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Finding a quantum battery model that displays a genuine quantum advantage, while being prone
to experimental fabrication, is an extremely challenging task. In this Letter we propose a deceptively
simple quantum battery model that displays a genuine quantum advantage, saturating the quantum
speed limit. It consists of two harmonic oscillators (the charger and the battery), coupled during the
non-equilibrium charging dynamics by a non-linear interaction. We first present the model, then
certify the genuine quantum advantage, and finally briefly discuss how the battery can be fabricated
through the use of superconducting circuits.

Introduction.—Quantum thermodynamics [1–9] is an ac-
tive research field where genuine quantum effects are
sought in a variety of meso- and nano-devices including
heat engines and refrigerators [10, 11]. Seeking quan-
tum effects in thermodynamic processes is a far from
trivial task. As Enrico Fermi clearly explained in his
lectures held at Columbia University (NY) during the
summer session of 1936 [12], “in pure thermodynamics,
the fundamental laws are assumed as postulates based on
experimental evidence, and conclusions are drawn from
them without entering into the kinetic mechanisms of
the phenomenon”. Thermodynamics has therefore a uni-
versal character, offering predictions that are valid for
both classical and quantum settings. In order to find
a genuine quantum advantage (GQA) in the context of
thermodynamics, one clearly needs to transcend equilib-
rium conditions and study the non-equilibrium dynamics
of quantum systems. In this context, quantum batteries,
first introduced in 2013 by Alicki and Fannes [13], have
recently attracted a great deal of attention [15–17].

In general terms, a closed quantum battery is a quan-
tum mechanical system with a discrete energy spectrum
of finite bandwidth, which can be charged—i.e. pre-
pared in an excited energy state ρ such that Tr[HBρ] is
larger than its ground-state energy—via unitary opera-
tions that may temporarily generate coherences between
its eigenstates. Generalizations to open quantum bat-
teries are of course possible [17] but not the subject of
this work. Other operations, such as work extraction,
can also be carried out on a quantum battery via unitary
controls, but in this Letter we will solely focus on the
non-equilibrium charging dynamics.

As classical batteries, also quantum batteries are
bound to have a maximum capacity (i.e. a maximum of
the stored energy) and a maximum charging power. An
extremely useful bound on power was derived by Julià-
Farré et al. [18] through a quantum geometric approach.
Bounds on the charging dynamics of a quantum battery

can also be casted by using the so-called “quantum speed
limits” [19–22]. If a quantum battery saturates the pre-
vious bounds, it is said to display a GQA [23].

Aim of this Letter is to investigate the non-equilibrium
charging dynamics of many-body quantum batteries,
i.e. quantum batteries based on interacting quantum
many-body systems. The key point is that interac-
tions among the battery elements can in principle gen-
erate quantum correlations during the non-equilibrium
dynamics, leading to a GQA. With this target in mind,
several quantum battery models have been proposed
in the past few years. Examples include Dicke quan-
tum batteries [27–30] and quantum batteries based on
one-dimensional Heisenberg spin chains [31], disordered
quantum Ising chains [32], and the Su-Schrieffer-Heeger
model [33]. As discussed at length in Refs. [17, 18], none
of these models, however, displays a GQA. To the best
of our knowledge, indeed, only one quantum many-body
battery model displaying a GQA has been discovered so
far. This is the Sachdev-Ye-Kitaev (SYK) quantum bat-
tery, which was proposed in Refs. [41, 42]. Proposals to
realize the SYK Hamiltonian [43–47] in the laboratory
have been put forward and rely on ultra-cold atoms [48]
and solid-state systems [49], such as topological super-
conductors [50, 51] and graphene quantum dots with ir-
regular boundaries in strong applied magnetic fields [52–
54]. Experimental evidence for the achievement of a
regime of strong correlations in the latter systems has
been recently reported by Anderson et al. [55]. The au-
thors of this work presented data for the thermoelectric
power of these quantum dots exhibiting strong depar-
tures from the Mott formula in high magnetic fields (on
the order of 10 T) and elevated temperatures (T ≳ 10 K).
These data are compatible with the emergence of a non-
Fermi-liquid regime described by the SYK model [56].
Although this is clearly a milestone result, fabricating
quantum batteries from arrays of graphene quantum dots
with disordered edges is still a long shot.

ar
X

iv
:2

40
9.

08
62

7v
1 

 [
qu

an
t-

ph
] 

