024203
https://www.nature.com/articles/s41534-019-0204-5
https://www.nature.com/articles/s41534-019-0204-5
https://arxiv.org/abs/2308.05266
https://arxiv.org/abs/2308.05266
https://journals.aps.org/prresearch/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevResearch.5.043104
https://journals.aps.org/prresearch/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevResearch.5.043104
https://iopscience.iop.org/article/10.1088/1367-2630/aba463/meta
https://iopscience.iop.org/article/10.1088/1367-2630/aba463/meta
https://iopscience.iop.org/article/10.1088/1367-2630/18/7/075019/meta
https://iopscience.iop.org/article/10.1088/1367-2630/18/7/075019/meta
https://journals.aps.org/prb/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevB.109.024310
https://journals.aps.org/prb/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevB.109.024310
https://iopscience.iop.org/article/10.1088/1367-2630/acc04e/meta
https://iopscience.iop.org/article/10.1088/1367-2630/acc04e/meta
https://journals.aps.org/pre/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevE.99.022110

Finite-time quantum Otto engine 22

[22]

[23]
[24]
[25]

[26]

thermodynamics. Physical Review E, 99(2):022110, 2019.

Andreas Hartmann, Victor Mukherjee, Wolfgang Niedenzu, and Wolfgang Lechner. Many-body
quantum heat engines with shortcuts to adiabaticity. Physical Review Research, 2(2):023145,
2020.

Naoto Shiraishi, Keiji Saito, and Hal Tasaki. Universal trade-off relation between power and
efficiency for heat engines. Physical review letters, 117(19):190601, 2016.

Steve Campbell and Sebastian Deffner. Trade-off between speed and cost in shortcuts to
adiabaticity. Physical review letters, 118(10):100601, 2017.

Michele Campisi and Rosario Fazio. The power of a critical heat engine. Nature communications,
7(1):11895, 2016.

David Guéry-Odelin, Andreas Ruschhaupt, Anthony Kiely, Erik Torrontegui, Sofia Martinez-
Garaot, and Juan Gonzalo Muga. Shortcuts to adiabaticity: Concepts, methods, and
applications. Reviews of Modern Physics, 91(4):045001, 2019.

Esteban Calzetta. Not-quite-free shortcuts to adiabaticity. Physical Review A, 98(3):032107, 2018.

Xi Chen and J Gonzalo Muga. Transient energy excitation in shortcuts to adiabaticity for the
time-dependent harmonic oscillator. Physical Review A, 82(5):053403, 2010.

Mohamed Boubakour, Thomas Fogarty, and Thomas Busch. Interaction-enhanced quantum heat
engine. Physical Review Research, 5(1):013088, 2023.

Lunan Li, Hai Li, Wenli Yu, Yaming Hao, Lei Li, and Jian Zou. Shortcut-to-adiabaticity
quantum tripartite Otto cycle. Journal of Physics B: Atomic, Molecular and Optical Physics,
54(21):215501, 2021.

Barig Cakmak and Ozgiir E Miistecaplhioglu. Spin quantum heat engines with shortcuts to
adiabaticity. Physical Review E, 99(3):032108, 2019.

Yair Rezek and Ronnie Kosloff. Irreversible performance of a quantum harmonic heat engine.
New Journal of Physics, 8(5):83, 2006.

Ronnie Kosloff and Yair Rezek. The quantum harmonic Otto cycle. Entropy, 19(4):136, 2017.

Nathan M. Myers, Obinna Abah, and Sebastian Deffner. Quantum thermodynamic devices: From
theoretical proposals to experimental reality. AVS Quantum Science, 4(2):027101, 04 2022.

D. S. Petrov, G. V. Shlyapnikov, and J. T. M. Walraven. Regimes of Quantum Degeneracy in
Trapped 1D Gases. Phys. Rev. Lett., 85:3745-3749, Oct 2000.

Christophe Mora and Yvan Castin. Extension of Bogoliubov theory to quasicondensates. Phys.
Rev. A, 67:053615, May 2003.

