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Thermodynamic work gain from entanglement

Ken Funo,1 Yu Watanabe,2 and Masahito Ueda1

1Department of Physics, The University of Tokyo, 7-3-1 Hongo, Bunkyo-ku, Tokyo, 113-0033, Japan
2Yukawa Institute for Theoretical Physics, Kyoto University, Kitashirakawa Oiwake-Cho, Kyoto, 606-8502, Japan

(Received 30 July 2012; revised manuscript received 14 November 2012; published 18 November 2013)

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

Feedback control of thermal fluctuations has been discussed
by a number of researchers [1–14] since the seminal work by
Maxwell [1], who pointed out that if an observer can access
microscopic degrees of freedom, the second law of thermo-
dynamics may break down. Szilard devised a quintessential
model of Maxwell’s demon, in which kBT ln 2 of work can
be extracted from a thermodynamic cycle [2]. It has been
shown [8,9] that extractable work WS

ext from a system is
determined by the information gain (or the quantum-classical
mutual information) I [8,15,16], which measures the acquired
knowledge of the system via measurement, and that the same
quantity sets the lower bound on the total cost WM

cost of
measurement and erasure of information:

WS
ext � −�FS + kBT I, (1)

WM
cost � kBT I, (2)

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

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

To examine the effect of measurement and feedback
control, let us consider a qubit system. Let the initial state
be the maximally mixed state, i.e., ρ = 1

2 (|↓〉〈↓| + |↑〉〈↑|).
The von Neumann entropy of the initial state is given by

S(ρ) = ln 2, where S(ρ) := −Tr[ρ ln ρ]. Now let us perform a
projective measurement using the basis {|↓〉, |↑〉}. Depending
on the measurement outcome, we perform a unitary operation
U↓ = 1 and U↑ = |↑〉〈↓| + |↓〉〈↑|, which flips the spin if the
measurement outcome is ↑. Then, the final state is given
by a pure state irrespective of the measurement outcome:
ρ ′ = |↓〉〈↓|, and the entropy vanishes, i.e., S(ρ ′) = 0. From
the thermodynamic relation F = E − T S, we observe that the
average reduction in entropy via measurement and feedback
leads to the free-energy gain, which, in turn, can be extracted
from the system as work.

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

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

II. SETUP

We consider a composite system AB and a memory M

that stores information about the measurement outcome. We
consider the following protocol (see Fig. 1).

(1) Let the initial Hamiltonian of the total system be Hi =
HA

i ⊗ HB
i ⊗ HM . Here, we decompose the Hilbert space

of the memory into mutually orthogonal subspaces HM =⊕
k HM

k according to the measurement outcome k [9]. We also
decompose the Hamiltonian of the memory as HM = ⊕kH

M
k ,

so that each support of HM
k belongs to HM

k . We assume that
the initial state of the memory is the standard state belonging
to HM

0 . Let the initial state be ρABM
i = ρAB

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

correlation between subsystems A and B is characterized by
the quantum mutual information:

I
(
ρA

i : ρB
i

)
:= S

(
ρA

i

) + S
(
ρB

i

) − S
(
ρAB

i

)
. (3)

(2) A general quantum measurement on subsystem A

is implemented by performing a unitary transformation
UAM on AM followed by a projection measurement P M

k =∑
b |ψM

k (b)〉〈ψM
k (b)| on M , where {|ψM

k (b)〉} is an orthogonal
basis set in HM

k . The measurement outcome k is registered by
the memory during this process. The postmeasurement state
depending on the outcome k is given by

ρABM (k) := 1

pk

P M
k UAM

(
ρAB

i ⊗ ρM
0

)
U †AMP M

k

= 1

pk

∑
a,b,c

MA
k,a,bρ

AB
i M

†A
k,a,c ⊗ ∣∣ψM

k (b)
〉〈
ψM

k (c)
∣∣,
(4)

where

pk = Tr
[
P M

k UAM
(
ρAB

i ⊗ ρM
0

)
U †AMP M

k

]
(5)

is the probability of obtaining k. Here,

MA
k,a,b :=

√
pM

0 (a)
〈
ψM

k (b)
∣∣UAM

∣∣ψM
0 (a)