 1
3 

Se
p 

20
24



2

In this Letter, we propose a deceptively simple quan-
tum battery model where fast charging and a GQA occur
via an interaction Hamiltonian that has not been yet ex-
plored in the literature. Indeed, as we discuss at length
below, we achieve a GQA by coupling two harmonic oscil-
lators via a non-linear charging Hamiltonian. Similarly to
the Dicke battery [27], also this quantum battery model
can be fabricated in the laboratory by using e.g. super-
conducting circuits [57].
Model and charging protocol.—We begin by briefly re-
minding the reader about charger-based protocols in the
non-equilibrium dynamics of quantum batteries. Con-
sider two quantum systems [28], the “charger” A and the
“proper battery” B, described by the Hamiltonians HA

and HB, respectively. At time t = 0 we assume that the
system is in a pure factorized state |ψ(0)⟩ ≡ |ψ⟩A|0⟩B,
where |0⟩B is the (zero-energy) ground state of HB, and
|ψ⟩A is taken to have an initial energy EA(0) > 0.
Aim of the charging protocol is to transfer energy from
the charger to the battery. In order to do so, at time
t = 0+ we switch on an interaction Hamiltonian Hint

between the two systems, keeping it on for a finite
charging time τ . The complete Hamiltonian is therefore
H(t) = HA +HB + λ(t)Hint, where λ(t) = 1 for t ∈ [0, τ ]
and zero elsewhere is a classical parameter that repre-
sents the external control we exert on the system. We
take [Hint,HA +HB] = 0 in order to avoid injecting into
the system more energy than that initially contained in
the charger [28, 59].

The energy EB(τ) stored in the battery at time τ and
the average charging power PB(τ) are given by

EB(τ) ≡ ⟨ψ(τ)|HB|ψ(τ)⟩ , (1)

PB(τ) ≡ EB(τ)/τ , (2)

where |ψ(τ)⟩ is the state of the system at time τ . We
denote by the symbol τ̄ the shortest time at which the
battery energy reaches its maximum value, i.e. EB(τ) ≤
EB(τ̄).
We are now ready to introduce the model we propose

in this work, which reads as following (ℏ = 1 throughout
this paper):

HA = nω0a
†a ,

HB = ω0b
†b ,

Hint ≡ Hn = gn
[
a†bn + a(b†)n

]
. (3)

Here, ω0 is a natural frequency scale, gn is a coupling con-
stant (with units of energy), and n represents the order
of the non-linear coupling between the harmonic oscil-
lator HA describing the charger and the one describing
the proper battery HB. We take the initial energy of
the charger to be given by EA(0) = Nω0, where N is an
integer.
Charging dynamics and the quantum speed limit.—
Consider for a moment the case n = 1, which represents a

linear coupling between charger and battery. This model
has already been studied in Ref. [28]. Choosing as ini-
tial state of the charger a Fock state with N excitations,
i.e. |ψ⟩A = |N⟩A, one can easily calculated the energy
stored in the battery and the average power, finding [28]:

E
(1)
B (τ) = Nω0 sin

2(g1τ) , (4)

P
(1)
B (τ) = Nω0

sin2(g1τ)

τ
. (5)

(These results are in fact valid, irrespectively of the de-
tails of the initial state.) The optimal charging time is
τ̄1 = π/(2g1), which does depend on N . The linear n = 1
quantum battery model therefore does not display any
speed-up in the N ≫ 1 limit.
From now on, we therefore focus on the non-linear n >

1 case, taking in particular n = N . In this case, we
choose as initial state of the charger a Fock state with one
excitation, i.e. |ψ⟩A = |1⟩A. (Other initial states will be
discussed below.) The interaction Hamiltonian in Eq. (3)
couples the initial state |1⟩A|0⟩B with the fully charged
battery state, |0⟩A|N⟩B. The interaction Hamiltonian
therefore reads as following

HN = gN
√
N ! (|1⟩A|0⟩B⟨0|A⟨N |B +H.c.) + ∆HN , (6)

where ∆HN is an operator that annihilates the
states |1⟩A|0⟩B and |0⟩A|N⟩B, i.e. ∆HN|1⟩A|0⟩B =
∆HN|0⟩A|N⟩B = 0. As a consequence, it is easy to cal-
culate exactly the state of the system at time t. We find

|ψ(t)⟩AB = e−iNω0t[cos (gN
√
N !t)|1⟩A|0⟩B+

i sin (gN
√
N !t)|0⟩A|N⟩B] . (7)

Using this result in Eqs. (4)-(5), we obtain the following
results:

EB(τ) = Nω0 sin
2(gN

√
N !τ) , (8)

PB(τ) = Nω0
sin2(gN

√
N !τ)

τ
. (9)

The optimal charging time is therefore τ̄N =
π/(2gN

√
N !). No microscopic relation exists so far be-

tween the linear coupling g1 and the non-linear coupling
gN . We therefore cannot fairly compare the non-linear
model with the linear one, investigating whether the for-
mer displays a GQA.
In order to overcome this obstacle and establish a

fair comparison, we use the Mandelstam-Tamm quantum
speed limit (QSL) [19], which states that the time τQSL

needed for a system described by a Hamiltonian H to go
from a state |ψ(0)⟩ to an orthogonal state is given by

τQSL ≡ π

2⟨δH⟩ψ(0)
. (10)