K. V. Kheruntsyan, D. M. Gangardt, P. D. Drummond, and G. V. Shlyapnikov. Finite-temperature
correlations and density profiles of an inhomogeneous interacting one-dimensional Bose gas.
Phys. Rev. A, 71:053615, May 2005.

K. V. Kheruntsyan, D. M. Gangardt, P. D. Drummond, and G. V. Shlyapnikov. Pair Correlations
in a Finite-Temperature 1D Bose Gas . Phys. Rev. Lett., 91:040403, Jul 2003.

Michael C Garrett, Tod M Wright, and Matthew J Davis. Condensation and quasicondensation
in an elongated three-dimensional Bose gas. Physical Review A, 87(6):063611, 2013.

Pierre Clade, Changhyun Ryu, Anand Ramanathan, Kristian Helmerson, and William D Phillips.
Observation of a 2D Bose gas: from thermal to quasicondensate to superfluid. Physical review
letters, 102(17):170401, 2009.

Thibaut Jacqmin, Julien Armijo, Tarik Berrada, Karen V. Kheruntsyan, and Isabelle Bouchoule.
Sub-Poissonian Fluctuations in a 1D Bose Gas: From the Quantum Quasicondensate to the
Strongly Interacting Regime. Phys. Rev. Lett., 106:230405, Jun 2011.

Maxim Olshanii. Atomic scattering in the presence of an external confinement and a gas of
impenetrable bosons. Physical review letters, 81(5):938, 1998.

Cheng Chin, Rudolf Grimm, Paul Julienne, and Eite Tiesinga. Feshbach resonances in ultracold
gases. Reviews of Modern Physics, 82(2):1225, 2010.

Max Schemmer, Aisling Johnson, and Isabelle Bouchoule. Monitoring squeezed collective modes
of a one-dimensional Bose gas after an interaction quench using density-ripple analysis. Physical


https://journals.aps.org/pre/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevE.99.022110
https://journals.aps.org/pre/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevE.99.022110
https://journals.aps.org/prresearch/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevResearch.2.023145
https://journals.aps.org/prresearch/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevResearch.2.023145
https://journals.aps.org/prl/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevLett.117.190601
https://journals.aps.org/prl/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevLett.117.190601
https://journals.aps.org/prl/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevLett.118.100601
https://journals.aps.org/prl/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevLett.118.100601
https://www.nature.com/articles/ncomms11895
https://journals.aps.org/rmp/abstract/10.1103/RevModPhys.91.045001
https://journals.aps.org/rmp/abstract/10.1103/RevModPhys.91.045001
https://journals.aps.org/pra/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevA.98.032107
https://journals.aps.org/pra/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevA.82.053403
https://journals.aps.org/pra/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevA.82.053403
https://journals.aps.org/prresearch/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevResearch.5.013088
https://journals.aps.org/prresearch/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevResearch.5.013088
https://iopscience.iop.org/article/10.1088/1361-6455/ac3c93/meta
https://iopscience.iop.org/article/10.1088/1361-6455/ac3c93/meta
https://journals.aps.org/pre/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevE.99.032108
https://journals.aps.org/pre/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevE.99.032108
https://iopscience.iop.org/article/10.1088/1367-2630/8/5/083/meta
https://www.mdpi.com/1099-4300/19/4/136
https://pubs.aip.org/avs/aqs/article/4/2/027101/2835276/Quantum-thermodynamic-devices-From-theoretical
https://pubs.aip.org/avs/aqs/article/4/2/027101/2835276/Quantum-thermodynamic-devices-From-theoretical
https://journals.aps.org/prl/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevLett.85.3745
https://journals.aps.org/prl/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevLett.85.3745
https://journals.aps.org/pra/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevA.67.053615
https://journals.aps.org/pra/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevA.71.053615
https://journals.aps.org/pra/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevA.71.053615
https://journals.aps.org/prl/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevLett.91.040403
https://journals.aps.org/prl/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevLett.91.040403
https://journals.aps.org/pra/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevA.87.063611
https://journals.aps.org/pra/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevA.87.063611
https://journals.aps.org/prl/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevLett.102.170401
https://journals.aps.org/prl/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevLett.106.230405
https://journals.aps.org/prl/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevLett.106.230405
https://journals.aps.org/prl/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevLett.81.938
https://journals.aps.org/prl/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevLett.81.938
https://journals.aps.org/rmp/abstract/10.1103/RevModPhys.82.1225
https://journals.aps.org/rmp/abstract/10.1103/RevModPhys.82.1225
https://journals.aps.org/pra/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevA.98.043604
https://journals.aps.org/pra/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevA.98.043604