〉
(6)

is a measurement operator acting on A, where

ρM
0 :=

∑
a

pM
0 (a)

∣∣ψM
0 (a)

〉〈
ψM

0 (a)
∣∣, (7)

and the measurement operator satisfy the completeness rela-
tion: ∑

k,a,b

M
A†
k,a,bM

A
k,a,b = 1. (8)

We note that the reduced density matrix of AB is given by

ρAB(k) = 1

pk

∑
a,b

MA
k,a,bρ

AB
i M

†A
k,a,b. (9)

(3) We detach the memory from A and perform a feedback
control on each subsystem by means of local unitary operators
UA

k and UB
k that depend on k. The unitary operators are given

by U
A(B)
k := T exp[−i

∫ tf
0 H

A(B)
k (t)dt], where T is the time-

ordering operator and H
A(B)
k (t) is the Hamiltonian of A(B) at

time t depending on the measurement outcome k. The density
matrix of the composite system after the feedback control is
given by

ρABM
f (k) := (

UA
k ⊗ UB

k

)
ρABM (k)

(
UA

k ⊗ UB
k

)†
. (10)

The final Hamiltonian of the system (at time tf) depends on k

and is given by HA
f (k) ⊗ HB

f (k).
(4) We erase the information registered in the memory to

complete the thermodynamic cycle. We attach a heat bath R

to the memory and perform a unitary operation UMR
ers so that

the state of the memory goes back to the standard state, i.e.,
the support of ρM

ers := TrR[ρMR
ers ] is in HM

0 , where

ρMR
ers = UMR

ers

(
ρM

f ⊗ ρR
)
U †MR

ers . (11)

Here, ρR = ρR
can := e−β(HR−FR ) is the initial density op-

erator of the heat bath, and ρM
f := ∑

k pkρ
M
f (k) =∑

k pkTrAB[ρABM
f (k)] is the final density operator of the

memory, which is obtained by taking the ensemble average
over k. The Hamiltonian and free energy of the heat bath are
denoted by HR and FR , respectively.

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

III. GENERALIZED SECOND LAWS

A. Second law of thermodynamics without feedback control

We derive second-law-like inequalities using entropy pro-
duction σ , which measures the irreversibility of the thermo-
dynamic process. Let us consider a thermodynamic process
where the initial density matrix is given by ρi and the system
undergoes a unitary evolution U := T exp[−i

∫ tf
ti

H (t)dt],
where H (t) is the Hamiltonian of the system. Then, the entropy
production is given by

σ := −Tr[ρf ln ρr] − S(ρi), (12)
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where ρf := UρiU
† is the final density matrix and ρr is a

reference state which is the initial state of the backward
process (i.e., in the time-reversed protocol) in the context of
detailed fluctuation theorems [11]. The entropy production of
the system is nondecreasing, σ � 0, which can be evaluated
as follows:

σ = −Tr[ρf ln ρr] − S(ρf ) = S(ρf||ρr) � 0, (13)

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

σ = −β(Wext + �F ), (14)

where Wext := Tr[ρiH (ti)] − Tr[ρfH (tf)] is the extractable
work, �F := Ff − Fi is the free-energy difference, and β is
the inverse temperature. Thus the non-negativity of the entropy
production leads to the conventional second law:

Wext � −�F. (15)

B. Extractable work via feedback control

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

I
(
ρA

i : XM
)

:= S
(
ρA

i

) −
∑

k

pkS(ρA(k)). (16)

The information gain is bounded from above by I (ρA
i : XM ) �

H (XM ), where H (XM ) := −∑
k pk ln pk is the Shannon

entropy. Equation (16) may take negative values in general due
to the measurement back action. However, it can be shown that
the information gain is non-negative,

0 � I
(
ρA

i : XM
)

� H (XM ), (17)

if the postmeasurement state (9) is expressed by a single
measurement operator MA

k , i.e., ρAB(k) = p−1
k MA

k ρAB
i M

†A
k

[8,16]. In this paper, we consider the situation in which the
information gain satisfies inequality (17) so that we can utilize
the measurement result.

