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We analyze the performance of a quantum battery in terms of energy storage and energy extraction, assisted
by nonlinearities in a charger-battery system utilizing an open-system approach. In particular, we consider
two types of nonlinearities in the system, viz. nonlinearity in the coupling between battery and charger, and
the charger itself comprising an anharmonic oscillator. In both these scenarios, the charger is connected to
an environment, and is driven by an external laser source. We derive the Markovian master equation for the
dynamics of the combined charger-battery system in presence of the environment. When the charger is non-
linearly coupled to a battery, we find an enhancement in the steady state ergotropy over the linearly-coupled
case. We further see that the times at which steady state and maximum ergotopies are attained get decreased in
presence of non-linear coupling. We also identify instances where no ergotropy is obtained in the linear case,
but can be obtained in presence of any non-zero value of nonlinearity. We additionally find a complementarity
between the non-linear interaction strength and the coherent-drive strength in the steady-state ergotropy values,
i.e. the same ergotropy as that obtained using weak nonlinearity and strong coherent drive can be obtained
utilizing an opposite order of their values. In case when the charger is modeled as a multi-level transmon with
an inherent anharmonicity, we find an advantage in maximum ergotropy values over the harmonic instance.
Unlike the non-linearly coupled batteries, the ones mediated by an anharmonic charger prove to be useful in the
transient regime. We also determine values of the coherent drive for which the anharmonic battery is beneficial
over the harmonic one at all timescales. Further, we observe a distinct region of the anharmonic strength and
coherent drive where ergotropy values reach their maxima.

I. INTRODUCTION

In the last two decades, there have been significant devel-
opments in quantum technologies, for instance, in transis-
tors [1, 2], lasers [3] etc. which in the recent years have facili-
tated the study of individual quantum states and allowed us to
manipulate systems exhibiting quantum properties such as su-
perposition and entanglement. The major avenues of quantum
technology that are currently achieving immense practical im-
portance, are : quantum computation [4], quantum communi-
cation [5], quantum simulation [6] etc. This push towards the
development of quantum technologies can be viewed from the
perspective of two driving forces. Firstly, we identify that the
increasing need to miniaturize technology has elicited the con-
sideration of nontrivial effects of quantum mechanics. This
emerging property calls for a new understanding of concepts
in traditional thermodynamics, such as work, heat, and en-
tropy [7–9]. The second motivation is the potential advan-
tage achieved by harnessing quantum effects in certain appli-
cations, such as the enhancement of certain thermodynamic
tasks in quantum machines, such as heat engines [10–12],
refrigerators [13–15], and the quantum battery [16–18].

The storage of energy and subsequently extracting parts of
the stored energy has become an important subject of study
in quantum thermodynamics due to its practical importance
[19–21]. The study of quantum batteries - quantum mechan-
ical systems designed to store energy and extract it by har-
nessing quantum effects - has extensively been conducted in
the recent years [22–26]. The extraction of this stored energy
from a quantum battery by employing unitary processes has
been extensively employed. The maximum amount of energy
that can be withdrawn from a quantum battery using unitary
operations is referred to as the ergotropy of the system [27].
The state of the system from which no further energy can
be squeezed out, i.e., the states that cannot be further dis-

charged under unitary evolution, are called “passive” states.
Such states are known to be diagonal in the energy eigenbasis
of the Hamiltonian and ordered with decreasing eigenvalues
corresponding to increasing energies.

Sophisticated theoretical proposals have been put forth that
aim to increase the efficiency and performance of quantum
batteries by exploiting inherent quantum advantage [28–35].
Previous work includes consideration of different realizations
of the battery and charger, where the charger may interact with
an environment, in presence of a coherent drive, and the en-
ergy of the battery gets affected due to its interaction with the
charger. In [36], the authors have studied the various mod-
els of charger and battery in coherent and thermal charging
settings and have concluded that when both the battery and
charger are harmonic oscillators, the system always remains
uncorrelated, and proven that the energy and ergotropy in such
a scenario are the same. For harmonic oscillator charger and
two level battery, they discovered that the time at which en-
ergy and ergotropy attain a maximum, decreases monotoni-
cally with the external driving field and also concluded that
such a hybrid system - with a harmonic oscillator charger and
a two level battery - facilitates faster charging of the battery
over the situation where the charger and battery are not har-
monic oscillator and two level system respectively. Previous
analyses have further established the advantage of coherent
charging in a hybrid system, i.e. a harmonic oscillator as
charger and two-level system as battery, and have concluded
that the time at which energy and ergotropy remain maximal
decreases monotonically with the external driving field [36].
It has also been explored how a coherent drive affects the
charging of such a hybrid battery, identifying that the coherent
drive aids in increasing energy extraction efficiency [37].

Here we consider a quantum battery attached to an auxil-
iary system, which is referred to as the charger driven by an
external driving source, and additionally interacts with an en-
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vironment locally. This is to account for the fact that, real-
istically, when we only have access to the battery, the quan-
tum effects can reduce the amount of energy converted to ex-
tractable work since some of the energy may be lost to corre-
lations. We firstly consider the charger, which is a harmonic
oscillator, to be coupled non-linearly to a two-level battery.
In the second part, we consider anharmonicity in the charger
system itself, while the two-level battery being connected lin-
early to the charger. We make the assumptions of Markovian
evolution [38, 39] for the dynamics of the combined charger-
battery system in presence of the environment. We identify
instances where the nonlinearity assisted charging enhances
the steady-state ergotropy, and facilitates faster achievement
of maximum ergotropy. We also observe a complementary
nature of the steady-state ergotropy values with respect to the
non-linear interaction and the coherent drive strengths. In the
anharmonicity-assisted charging, we find enhancement of the
maximum ergotropy values, and find regimes of the coherent
drive strength when the ergotropy is higher in the anharmonic
case than that in the harmonic one at all timescales.