Finite-time quantum Otto engine 23

[45]

[46]

[47]

[48]

[49]

Review A, 98(4):043604, 2018.

FA Bayocboc Jr, MJ Davis, and KV Kheruntsyan. Dynamics of thermalization of two tunnel-
coupled one-dimensional quasicondensates. Physical Review A, 106(2):023320, 2022.

Thomas Betz, Stephanie Manz, Robert Blicker, Tarik Berrada, Ch Koller, Georgy Kazakov, Igor E
Magzets, H-P Stimming, Aurélien Perrin, Thorsten Schumm, et al. Two-point phase correlations
of a one-dimensional bosonic Josephson junction. Physical review letters, 106(2):020407, 2011.

P.B. Blakie, A.S. Bradley, M.J. Davis, R.J. Ballagh, and C.W. Gardiner. Dynamics and statistical
mechanics of ultra-cold Bose gases using c-field techniques . Advances in Physics, 57(5):363-455,
2008.

Kieran F Thomas, Matthew J Davis, and Karen V Kheruntsyan. Thermalization of a quantum
Newton’s cradle in a one-dimensional quasicondensate. Physical Review A, 103(2):023315, 2021.

Francis A Bayocboc Jr and Karen V Kheruntsyan. Frequency beating and damping of breathing
oscillations of a harmonically trapped one-dimensional quasicondensate. Comptes Rendus.
Physique, 24(S3):1-24, 2023.

SA Simmons, FA Bayocboc Jr, JC Pillay, D Colas, IP McCulloch, and KV Kheruntsyan. What
is a quantum shock wave? Physical Review Letters, 125(18):180401, 2020.

P Blair Blakie, AS Bradley, MJ Davis, RJ Ballagh, and CW Gardiner. Dynamics and statistical
mechanics of ultra-cold Bose gases using c-field techniques. Advances in Physics, 57(5):363-455,
2008.

CW Gardiner and MJ Davis. The stochastic gross—pitaevskii equation: Ii. Journal of Physics B:
Atomic, Molecular and Optical Physics, 36(23):4731, 2003.

SJ Rooney, PB Blakie, and AS Bradley. Stochastic projected Gross-Pitaevskii equation. Physical
Review A, 86(5):053634, 2012.

P Blair Blakie and Matthew J Davis. Projected Gross-Pitaevskii equation for harmonically
confined Bose gases at finite temperature. Physical Review A, 72(6):063608, 2005.

Max Born and Vladimir Fock. Beweis des adiabatensatzes. Zeitschrift fiir Physik, 51(3-4):165-180,
1928.

Isabelle Bouchoule, SS Szigeti, MJ Davis, and KV Kheruntsyan. Finite-temperature
hydrodynamics for one-dimensional Bose gases: Breathing-mode oscillations as a case study.
Physical Review A, 94(5):051602, 2016.

Bess Fang, Giuseppe Carleo, Aisling Johnson, and Isabelle Bouchoule. Quench-induced breathing
mode of one-dimensional Bose gases. Physical review letters, 113(3):035301, 2014.