We define the following quantity:

σA
ext := −

∑
k

pkTr
[
ρA

f (k) ln ρA
r (k)

] − S
(
ρA

i

)
, (18)

where ρA
r (k) is the reference state of A depending on k.

It is similar to the entropy production defined in Eq. (12),
but σA

ext can take negative values since it contains not only
the dissipative part but also the information contents via
measurement and feedback:

σA
ext =

∑
k

pkS
(
ρA

f (k)
∥∥ρA

r (k)
) − S

(
ρA

i

) +
∑

k

pkS
(
ρA

f (k)
)

� −I
(
ρA

i : XM
)
, (19)

where the last inequality follows from the positivity of the
relative entropy and S(ρA

f (k)) = S(ρA(k)). The equality in (19)
holds when ρA

f (k) = ρA
r (k). From inequality (19), we observe

that σA
ext + I (ρA

i : XM ) is non-negative and measures the
irreversibility of the thermodynamic process. It also shows
that the entropy of A can be decreased up to the information
gain I (ρA

i : XM ). Thus σA
ext measures the amount of entropy

that can be decreased from the system via measurement and
feedback.

A similar relation holds for subsystem B:

σB
ext � −I

(
ρB

i : XM
)
, (20)

where

σB
ext := −

∑
k

pkTr
[
ρB

f (k) ln ρB
r (k)

] − S
(
ρB

i

)
(21)

is the amount of entropy that can be decreased via measurement
and feedback on B, ρB

r (k) is the reference state of B depending
on k, and

I
(
ρB

i : XM
)

:= S
(
ρB

i

) −
∑

k

pkS(ρB(k)) (22)

is the Holevo χ quantity, which gives the amount of infor-
mation about B acquired by the measurement. Apart from
the information gain (16), Eq. (22) is non-negative for any
measurement operator MA

k,a,b [33]:

0 � I
(
ρB

i : XM
)

� H (XM ), (23)

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

Next, we derive the upper bound of the work that can be
extracted from subsystems A and B by assuming that their
initial states are given by the canonical distributions ρA

i =
eβ(FA

i −HA
i ) and ρB

i = eβ(FB
i −HB

i ). Such conditions are met by
the following entangled state [35]:

|ψAB〉 = Z− 1
2

∑
k

e−βεk/2 |k〉A ⊗ |k〉B , (24)

where |k〉A,B is the kth energy eigenstate, εk is the common

energy eigenvalue of A and B, and Z− 1
2 is the normal-

ization constant. Such a quantum correlated state can be
created experimentally by parametric amplification [36], and
plays a pivotal role in such diverse phenomena as Hawking
radiation [37], the dynamical Casimir effect [38,39], and
the Unruh effect [40]. By choosing the reference state to
be the canonical distribution ρA

r (k) = eβ[FA
f (k)−HA

f (k)], where
FA

f (k) := −β−1 ln Tr exp[−βHA
f (k)], we can relate σA

ext to
work done on system A

WA
ext := Tr

[
ρA

i HA
i

] −
∑

k

pkTr
[
ρA

f (k)HA
f (k)

]
(25)

and the free-energy difference �FA := ∑
k pkF

A
f (k) − FA

i as

σA
ext = −βWA

ext − β�FA. (26)

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

WA
ext + WB

ext � −�FA − �FB

+ kBT
[
I
(
ρA

i : XM
) + I

(
ρB

i : XM
)]

. (27)
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The work gain beyond the conventional second law is
expressed by the mutual information contents between each
subsystem and the memory: I (ρA : XM ) and I (ρB : XM ).
For initially uncorrelated states, I (ρB

i : XM ) = 0 because the
work gain of B arises from the initial correlation between the
subsystems. Then, the result of Ref. [8] is reproduced for A,

WA
ext � −�FA + kBT I

(
ρA

i : XM
)
, (28)

and the conventional second law holds for B, WB
ext � −�FB .

For a single system, a feedback control that achieves the upper
bound of the extractable work is constructed in Ref. [12].