Anharmonic oscillator systems can be experimentally im-
plemented using transmons. The system is characterized by a
set of canonically conjugate quantum operators derived from
the count of Cooper pairs moved through the junction and the
phase difference across it. Charge-based systems are suscep-
tible to stray electric field disturbances. This undesirable con-
dition can be significantly mitigated by operating the Cooper
pair box in the “transmon” regime, where the Josephson tun-
neling energy prevails over the Coulomb charging energy [40–
42].

The remainder of the paper is arranged as follows. The rel-
evant information necessary to formulate the problem is dis-
cussed in Sec. II. This includes a discussion on the quantum
battery model that we consider, the master equation arising as
a result of the interaction of the charger with the environment,
and extraction of energy from quantum batteries. In Sec. III,
the performance of quantum battery in energy extraction is
provided, if the battery is non-linearly coupled to the charger.
The dynamics of the charger-battery system, and its effects
in energy extraction, in presence of anharmonic charger lin-
early coupled to a battery, is provided in Sec. IV. Finally, the
concluding remarks are presented in Sec. V.

II. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we introduce the model that we consider,
which comprises of a charger, battery, a bosonic environment
and a coherent drive. We then provide a description of the
Markovian master equations governing the dynamics of the
joint system of charger and battery. We also discuss the pre-
requisites regarding energy extraction from quantum batteries
using unitary operations.

A. Quantum battery model

The model for charging a quantum battery and subsequent
extraction of energy from it comprises of four distinct ele-
ments. The first element is a quantum battery, B, which is
considered to be a qubit. The second element, A, is a quan-
tum system referred to as the auxiliary, which acts as the
charger. The third element, L, is the external energy supply of
the model, which can be visualized as a classical laser source
that injects energy into the battery through the auxiliary. In
addition, the auxiliary, A, is kept in contact with a thermal
reservoir, E, which is considered to be bosonic in nature. The
charger and battery are described by their corresponding lo-
cal Hamilotonians, HA and HB . They also interact with each
other through an interaction, HAB . The coherent laser source,
L, is applied to the auxiliary at time t = 0, and the local
modulating Hamiltonian of A due to L is given by ∆HA(t).
The Hamiltonian, HEA, describes the interaction between the
bosonic environment, E and the charger, A. So the global
Hamiltonian of the composite system is given by

H = H0 + λ(t)H1, (1)

where H0 = HA +HB and H1 = HAB +HEA +∆HA(t).
The dimensionless quantity, λ(t), takes value 1 when t ∈
[0, τ ], and otherwise takes value zero. Physically it repre-
sents a classical parameter that acts as a switch and can be
externally controlled to turn the interactions on and off. The
two interaction terms, HAB and HEA, and the coherent drive,
∆HA(t), are effective within the time period, [0, τ ], after
which they are all disconnected. The energy supplied by the
laser to the auxiliary flows to the battery, because of the inter-
action between A and B. We consider the local Hamiltonians
ofA andB to commute with the coupling Hamiltonian,HAB ,
i.e. [HAB , HA +HB ] = 0, which ensures that the evolution
can only exchange energy between A and B and cannot in-
crease or decrease the energy of the whole system.

We initially consider the charger to be a harmonic oscilla-
tor with energy difference between two consecutive levels be-
ing ω0. The battery is considered to be a single qubit, whose
energy gap is exactly equal to the frequency of A. The fre-
quency of the laser source is also considered to be ω0. The
local Hamiltonians of A and B, and the modulating Hamito-
nian of A due to L are given by

HA = Kω̃ω0a
†a,

HB = K
ω0

2
(σz

B + 1),

∆HA(t) = K
√
ω̃F (e−iω0ta† + eiω0ta).

(2)

Here, a(a†) are the bosonic annihilation (creation) operators
of the system, A, having the unit of 1/

√
ω̃. The parameter,

K, has the dimension of energy and ω0 is dimensionless. The
dimensionless quantity, F represents the field strength corre-
sponding to the coherent drive acting on A. Here ω̃ represents
an arbitrary constant with the dimensions of frequency. The
interaction between A and B, considering only linear order
terms in a(a†), is given by

HAB = K
√
ω̃g1(aσ

+ + a†σ−), (3)
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where g1 is the dimensionless linear-coupling constant be-
tween the systems A and B. A similar model for charging
a quantum battery was considered in [43]. In our work, we in-
corporate nonlinearities in the interaction betweenA andB by
introducing terms which are quadratic in the bosonic creation
and annihilation operators. Such scenarios are physically
realizable in several physical systems such as two-photon
processes in superconducting circuits [44], trapped ion sys-
tems [45], etc. Previously, the effects of a two-photon process
in a quantum battery has been considered, such as in [46, 47],
although the main focus in these works was on closed system
dynamics and in the absence of a charger.

B. Interaction with the environment

The charger, A, interacts with a bosonic Markovian envi-
ronment, E, and the interaction is described by the Hamilto-
nian,

HEA =

∫ ωmax

0

√
ω̃ℏdωh(ω)

(
aωa

† + a†ωa
)
, (4)

where the operators a†ω(aω), having the unit of 1/
√
ω̃, rep-

resents the bosonic creation (annihilation) operators corre-
sponding to the mode ω of the bath. Here ωmax denotes the
cutoff frequency of the bath. This cutoff frequency is set to be
sufficiently high so that the memory time of the bath ∼ ω−1

max,
is negligibly small. This choice of parameters allows us to
apply the Markovian approximations [38, 39, 48, 49]. Here
h(ω) is a dimensionless function of ω, that tunes the coupling
between the harmonic oscillator and environment. The local
Hamiltonian describing the bath is given by

HE =

∫ ωmax

0

ℏω̃aωa†ωdω. (5)

For harmonic oscillator baths, ω̃h2(ω) = J(ω), where J(ω)
represents the spectral density function of the bath. In this
paper, we have taken J(ω) to be the Ohmic spectral density
function having the form J(ω) = αω exp(−ω/ωmax). Here
α represents the dimensionless interaction strength between
the harmonic-oscillator charger and the bosonic bath.