Wladimir Tschischik, Roderich Moessner, and Masudul Haque. Breathing mode in the Bose-
Hubbard chain with a harmonic trapping potential. Physical Review A, 88(6):063636, 2013.
Riidiger Schmitz, Sven Kronke, Lushuai Cao, and Peter Schmelcher. Quantum breathing dynamics
of ultracold bosons in one-dimensional harmonic traps: Unraveling the pathway from few-to

many-body systems. Physical Review A, 88(4):043601, 2013.

Selguk Cakmak, Ferdi Altintas, and Ozgiir E Miistecaplioglu. Irreversibility in a unitary finite-rate
protocol: the concept of internal friction. Physica Scripta, 91(7):075101, 2016.

In the three scenarios depicted in Fig.5 (a), the temperature of the hot reservoir, T}, = 258uK, was
kept constant. The particle numbers were varied by using chemical potentials pj, = 39.7 x 10731
J, pn = 26.5 x 10731 J, and gy, = 17.2 x 1073! J, resulting in N ~ 12800, N, ~ 7420, and
N}, ~ 4010, respectively. These cases correspond to the chemical offset configuration illustrated
in Fig. 2(c), achieving ANg(t > 1/w) ~ 0 by setting up ~ us + Au, where Ap values are
29.5x 10731 J, 17.4x 10731 J, and 8.48 x 10731 J for each case, respectively. Similarly, in (b), the
particle number Nj, ~ 12800 was kept constant while the temperature was varied with values of
Ty, = 258nK, T}, = 172nK, and T}, = 86.3nK. In the three cases shown in (b), AN (¢t > 1/w) ~ 0
was achieved by setting p, ~ us + Ap, where Ay values are 29.5 x 10731 J, 30.3 x 1073% J,
and 30.3 x 10731 J for each case, respectively. In (a), (b) and (d), the thermalization stroke
was implemented following a sudden quench for work stroke (¢, = 0.05/w), where the system
was in a highly out-of-equilibrium state (See Fig 3(a)). In (d), a particle flow of AN = 751


https://journals.aps.org/pra/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevA.106.023320
https://journals.aps.org/pra/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevA.106.023320
https://journals.aps.org/prl/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevLett.106.020407
https://journals.aps.org/prl/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevLett.106.020407
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/full/10.1080/00018730802564254?casa_token=qjKsJseH1fUAAAAA%3AUbPf-0uGLf8_yKGKNg9dh6PrDR7dIImwurYL2P66SpaHBnOaM8gqnI6N_kkNOsgwAXQE8BuB9WriWg
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/full/10.1080/00018730802564254?casa_token=qjKsJseH1fUAAAAA%3AUbPf-0uGLf8_yKGKNg9dh6PrDR7dIImwurYL2P66SpaHBnOaM8gqnI6N_kkNOsgwAXQE8BuB9WriWg
https://journals.aps.org/pra/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevA.103.023315
https://journals.aps.org/pra/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevA.103.023315
https://comptes-rendus.academie-sciences.fr/physique/item/CRPHYS_2023__24_S3_A2_0/
https://comptes-rendus.academie-sciences.fr/physique/item/CRPHYS_2023__24_S3_A2_0/
https://journals.aps.org/prl/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevLett.125.180401
https://journals.aps.org/prl/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevLett.125.180401
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/full/10.1080/00018730802564254
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/full/10.1080/00018730802564254
https://iopscience.iop.org/article/10.1088/0953-4075/36/23/010/meta
https://journals.aps.org/pra/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevA.86.053634
https://journals.aps.org/pra/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevA.72.063608
https://journals.aps.org/pra/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevA.72.063608
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/BF01343193
https://journals.aps.org/pra/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevA.94.051602
https://journals.aps.org/pra/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevA.94.051602
https://journals.aps.org/prl/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevLett.113.035301
https://journals.aps.org/prl/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevLett.113.035301
https://journals.aps.org/pra/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevA.88.063636
https://journals.aps.org/pra/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevA.88.063636
https://journals.aps.org/pra/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevA.88.043601
https://journals.aps.org/pra/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevA.88.043601
https://journals.aps.org/pra/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevA.88.043601
https://iopscience.iop.org/article/10.1088/0031-8949/91/7/075101/meta
https://iopscience.iop.org/article/10.1088/0031-8949/91/7/075101/meta

Finite-time quantum Otto engine 24

from the hot reservoir to the system was achieved by using un > ps + Ap (see Fig. 2(a)) with
Ap = 25.1 x 10731 J. In (c¢) and (d), the initial particle number and temperature of the hot
reservoir were N, ~ 12800 and T, = 258 nK, respectively.