C. Measurement cost

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

σM
mes = −Tr

[
ρM

f ln ρM
r

] − S
(
ρM

0

)
, (29)

where ρM
r = ∑

k pkρ
M
r (k) is the reference state of the memory

and the support of ρM
r (k) belongs to HM

k . Since the supports
of ρM

k and ρM
r (k) belong to the mutually orthogonal subspace

HM
k , we have

− Tr
[
ρM

f ln ρM
r

] = −
∑

k

pkTr
[
ρM

f (k) ln ρM
r (k)

] + H (XM ).

(30)
Now we derive the lower bound of σM

mes. First, note that

σM
mes − I

(
ρAB

i : XM
)

= S
(
ρABM

f

) − S
(
ρABM

i

) −
∑

k

pkS
(
ρABM

f (k)
)

+
∑

k

pkS
(
ρAB

f (k)
) −

∑
k

pkTr
[
ρM

f (k) ln ρM
r (k)

]
, (31)

where ρABM
f := ∑

k pkρ
ABM
f (k). The equality in Eq. (31)

follows from Eq. (30) and the fact that ρABM
f (k)’s are mutually

orthogonal. We then have

σM
mes − I

(
ρAB

i : XM
)

= �S +
∑

k

pkS
(
ρABM

f (k)
∥∥ρAB

f (k) ⊗ ρM
r (k)

)
� 0, (32)

where �S := S(ρABM
f ) − S(ρABM

i ) and the last inequality is
satisfied because the relative entropy is positive and the von
Neumann entropy of the density matrix that is averaged over
many runs of the projective measurement does not decrease
in comparison with the entropy of the premeasurement state
[33]. The equality in (32) is satisfied if ρABM

f (k) = ρAB
f (k) ⊗

ρM
r (k) and �S = 0. Inequality (32) gives the fundamental

lower bound of entropy that is produced under measurement.
The bound is expressed by the information gain between the
total system and the memory:

I
(
ρAB

i : XM
)

:= S
(
ρAB

i

) −
∑

k

pkS(ρAB(k)). (33)

When the initial and reference density operators of the memory
obey the canonical distributions ρM

0 = ρM
0,can := eβ(FM

0 −HM
0 )

and ρM
r (k) = ρM

k,can := eβ(FM
k −HM

k ), σM
mes can be related to work

as

σM
mes = H (XM ) + βWM

mes − β�FM, (34)

where WM
mes := ∑

k pkTr[ρM
k HM

k ] − Tr[ρM
0 HM

0 ] and �FM :=∑
k pkF

M
k − FM

0 . Then, (32) reduces to

WM
mes � kBT

[
I
(
ρAB

i : XM
) − H (XM )

] + �FM, (35)

which gives the lower bound of the measurement cost.
For initially uncorrelated states, I (ρAB

i : XM ) reduces to the
classical result I (ρA

i : XM ) [9]. The measurement cost depends
on the amount of accessible information for the feedback
controller, and in the present case, the nonlocal correlation
between the subsystems should be considered.

D. Erasure cost

Next, we derive the lower bound of the work cost for
initializing the memory. The entropy production is given by

σM
ers = S

(
ρM

ers

) − S(ρM
f ) − βQers, (36)

where Qers := Tr[HRρR
f ] − Tr[HRρR

ers]. Since the erasure
process is unitary for MR, the entropy production is non-
negative:

σM
ers = S

(
ρM

f

) − S
(
ρM

f

) − Tr
[
ρR

ers ln ρR
can

] − S(ρR)

= −S
(
ρR

ers

) + S
(
ρM

ers

) − Tr
[
ρR

ers ln ρR
can

]
= −Tr

[
ρMR

ers ln ρM
ers ⊗ ρR

can

] − S
(
ρMR

ers

)
= S

(
ρMR

ers

∣∣ρM
ers ⊗ ρR

can

)
� 0. (37)

If ρM
f = ∑

k pkρ
M
k,can and ρM

ers = ρM
0,can, we have

σM
ers = −H (XM ) + βWM

ers + β�FM, (38)

where

WM
ers := Tr

[
ρM

ersH
M
0

] −
∑

k

pkTr
[
ρM

k,canH
M
k

] − Qers. (39)

Then, the erasure cost is given by [9]

WM
ers � kBT H (XM ) − �FM. (40)

For �FM = 0, this inequality reduces to Landauer’s
principle [4].