Each of A and B are assumed to be initially prepared in
the ground states of their respective Hamiltonians, denoted by
|0⟩⟨0|A and |0⟩⟨0|B , such that the joint charger-battery ini-
tial state is ρAB(t = 0) = |0⟩⟨0|A ⊗ |0⟩⟨0|B . The quan-
tity, |0⟩⟨0|B is simply the ground state of the Hamiltonian,
HB , whereas |0⟩⟨0|A represents the ground state of the op-
erator, ω0a

†a. As we turn on the dissipation between A and
E, the coherent drive, ∆HA, and the interaction between A
and B, the joint system of EAB evolves unitarily under the
global Hamiltonian, H , following which, the environment is
discarded. Since the initial system-environment state - the
system comprising the charger and battery - is product, and a
global unitary acts on the entire system-environment state, fol-
lowed by tracing out the environment, the evolution of the sys-
tem can be effectively considered to be a completely positive

trace preserving (CPTP) operation. Moreover, Markovian ap-
proximations are made while considering such a CPTP opera-
tion on the charger and battery. Therefore the dynamics of the
combined state of the battery and charger is governed by the
the Gorini-Kossakolski-Sudarshan-Lindblad (GKSL) master
equation. Throughout the process, energy is transferred be-
tween A and E, and due to the interaction between A and
B, energy is also exchanged between A and B as well. As
a result, the dynamics of B, considered separately, becomes
non-Markovian in nature.

To simplify the analysis of the system dynamics, we move
to the interaction picture representation. The resultant density
matrix ofA andB at time t̃, given by ρ̃AB(t) in the interaction
picture, is

ρ̃AB(t) = ei(HA+HB)t̃/ℏρAB(t̃ = 0)e−i(HA+HB)t̃/ℏ. (6)

Here, t denotes the dimensionless time with the actual time t̃,
defined as t = Kt̃

ℏ . In the interaction picture, the evolution of
such a system within the time period, t ∈ [0, τ ], is governed
by the following master equation

˙̃ρAB(t) = LAB [ρ̃AB(t)], (7)

where LAB is the GKSL super-operator [49–53]. The term,
LAB [...], can explicitly be written as

LAB(t)[ρ̃AB(t)] = − i
1

K
[∆HA(t) +HAB , ρ̃AB(t)]

+
ℏ
K

D [ρ̃AB(t)] , (8)

where the first term on the right hand side of Eq. (8) represents
the unitary part, whereas the second term is the non-unitary
dissipator term. The dynamical equation for the joint system
AB, is described by the GKSL master equation, as presented
in Eq. (7), with the dissipative term given by

D [ρ̃AB(t)] =
∑
ω′

γ(ω′)
[
Lω′

ρ̃AB(t)L
ω′†

− 1

2
{Lω′†

Lω′
, ρ̃AB(t)}

]
, (9)

with i = 1, 2. The quantity, γ(ω′) denotes the dimensionless
decay constant, where γ̃(ω′) = ℏγ(ω′)

K . The operators, Lω′

i

represent the Lindblad or jump operators associated with the
possible transition frequencies ω′ of the joint state of A and
B. In the Markovian master equation, the information of the
reservoirs is embedded in the transition rates or decay con-
stants, {γ̃(ω′)}, which is given by

γ̃(ω′) = J(ω′)[1 + f(ω′, β)] ω′ > 0

= J(|ω′|)f(|ω′|, β) ω′ < 0, (10)

where f(ω′, β) = [exp(βℏω′)−1]−1 is the Bose-Einstein dis-
tribution function for the bosonic heat bath. The joint evolu-
tion of the charger and battery can be described by the Marko-
vian master equation given in Eq. (7), by solving which, one
can obtain the density operator, ρ̃AB(t), as a function of time.
Following this, the auxiliary is traced out to obtain the dynam-
ics of the battery, B, alone. Therefore, the evolution of the
battery, considered separately, is in general, not Markovian in
nature.
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C. Energy extraction using unitaries

A quantum battery is a quantum mechanical system char-
acterized by a density matrix and a Hamiltonian. The system
can be charged by applying some unitary or non-unitary oper-
ations on it. Once it is charged, our aim is to extract maximum
possible energy from the battery. The maximum extractable
energy from a quantum battery, under unitary operations, is
referred to as the ergotropy of the battery. After the extraction
of maximum amount of energy from the battery, the states
from which no further energy can be extracted are termed as
passive states. In other words, passive states are states from
which energy extraction is not possible using unitary opera-
tions. Passive states are important in the framework of quan-
tum batteries or, more generally, in quantum thermodynam-
ics [54–58].

In the case that we consider, the charger interacts with the
coherent laser source and also with the environment, as a re-
sult of which average energy of the charger varies in the time
interval, [0, τ ]. Further, due to the interaction of the charger
with the battery, exchange of energy occurs between A and B
as well. Therefore, as the laser injects energy into the aux-
iliary, the battery also gets charged due to the presence of
the interaction, HAB , in the time interval [0, τ ]. The average
energy contained in B at the end of the charging process is
EB(τ) = tr[HBρB(τ)]. Our aim is to extract the maximum
energy from ρB(τ) using unitary operations. The ergotropy,
εB(τ), in such a case, is mathematically given by

εB(τ) = Tr(ρB(τ)HB)−min
U

Tr
[
U(λ)ρB(τ)U(λ)†HB

]
,

= Tr(ρB(τ)HB)− Tr(ρ(p)B HB)

= EB(τ)− E
(p)
B (τ), (11)

where the first term on the right-hand side of the last equa-
tion represents the average energy of ρB at time τ , and the
quantity, E(p)

B (τ) = tr[HBρ
(p)
B (τ)], is the energy of the pas-

sive state, ρ(p)B corresponding to state ρB . So the amount of
energy contained in the passive state, ρ(p)B , is “forbidden”, in
the sense that, this energy cannot be extracted from ρB(τ), for
the given HB and would be left in the system after extracting
all the unitarily accessible energy from ρB(τ). The necessary
and sufficient conditions for a state, ρ(p)B , to be passive are
that it should commute with its Hamiltonian, HB , and if for a
particular order of the eigenvectors the corresponding eigen-
values of HB , {ϵi}i, satisfy ϵi > ϵj , then the eigenvalues of
the passive state, {λ}i, should satisfy λi ≤ λj for all i and
j [59, 60].