Julidn Amette Estrada, Franco Mayo, Augusto J Roncaglia, and Pablo D Mininni. Quantum
engines with interacting Bose-Einstein condensates. Physical Review A, 109(1):012202, 2024.
Jean-Philippe Brantut, Charles Grenier, Jakob Meineke, David Stadler, Sebastian Krinner,
Corinna Kollath, Tilman Esslinger, and Antoine Georges. A thermoelectric heat engine with

ultracold atoms. Science, 342(6159):713-715, 2013.

Dominik Husmann, Martin Lebrat, Samuel Héusler, Jean-Philippe Brantut, Laura Corman, and
Tilman Esslinger. Breakdown of the Wiedemann-Franz law in a unitary Fermi gas. Proceedings
of the National Academy of Sciences, 115(34):8563-8568, 2018.

Adolfo Del Campo. Shortcuts to adiabaticity by counterdiabatic driving. Physical review letters,
111(10):100502, 2013.

Adolfo Del Campo and Kihwan Kim. Focus on shortcuts to adiabaticity. New Journal of Physics,
21(5):050201, 2019.

T Yilmaz. A new performance criterion for heat engines: efficient power. Journal of the Energy
Institute, 79(1):38-41, 2006.

Nathan M Myers and Sebastian Deffner. Bosons outperform fermions: The thermodynamic
advantage of symmetry. Physical Review E, 101(1):012110, 2020.

Olalla A Castro-Alvaredo, Benjamin Doyon, and Takato Yoshimura. Emergent hydrodynamics in
integrable quantum systems out of equilibrium. Physical Review X, 6(4):041065, 2016.

Bruno Bertini, Mario Collura, Jacopo De Nardis, and Maurizio Fagotti. Transport in out-of-
equilibrium x x z chains: Exact profiles of charges and currents. Phys. Rev. Lett., 117(20):207201,
2016.

RS Watson, SA Simmons, and KV Kheruntsyan. Benchmarks of generalized hydrodynamics for
one-dimensional Bose gases. Physical Review Research, 5(2):1022024, 2023.


https://journals.aps.org/pra/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevA.109.012202
https://journals.aps.org/pra/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevA.109.012202
https://www.science.org/doi/full/10.1126/science.1242308
https://www.science.org/doi/full/10.1126/science.1242308
https://www.pnas.org/doi/abs/10.1073/pnas.1803336115
https://journals.aps.org/prl/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevLett.111.100502
https://iopscience.iop.org/article/10.1088/1367-2630/ab1437/meta
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1179/174602206X90931
https://journals.aps.org/pre/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevE.101.012110
https://journals.aps.org/pre/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevE.101.012110
https://journals.aps.org/prx/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevX.6.041065
https://journals.aps.org/prx/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevX.6.041065
https://journals.aps.org/prl/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevLett.117.207201
https://journals.aps.org/prl/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevLett.117.207201
https://journals.aps.org/prresearch/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevResearch.5.L022024
https://journals.aps.org/prresearch/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevResearch.5.L022024

	Introduction
	The Otto cycle
	The Model
	Numerical method

	Quantifying the timescales for the unitary work strokes
	Operational timescales for thermalization strokes under various dynamical scenarios
	Performance of the full Otto cycle
	Impossibility of operating as a heat engine
	Operating as an Otto chemical engine
	Trade-off between power and efficiency

	Conclusions