E. Net work gain from entangled states

By combining the results derived above, we give the lower
bound of the net work gain from initially entangled states.
The net entropy that can be decreased from the total system is
characterized by σnet = σA

ext + σB
ext + σM

mes, and it satisfies the
following inequality:

σnet � −[
I
(
ρA

i : ρB
i

) − I
(
ρA

i : ρB
i

∣∣XM
)]

, (41)

where I (ρA
i : ρB

i ) is the quantum mutual information given by
Eq. (3) and

I
(
ρA

i : ρB
i

∣∣XM
)

:=
∑

k

pk[S(ρA(k)) + S(ρB(k)) − S(ρAB(k))] (42)

is the quantum mutual information between the subsystems
conditioned upon the measurement outcomes k. Inequal-
ity (41) can be derived by combining (19), (20), and (32)
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and using the identity

I
(
ρA

i : XM
) + I

(
ρB

i : XM
) − I

(
ρAB

i : XM
)

= I
(
ρA

i : ρB
i

) − I
(
ρA

i : ρB
i

∣∣XM
)
, (43)

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

We define the net work gain Wnet = WA
ext + WB

ext − WM
mes −

WM
ers, which describes the work gain due solely to the initial

correlation. It follows from (27), (35), and (40) that

Wnet � kBT
[
I
(
ρA

i : ρB
i

) − I
(
ρA

i : ρB
i

∣∣XM
)] − �FAB. (44)

This is the primary result of this paper. The net work gain
depends on the amount of the initial correlation between the
subsystems that the memory can access. This can be seen if
we use a Venn diagram since the term I (ρA

i : ρB
i ) − I (ρA

i :
ρB

i |XM ) expresses the information that is shared by the three
systems A, B, and M . Since the available correlation for the
quantum state is larger than that for the classical state, we
can extract work from the entangled state beyond classical
correlation. For a two-qubit system, the maximum value of the
quantum mutual information I (ρA

i : ρB
i ) is 2 ln 2 for entangled

states, whereas it is ln 2 for classically correlated states. If we
choose an appropriate scheme for measurement and feedback
control which utilizes all the correlation between subsystems,
i.e., I (ρA

i : ρB
i |XM ) = 0, we observe that the upper bound of

the net work gain for the entangled states is twice as large
as that of the classically correlated states. The result (44)
demonstrates that quantum correlation can be utilized as a
resource to obtain the thermodynamic work gain. For initially
uncorrelated states, inequality (44) reduces to the conventional
second law for the total system including the memory: Wnet �
−�F . By considering the cost for establishing the correlation,
we can show that (44) is consistent with the conventional
second law, as shown below.

F. Cost for creating entanglement

Let us start with an uncorrelated state ρA ⊗ ρB of the
composite system AB and perform a unitary transformation
UAB to establish correlation: ρAB

i = UABρA ⊗ ρBU †AB . The
amount of entropy that is produced in subsystems A and B

during this process is given by

σA
ent := −Tr

[
ρA

i ln ρA
r

] − S(ρA),

σB
ent := −Tr

[
ρB

i ln ρB
r

] − S(ρB), (45)

where the reference states are given by ρA
r and ρB

r . By noting
that S(ρA) + S(ρB) = S(ρAB

i ), we obtain

σA
ent + σB

ent = S
(
ρA

i

∥∥ρA
r

) + S
(
ρB

i

∥∥ρB
r

)
+ S

(
ρA

i

) + S
(
ρB

i

) − S(ρA) − S(ρB)

� I
(
ρA

i : ρB
i

)
. (46)