III. ENERGY EXTRACTION ASSISTED BY
NON-LINEARLY COUPLED SYSTEM AND CHARGER

In the field of cavity and circuit quantum electrodynamics,
it is possible to implement effective two-level quantum sys-
tems, viz. superconducting qubits, interacting with bosonic
modes supported by microwave sources. Nonlinearities may

arise in such circuits between a flux qubit and a bosonic
mode supported by a superconducting quantum interference
device [44]. We here analyze the maximum extractable en-
ergy from quantum batteries when a charger couples with a
battery using such nonlinear interactions. The corresponding
interaction Hamiltonian comprising the charger and battery is
as follows

HAB = K
√
ω̃g1(aσ

+ + a†σ−) +Kω̃g2(a
2σ+ + (a†)2σ−),

(12)
where g2 is the dimensionless coupling constant between sys-
tems A and B associated with the non-linear interaction. The
interaction of the charger with the environment is given by
Eq. (4). The terms HA,HB and HAB contribute to the unitary
evolution of the system, whereas the interaction of system A
with the environment gives rise to the GKSL type dissipative
terms. The resultant master equation is of the following form

˙̃ρAB(t) = − i[
√
ω̃g1(aσ

+ + aσ−)

+ ω̃g2(a
2σ+ + (a†)2σ−)

+
√
ω̃F (a† + a), ρ̃AB(t)]

+ J(ω0)(1 + f)
[
aρ̃AB(t)a

† − 1

2
{a†a, ρ̃AB(t)}

]
+ J(ω0)f

[
a†ρ̃AB(t)a−

1

2
{aa†, ρ̃AB(t)}

]
, (13)

where J(ω0) = αω0 exp(−ω0/ωmax) and f = f(ω0, β) =
[exp(βℏω0) − 1]−1 are the Ohmic spectral density function
and the Bose-Einstein distribution function respectively. For
solving the differential equations, we employ numerical meth-
ods using C++, adhering to the truncation of the annihilation
and creation operators for studying the evolution of the system
for a finite duration of time. In this paper, we have truncated
the oscillators up to 10 levels. While truncating the matrices, it
has been ensured that the differences in the higher eigenvalues
become relatively small, and the relevant physical quantities
converge for the energy-level cut-off chosen.

After solving the master equation for ρ̃AB(t), we discard
the charger and calculate the ergotropy of the battery using
Eq. (11). In Fig. 1, we plot the steady-state ergotropy along
the vertical axis versus the non-linear coupling strength along
the horizontal axis, as represented by the yellow solid curve.
The solid yellow curve corresponds to τ = 120 when steady
state has been attained. We find that the steady state ergotropy
is non-zero in the absence of the non-linear interaction, and
as we turn on the interaction, it gradually increases with an
increase in the non-linear coupling strength, g2. So nonlinear-
ity helps in obtaining higher ergotropy at steady states. The
plot in Fig. 1 is given for a fixed value of the coherent drive,
F = 0.5. However, this feature of obtaining higher ergotropy
at steady states has been observed within a wide range of the
coherent drive, viz 0.5 ≤ F ≤ 1.5. The linear coupling
strength is considered to be g1 = 0.1. So we see that there is
an advantage over the linear case both in the regimes of weak
and strong non-linear coupling, i.e. g2 is close to 0 and 0.1 re-
spectively. Moreover, we find that there exists a time, τ = 30,
when no energy can be extracted from the battery resulting in
zero ergotropy in the linear coupling case, but the maximum
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Figure 1. Demonstration of ergotropy, εB(τ), of the quantum bat-
tery along the vertical axes with respect to the non-linear coupling
strength, g2, along the horizontal axis. The field strength correspond-
ing to the coherent drive is F = 0.5, and the linear coupling strength
is g1 = 0.1. The solid yellow and brown dotted-dashed curves cor-
respond to τ = 120 and τ = 30 respectively. Inset: Depiction of
the maximum extractable energy versus time for different values of
non-linear interaction strength, g2. The coherent drive strength and
the linear coupling strength is same as in the main figure. Both in the
main figure and inset, the quantities plotted along the horizontal axis
is dimensionless, while ergotropy is units of K.

extractable energy at that time corresponding to non-linear
coupling with any positive coupling strength is non-zero. This
is depicted by the dotted-dashed curve in Fig. 1. In the er-
gotropy versus time graph, as provided in the inset of Fig. 1,
we observe that the oscillatory behavior of εB(τ) is reduced
with nonlinearity. There is a loss in the maximum ergotropy
attained using non-linear coupling, however there is a faster
attainment of the steady state. The battery interacts with the
Markovian bath through the charger, and increased non-linear
coupling between the battery and charger reduces the effective
correlation of the battery with the bath, resulting in less decay
of maximum extractable energy in the steady state regime. So,
if in any setup, there is a need of energy extraction continu-
ously for a long time, then the nonlinearity assisted coupling
between the battery and charger proves to be beneficial.

Now, if we increase the strength of the coherent drive, then
for fixed value of drive, we find that the peak in the ergotropy
versus time plot, i.e. the point where maximum ergotropy is
attained, shifts to the left along the horizontal axis, as we in-
crease the non-linear interaction strength. The actual value of
ergotropy, with or without non-linear coupling, increases with
an increase in the coherent drive, however the steady state
value drops. We represent the time at which maximum er-
gotropy is attained by τm. In the inset of Fig. 2, we plot τm
versus the non-linear interaction strength, g2. We find that,
with an increase in the nonlinearity in the system-charger cou-
pling, the maximum ergotropy is attained faster. So, if there
is a requirement of large amount of energy extraction at small
timescales, then non-linear coupling between the battery and
charger proves to be advantageous. However, when compared
with the peak when there is no nonlinearity in the model , i.e.
when g2 = 0, we observe that the maximum ergotropy of the
linear model is higher than that of the non-linearly coupled
model which is reflected in Fig. 2. The qualitative behavior

Figure 2. Depiction of ergotropy of the battery, εB(τ), correspond-
ing to non-linear and linear coupling of the battery with the charger,
represented by solid and dotted curves respectively along the vertical
axis, which is plotted against interaction time, τ along the horizon-
tal axis. The field strength corresponding to the coherent drive is
F = 1.5, and the linear coupling strength is g1 = 0.1. The quan-
tities plotted along the horizontal axis is dimensionless, while er-
gotropy is in units of K. Inset: Demonstration of the time at which
the maximum erotropy is attained, given by τm along the vertical
axis, with respect to non-linear coupling strenth, g2 along the verti-
cal axis. Quantities plotted along both axes are dimensionless.

of energy versus time plot is also similar. With increasing
strength of the driving amplitudes, there is a clear decrease of
the time required to attain the maximum energy.

 40

 60

 80

 100

 120

0.00 0.02 0.04 0.06 0.08 0.10

τ
s

g2

Figure 3. The time τs at which the ergotropy, εB(τ), and energy,
EB(τ), reaches their steady state values, as represented by teal cir-
cles and purple crosses respectively, which are plotted along the ver-
tical axis, versus the non-linear interaction strength plotted along
the horizontal axis. Here we have obtained the results by setting
g1 = 0.1, γ = 1.0, F = 0.5, and we have set inverse temperature
β = 1. The quantities plotted along both the axes are dimensionless.

In Fig. 1, we see that the the steady-state ergotropy in-
creases with an increase in the non-linear interaction strength
between charger and battery. Moreover, the time of attain-
ment of steady state also becomes less as the nonlinearity is
increased. In Fig. 3, we plot the time where steady-state is
reached, given by τs, along the vertical axis versus the non-
linear strength, g2, along the horizontal axis. We find that,
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with an increase in nonlinearity, the steady state is reached
faster. So if there is a requirement of steady source of energy
at comparatively small times, then the utility of nonlinearity
in the interaction between charger and battery proves to be
useful.

Having seen that for lower values of the coherent drive,
higher non-linear coupling strength gives a higher steady state
ergotropy. Intrigued by this feature, we ask what happens to
the steady-state ergotropy if we increase the strength of the
coherent drive. We find a complementarity between strengths
of the nonlinear interaction, g2, and the coherent drive, F , for
obtaining the same steady-state ergotropy values. Specifically
we find that higher values of ergotropy are obtained in the
scenarios when the value of g2 is low and that of F is high,
or vice versa. The optimal value of steady-state ergotropy is
found when both the non-linear coupling strength and coher-
ent drive strength are intermediate. Refer to Fig. 4 for this.
Therefore, higher values of the non-linear coupling strength
result in higher steady-state values, even for low values of co-
herent drive strength.

0.1

0.3

0.5

0.7

0.9

1.1

1.3

1.5

0.0 0.05 0.1 0.15 0.2 0.25 0.3 0.4

F

g2

 0

 0.05

 0.1

 0.15

 0.2

 0.25

Figure 4. Depiction of the steady state value of ergotropy obtained
for different values of the coherent drive intensity F along the verti-
cal axis, and the non-linear coupling strength, g2, along the horizon-
tal axis. The quantities plotted along the horizontal and vertical axes
are dimensionless, while ergotropy is in units of K.

We found scenarios when nonlinearity in the coupling be-
tween battery and charger assists the availability of maximum
extractable energy in the steady state. Further, we found
instances where the availability of maximum ergotropy and
steady state ergotropy is facilitated at a lesser time, due to the
presence of non-linear interactions between charger and bat-
tery.

IV. ENERGY EXTRACTION ASSISTED BY
ANHARMONIC CHARGER

In this section, we analyze the discharging of a quantum
battery interacting with a bosonic Markovian environment
through a charger, which is considered to be a transmon.
We begin by considering the Hamiltonian of a quantum har-
monic oscillator, which is obtained by quantizing the Hamil-
tonian of an LC circuit, where L refers to inductance and C

is the capacitence. This Hamiltonian is usually applicable in
superconductivity-based systems such as the Cooper-pair box
[61]. The quantized Hamiltonian is given by,

ĤHO =
Q̂2

2C
+

Φ̂2

2L
, (14)

where Q̂ refers to the charge variable and Φ̂ is the flux vari-
able. These operators satisfy the following commutation rela-
tion,

[Φ̂, Q̂] = iℏ, (15)

where ℏ = h/2π, and h is the Planck’s constant. The Hamil-
tonian is written in a more recognizable form by introducing
the reduced charge, n̂ = Q̂/2e, where 2e is the charge con-
tent of a Cooper pair, and the phase ϕ̂ = 2πΦ̂/ϕ0, where
ϕ0 = h/2e is the flux quanta. Using this notation the Hamil-
tonian reduces to the form

ĤHO = 4Ecn̂
2 +

1

2
ELϕ̂

2, (16)

where Ec = e2/2C is the charging energy and EL =
(ϕ0/2π)

2/L is the inductive energy.
Coupling two superconducting islands, or alternatively, an

island and a ground through a Josephson junction [62] is the
standard set-up for a transmon. The effective Hamiltonian of
the Cooper-pair box in the transmon regime can be written as
[62–64]