Inequality (46) states that the lower bound of creating corre-
lation is given by the quantum mutual information between
subsystems. The equality in (46) is achieved if and only if
ρA

r = ρA
i and ρB

r = ρB
i . Combining inequalities (41) and (46),

we obtain the lower bound on the total entropy that is produced

A

System
Memory

B

A

System
Memory

B

A

System
Memory

B

(a) Initial state

(b) Measurement

(c) Feedback

FIG. 2. (Color online) Entropy transfer in the protocol: (a) A and
B are initially entangled, where the negative entropy is described by
the quantum mutual information −I (ρA

i : ρB
i ). We can decrease the

entropy of A and B up to I (ρA
i : ρB

i ) by performing an appropriate
unitary transformation on the entire system. (b) Measurement on A

and entropy transfer from the system to M . The information gain
of subsystem A is given by −I (ρA

i : XM ) and that of subsystem B

by −I (ρB
i : XM ), whereas the memory generates a positive entropy

I (ρAB
i : XM ). (c) Feedback control performed on both A and B

produces negative entropies −I (ρA
i : XM ) and −I (ρB

i : XM ), which
arise from the initial correlation −I (ρA

i : ρB
i ) and information gain

−I (ρAB
i : XM ). Consequently, the total entropy of A and B decreases,

and work can be extracted from them. The correlation I (ρA
i : ρB

i |XM )
between A and B remains nonvanishing, which, however, cannot be
utilized unless A and B are brought together to perform an appropriate
unitary transformation on the entire state.

under a thermodynamic cycle as

σcycle � I
(
ρA

i : ρB
i |XM

)
� 0, (47)
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where σcycle := σA
ent + σB

ent + σnet. From (47), we find that
the entropy production is always positive and bounded from
below by I (ρA

i : ρB
i |XM ). The additional entropy production

I (ρA
i : ρB

i |XM ) arises since the feedback control is limited to
local unitary operations, i.e., UA

k ⊗ UB
k . If we are allowed to

perform a unitary operation UAB
k on the composite system for

the feedback control, we can show that the entropy produced
under a thermodynamic cycle restores the conventional second
law. First, note that the entropy produced on the composite
system is bounded by

σ ′AB
ext � −I (ρAB

i : XM ), (48)

where

σ ′AB
ext := −

∑
k

pkTr
[
ρAB(k) ln ρAB

r (k)
] − S(ρA ⊗ ρB ), (49)

and ρAB
r (k) is the reference state which depends on k. We

note that this inequality directly follows by applying the result
discussed in Ref. [8] to the composite system AB. Combined
with the measurement cost (32), we observe that the total
entropy produced for a cyclic process restores the conventional
second law:

σ ′
cycle � 0, (50)

where σ ′
cycle := σ ′AB

ext + σM
mes. Comparing inequalities (47)

and (50), we find that I (ρA
i : ρB

i |XM ) measures the difference
in the performance between local and nonlocal feedback
operations.

To address the question of whether a more general LOCC
protocol would lead to a better work gain, let us prepare another
memory that measures B depending on A’s measurement
outcome k. Suppose that the outcome is l ∈ YM and the
postmeasurement state is given by

ρAB(k,l) = 1

pl|k
MB

l|kρ
AB
f (k)MB†

l|k , (51)

where MB
l|k is the measurement operator which depends on k

and satisfies the relation
∑

l M
†B
l|k MB

l|k = 1. Here the sum is to
be taken over l only because this is a measurement conditioned
upon a particular outcome k of the preceding measurement.
The measurement on B enables us to obtain further knowledge
about A and B:

I (ρA(B)
f (k) : YM ) := S(ρA(B)

f (k)) −
∑

l

pl|kS(ρA(B)(k,l)).

(52)

Thus the results in (27)–(44) can be generalized by replacing
I (ρA

i : XM ) with

I (ρA
i : XMYM ) := S

(
ρA

i

) −
∑
k,l

pl|kpkS(ρA(k,l))

= I
(
ρA

f (k) : YM
) + I (ρA

i : XM ), (53)

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

Wnet � kBT

[
I (ρA

i : ρB
i ) −

∑
k,l

pl|kpkI (ρA(k,l) : ρB(k,l))

]

−�FAB, (54)

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

IV. DISCUSSIONS AND CONCLUSION

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

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