Ĥ = 4Ecn̂
2 − EJ cos ϕ̂, (17)

where EJ = I0ϕ0/2π is the Josephson energy. The current
I and flux Φ, across the Josephson junction are connected by
the relation, I = I0 sin(2πΦ/Φ0). Here we see that the phase
is not in the form for that of a linear inductor. This is due
to the presence of a Josephson junction. We now express the
charge and phase operators in terms of annihilation and cre-
ation operators of the transmon. The charge operator, n̂ and
phase operator, ϕ̂ are respectively given by

n̂ = i

(
EJ

32Ec

)1/4

(b̂†− b̂), ϕ̂ =

(
2Ec

EJ

)1/4

(b̂†+ b̂). (18)

Here b̂ =
∑

n

√
n+ 1|n⟩⟨n + 1| is the annihilation operator

of the transmon, and unlike the harmonic oscillator, the en-
ergy modes are not evenly spaced. In the transmon regime,
the Josephson and inductive energies hold the following in-
equality: β = EJ/Ec >> 1. This allows one to take a Taylor
expansion of cos ϕ̂ and approximate the Hamiltonian to obtain

Ĥ = − 4Ec

√
β

32
(b̂† − b̂)2

− EJ

(
1− 1

2

√
2

β
(b̂† + b̂)2 +

1

12β
(b̂† + b̂)4 + ...

)
,

≈
√
8EcEJ

(
b̂†b̂+

1

2

)
− EJ − Ec

12
(b̂† + b̂)4. (19)
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Performing the rotating wave approximation and then defining
ω′ =

√
8EcEJ and the anharmonicity of the transmon as δ =

−Ec, we obtain

Ĥ =

(
ω′ +

δ

2

)
b̂†b̂+

δ

2
(b̂†b̂)2. (20)

We consider the charger to be an anharmonic oscillator rep-
resented by the transmon. The battery is a two-level system as
considered in the previous section. The charger interacts with
a bosonic Markovian environment, E, through an interaction
hamiltonian HEA. The Hamiltonian of the transmon charger
is the same as Ĥ . The total Hamiltonian involving the charger
and environment is given by

H̃ = H̃A + H̃E + H̃EA, (21)

where H̃A = Kω̃ω̃0b
†b − Kω̃2ω̃1(b

†b)2, and H̃E = HE as
defined in Sec. II B. Here b(b†) are the annihilation (creation)
operators of the transmon charger, having the unit of 1/

√
ω̃.

The operators a†ω(aω), having the unit of 1/
√
ω̃, represents

the bosonic creation (annihilation) operators corresponding to
the mode ω of the bath. The notations, K, ω̃ have their same
meanings as in Sec. II, and the dimensionless quantities, ω̃0

and ω̃1 have their magnitudes equal to (ω′ + δ/2) and −δ/2
respectively.

The interaction between the system A and the bath is given
by

H̃EA =

∫ ωmax

0

√
ω̃ℏdωh̃(ω)

(
b†aω + ba†ω

)
, (22)

where h̃(ω) denotes the strength of the coupling between the
charger A and the environment. The interaction between the
charger and the environment, i.e. HEA, can be rewritten
as a sum of the tensor product of Hermitian operators cor-
responding to the charger and the bath, given by HEA =∑2

i=1Ai ⊗ Bi, where Ai and Bi for i = 1 to 2 are the oper-
ators corresponding to the charger A, and the bath B respec-
tively. In the case that we consider, the system operators are
of the form

A1 = b† + b, A2 = i(b† − b), (23)

The bath operators, denoted by Bi, for i = 1 and 2 are given
by

B1 =

∫ ωmax

0

dωh(ω)
(aω + a†ω)

2
=

∫ ωmax

−ωmax

dωB1(ω),

where B1(ω) = h(ω)
aω
2

and B1(−ω) = h(ω)
a†ω
2
,

B2 =

∫ ωmax

0

dωh(ω)
i(a†ω − aω)

2
=

∫ ωmax

−ωmax

dωB2(ω),

where B2(ω) = −ih(ω)aω
2

and B2(−ω) = ih(ω)
a†ω
2
.

(24)

We now consider the system operators, Ak, and the eigen-
spectrum of H̃A being discrete with eigenvectors, |ψϵ⟩, having

eigenvalues, ϵ, we define an operator Ak(ω), given by

Ak(ω) =
∑

ϵ′−ϵ=ω

|ψϵ⟩⟨ψϵ|Ak|ψϵ′⟩⟨ψϵ′ |, (25)

where k = 1 or 2. The eigenvalues and eigenstates of the
transmon Hamiltonian, H̃A, are respectively given by

ϵn = ω̃0n− ω̃1n
2,

|ψϵ⟩ =
b†n√
n!
|ψ0⟩,

(26)

where n denotes the nth level of the transmon. So using equa-
tions (25) and (26), for n = n′ + 1, using the commutation
relation of the annihilation and creation operators, we obtain

A1(ωn′) =
√
n′ + 1|ψϵn′+1

⟩⟨ψϵn′ | = T↑n′ . (27)

where the dimensionless quantity, ωn′ = ϵn′−ϵn′+1 = −ω0+
2ω1n

′ + ω1. Whereas for n + 1 = n′, similarly we arrive at
the expression

A1(ωn) =
√
n+ 1|ψϵn⟩⟨ψϵn+1

| = T↓n (28)

where the dimensionless quantity, ωn = ϵn+1 − ϵn = ω̃0 −
2ω1n − ω̃1. Therefore the energy differences associated with
the allowed transitions, n → n+ 1 and n+ 1 → n are ωn =
−ω̃0+2ω1n+ω̃1 = ω↑n = −ω↓n and ωn = ω̃0−2ω̃1n−ω̃1 =
ω↓n respectively. Similarly, the operators corresponding to
A2, which are associated with the transitions n → n + 1 and
n+ 1 → n are given by

A2(ω↑n) = −i
√
n+ 1|ψϵn⟩⟨ψϵn+1

| = T↓n and

A2(ω↓n) = i
√
n+ 1|ψϵn+1

⟩⟨ψϵn | = T↑n
(29)

respectively.
Now, to complete the description of the evolution of the

charger and the battery, we seek the decay rates of the GKSL
master equation (9). Following the exposition in [39], we see
that the decay rates for each transition corresponding to the
energy difference ωn are given by,

γij(ωn) = 2πTr[Bi(ωn)BjρB], ∀i, j, (30)

where ρB is the density matrix of the bath, which is consid-
ered to be a thermal state comprising of infinite number of
harmonic oscillators.

Substituting the bath operators from the interaction term,
H̃EA, the decay rate for i, j = 1 is given by

γ11(ωn) = 2πTr[B1(ωn)B1ρB]

= 2π

∫ ωmax

0

h̃(ω)h̃(ωn)Tr
[
aωn

(aω + a†ω)

4
ρB

]
dω,

(31)

where ωmax denotes the cutoff frequency of the bath. This
cutoff frequency is set to be sufficiently high so that the mem-
ory time of the bath ∼ ω−1

max, is negligibly small. Explicitly
calculating (31), we obtain

γ11(ωn) =
π

2
h̃2(ωn)[n̄(ωn) + 1], (32)
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Figure 5. Panel-(a): Different curves correspond to the ergotropy versus interaction time for a fixed coherent drive F = 0.1. Dotted-dashed
and solid curves respectively represent the energies of the anharmonic and harmonic oscillators, as a function of the interaction time. The
parameters chosen are g = 0.1, the anharmonic oscillator frequencies as ω̃0 = 1.06 and ω̃1 = 0.06. For the harmonic oscillator also,
ω̃0 = 1.06 is chosen. The quantities plotted along the horizontal axis is dimensionless, while ergotropy is in units of K. Panel-(b): Depiction
of energy versus interaction time for the same set of values of the parameters. The quantities plotted along the horizontal axis is dimensionless,
while energy is in units of K.
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Figure 6. Panel-(a): Different curves correspond to the ergotropy versus interaction time for a fixed coherent drive F = 0.5. Dotted-dashed
and solid curves respectively represent the energies of the anharmonic and harmonic oscillators, as a function of the interaction time. The
parameters chosen are g = 0.1, the anharmonic oscillator frequencies as ω̃0 = 1.06 and ω̃1 = 0.06. For the harmonic oscillator also,
ω̃0 = 1.06 is chosen. The quantities plotted along the horizontal axis is dimensionless, while ergotropy is in units of K. Panel-(b): Depiction
of energy versus interaction time for the same set of values of the parameters. Quantities plotted along both axes are dimensionless. The
quantities plotted along the horizontal axis is dimensionless, while energy is in units of K.

where J(ωn) = h̃2(ωn), is the spectral density of the bath
at frequency ωn, n̄(ωn) is the mean number of bosons in the
thermal state ρB of the bath with frequency ωn, which is given
by n̄(ωn) =

[
eβωn/kB − 1

]−1
, where β denotes the inverse

temperature of the bath. Upon doing a similar calculation of
the other elements of the decay rates, we obtain

γ(ω↓n) =
π

2
h̃2(ωn)[n̄(ω↓n) + 1]

(
1 −i
i 1

)
and,

γ(−ω↓n) =
π

2
h̃2(ωn)n̄(ω↓n)

(
1 i
−i 1

)
.

(33)

Now that we have everything we need for the master equation
that describes the dynamics of the battery and charger, the
GKSL master equation corresponding to Eq (7) for the battery

and charger is given by

˙̃ρAB(t) =− i[
√
ω̃g(bσ+ + b†σ−) +

√
ω̃F (b† + b), ρ̃AB(t)]

+
∑
n

ξn

[
T↓nρ̃AB(t)T↑n − 1

2
{T↓nT↑n, ρ̃AB(t)}

]
+

∑
n

ξn

[
T↑nρ̃AB(t)T↓n − 1

2
{T↑nT↓n, ρ̃AB(t)}

]
,

(34)

where ξn = 2πJ(ωn)[n̄(ωn) + 1]. For harmonic oscilla-
tor baths, ω̃h̃2(ωn) = J(ωn), where J(ωn) represents the
spectral density function of the bath. The quantity J(ωn) =
α̃ωn exp(−ωn/ωmax). Here α represents the dimensionless
interaction strength between the anharmonic-oscillator and
the bosonic bath. Here we have taken the interaction between
the charger and battery to be linear. In contrast to the har-
monic oscillator bath, in this scenario, we see that the anni-
hilation and creation operators in the dissipative part of the
GKSL master equation are replaced by nth site transition op-
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Figure 7. Demonstration of the maximum ergotropy and maximum
energy obtainable as a function of the anharmonicity parameter, ω̃1.
Teal circles denote the value of maximum energy, EB(τ) attained
for different values of anharmonicity. The Purple crosses denote the
same quantity, but for the case of the ergotropy εB(τ). Here we have
obtained the results by setting g1 = 0.1, γ = 1.0, F = 0.1, and we
have set inverse temperature β = 1. The quantities plotted along the
horizontal axis is dimensionless, while energy and ergotropy are in
units of K.

erators, and we sum over all possible transitions of the anhar-
monic oscillator.

A. Does anharmonicity help in discharging?

Here we present the details of implementation of the dy-
namics of a two-level system as battery and an anharmonic
charger, and we will study the resulting affect on maximum
extractable energy from the battery using unitary operations.
The dynamics of the anharmonic charger and the two-level
battery (system B) is governed by the master equation de-
scribed in Eq. (34). We solve the master equation numerically
using the Runge-Kutta method, to obtain ρ̃AB as a function
of interaction time, following which we discard the system A,
and consider the system B.

In the case where there is no coherent driving, i.e. F =
0, our findings are in agreement with the expectation in that
there is no ergotropy left on B while having a finite EB(τ).
Switching on the coherent drive F and increasing its value
results in nonzero values of εB(τ) that exhibit an oscillatory
behavior that is a result of a competing effect between the
dissipative and the coherent drive.

Fig. 5-(a) depicts the maximum extractable energy using
unitary operations, i.e. the ergotropy, that is available from
the quantum battery, B, as a function of the interaction time,
τ , if the charger is considered to be a anharmonic oscillator.
We find that the amount of maximum extractable energy at all
times is greater in the case where the charger is an anharmonic
oscillator, than that of the harmonic oscillator case. Fig. 5-
(a) is plotted for the values of the anharmonicity parameter,
ω̃1 = 0.06, and the coherent driving strength, F = 0.1. This
feature is also prevalent if we consider the energy of the bat-
tery, B, as a function of time. This implies that the amount of
energy stored in the process of charging at any time of inter-
action, is higher in the case of anharmonic oscillator charger
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Figure 8. Depiction of the maximum ergotropy, where the maxi-
mization is performed over time, obtained for different values of the
coherent drive intensity F along the vertical axis, and the anharmonic
strength, ω̃1, along the horizontal axis. The quantities plotted along
the horizontal and vertical axes are dimensionless, while ergotropy is
in units of K.

than that for the harmonic oscillator case. Refer to Fig. 5-(b)
for this. So using transmon as a charger is advantageous over
using a simple harmonic oscillator in the process of charging
or extracting maximal amount of energy from a quantum bat-
tery at all timescales, for a certain coherent drive.

For higher values of coherent drive strength, we find an ad-
vantage in the maximum ergotropy achieved over the interac-
tion time, by using an anharmonic charger, over the harmonic
one. However, the oscillatory behavior is increased for the
anharmonic oscillator, and it takes a longer time to achieve a
steady state. Refer to Fig. 6-(a). If we increase the value of the
driving amplitude further, there is a drop in ergotropy value
when compared to the harmonic oscillator case. We identify a
range of values of the coherent drive strength for which there
is an advantage in using an anharmonic charger instead of a
harmonic one. Therefore, if there is a requirement of high
values of ergotropy available at comparatively low timescales,
then anharmonic chargers prove to be advantageous over har-
monic ones. Qualitatively similar features are also present in
the plot of energy extracted versus the interaction time. The
maximum energy obtained over time is higher if we use an
anharmonic charger, however it takes a longer time to achieve
a steady state. Refer to Fig. 6-(b) for this.

We maximize the ergotropy and energy, separately over the
timescale in which the system attains a steady state, and plot
it with respect to the anharmonicity strength, ω̃1. We find
that for certain values of coherent drive, there is a particu-
lar region of the anharmonicity strength where the maximum
values of ergotropy and energy are higher if we use an anhar-
monic charger than that using a harmonic one. Refer to Fig. 7.

Intrigued by the complementarity that we obtained in
the case of nonlinearity assisted charging, we try to find if
any such feature also exists here. The heat map in Fig. 8
demonstrates the maximum ergotropy attained over time, for
different values of the parameters, F and ω̃1. We find that,
for a lower values of the coherent drive, the entire range of
anharmonic strength, ω̃1, from 0.01 to 0.07, proves to be
beneficial in the availability of maximal extractable energy. In
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the case when the anharmonicity strength is 0, the maximum
ergotropy is almost negligible for small values of coherent
drive, and it increases slowly on increasing the driving
strength. Moreover, at lower values of ω̃1 ∼ 0.01, high values
of the coherent drive ∼ 1.0 is required to attain the maximum
ergotropy. Therefore we find that the anharmonicity in the
charger is potentially useful in extracting energy maximally
from a battery even for a small coherent drive.

V. CONCLUSION

We have analyzed the effects of nonlinearities in the
charger-battery system using an open-system approach.
Specifically, we have studied two varieties of nonlinearities
in the set-ups: non-linearly coupled charger and battery, and
charger comprising an anharmonic oscillator which is linearly
coupled to a two-level battery. In both the scenarios, the bat-
tery is not in direct contact of the environment and only the
charger interacts with the environment and is acted on by a co-
herent drive. Before the external drive and the interaction with
the environment is switched on, we began with the ground
states of both the charger and battery.

In the case of nonlinearity in the coupling between charger
and battery, we found that there is an enhancement in the
steady-state ergotropy over the linear case. We also found in-

stances where the ergotropy in the transient state is zero in the
linear case, but is positive for all non-zero values of the non-
linear interaction strength. Further, we found that the times of
attainment of maximum and steady-state ergotropies, where
the maximization is over time, get reduced if we use non-
linear interaction between charger and battery. We also found
a complementarity between strengths of the nonlinear interac-
tion and the coherent drive for obtaining the same steady-state
ergotropy values.

We obtained the exact form of the master equation of the
charger-battery system, when the charger is an anharmonic
oscillator, and is connected to a bosonic Markovian environ-
ment. Considering the charger to be an anharmonic oscillator,
for example a transmon, we found that there is a significant
advantage in the maximum ergotropy over the linear setup,
though the maximum is attained at a slightly later time for
the anharmonic case. We also identified instances where the
anharmonicity-assisted charging proves to be beneficial over
the harmonic case, over all timescales. We separately maxi-
mized the ergotropy and energy, over the timescale in which
the system attains a steady state, and found that for certain val-
ues of the coherent drive, there is a specific region of the an-
harmonicity strength where the maximum values of ergotropy
and energy are higher in the case of an anharmonic charger
than when using a harmonic one. Moreover, we observed a
specific region of the parameter space of anharmonic strength
and coherent drive where the ergotropy values are maximum.
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