Here, we have introduced the variance ⟨δH⟩ψ of H on a

state |ψ⟩ as ⟨δH⟩ψ ≡
√

⟨ψ|H2|ψ⟩ − ⟨ψ|H|ψ⟩2. (Below, in
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obtaining Eq. (12), we have evaluated the variance over
the initial state, |ψ(0)⟩ = |1⟩A|0⟩B.) In what follows, we
impose [15, 16] that both models, the linear and the non-
linear one, have the same τQSL and thus the same vari-
ance ⟨δH⟩ψ(0). Imposing that τQSL is the same in both
cases protects us from potentially spurious effects that
may accelerate the dynamics of the non-linear model. For
the linear case, and with the aim of evaluating τQSL, we
set n = 1 in Eq. (3) and use H → HL ≡ HA +HB +H1

in Eq. (10). Similarly, for the non-linear case, we set
the order of non-linearity at the value n = N and use
H → HNL ≡ HA + HB + HN in Eq. (10). Evalu-
ating the two variances we find ⟨δHL⟩2ψ(0) = Ng21 and

⟨δHNL⟩2ψ(0) = N !g2N . Imposing their equivalence yields
the desired relation between g1 and gN , i.e.

gN =
g1√

(N − 1)!
, (11)

and the QSL time

τQSL =
π

2
√
Ng1

. (12)

Replacing the crucial result (11) in Eqs. (8)-(9), we
find the following figures of merit:

EB(τ) = Nω0 sin
2(g1

√
Nτ) , (13)

PB(τ) = Nω0
sin2(g1

√
Nτ)

τ
. (14)

Finding the shortest time τ̄ at which EB(τ) is maximal
(which is the optimal charging time mentioned above)
yields

τ̄ =
π

2
√
Ng1

. (15)

We clearly see that τ̄ becomes shorter as N increases, sig-
nalling a speed-up of the charging dynamics in the limit
N ≫ 1. We also note that the result in Eq. (15) coincides
with the QSL time reported above in Eq. (12). Since
our non-linear charging model saturates the QSL bound,
i.e. since τ̄ = τQSL, we have a preliminary strong indica-
tion that the asymptotic speed-up displayed by Eq. (15)
for N ≫ 1 has a genuine quantum origin. We will return
to this point below, showing with two more methods that
the model (3) displays a GQA.

The advantage in the non-linear battery model stems
from the fact that the first orthogonal state, to which the
initial state is rotated, is exactly the one in which energy
is transferred from the charger into the battery. (In fact,
this is the only state of the system that is orthogonal
to the initial state, which can be reached through time
evolution since this conserves the total number of excita-
tions.) In contrast, in the linear model, the first orthogo-
nal configuration (and thus the one reachable within the
time set by the QSL) is the one where one excitation

0 π/2 π 3/2π 2π

gn
√
n!τ

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

E
B
(τ

)/
(2
ω

0)

FIG. 1. (Color online) Energy EB(τ) (in units of 2ω0) stored

in the battery as a function of time τ , in units of 1/(gn
√
n!).

Data in this figure have been obtained by setting the degree
n of non-linearity to the value n = 2. Different curves refer to
results obtained for three different choices of the initial state
of the charger: Fock state (blue solid line), coherent state (red
dash-dotted line), and squeezed vacuum state (green dashed
line). The three state are fixed to have the same initial energy,
EA(0) = 2ω0. The horizontal (dotted black) line represents
the perfect energy transfer case, i.e. EB(τ) = 2ω0.

is taken away from the charger and transferred into the
battery (clearly this does not provide the battery with
the maximum amount of energy).
Substituting the optimal charging time (15) into

Eq. (13) and (14), we find

EB(τ̄) = Nω0 , (16)

PB(τ̄) =
2

π
ω0g1N

3/2 =
EB(τ̄)

τ̄
. (17)

We notice that, not only the optimal charging time satu-
rates the QSL, but also all the energy is completely trans-
ferred from the charger to the battery. Furthermore, the
power shows a super-linear scaling with N , stemming
from a GQA in the optimal charging time τ̄ ∝ N−1/2.
We now discuss the dependence of results (15), (16),

and (17) on the initial state. If one starts from an initial
state of the charger which is not a Fock state (|ψ⟩A ̸=
|1⟩A), the maximum energy in the battery will not be
the maximum one expressed in Eq. (16). In this sense,
the Fock state is optimal in that it is the only state that is
able to fully charge the battery, as shown in Fig. 1. We
also emphasize that, once the variances ⟨δHL⟩2ψ(0) and

⟨δHNL⟩2ψ(0) are imposed to be equal, the Fock state is
also optimal from the point of view of the charging time,
given that it saturates the speed limit.
Suppose now that the initial state of the charger is

a generic state with a given number M of excitations.
The initial state of the battery will always be taken to



4

be the ground state |0⟩B. Since [Hint,HA + HB] = 0,
Hint can only exchange excitations between A and B.
Hence, the initial state of the system evolves according to
Ut |M⟩A |0⟩B =

∑M
m=0 cm,M (t) |M −m⟩A |Nm⟩B, where

Ut = e−iHt is the unitary evolution generated by the full
Hamiltonian H = HA +HB +Hint and cm,M (t) are un-
known function of time. The density matrix of a generic
mixed state (being the battery empty of energy) can be
written as: ρ =

∑∞
M=0

∑∞
K=0 ρM,K |M⟩A |0⟩B ⟨0|B ⟨K|A.

Thus, the energy stored energy at time t is

EB(t) =

∞∑
M=0

pM

M∑
m=0

pm|M (t) Nmω0 , (18)

where we introduced the probabilities pM ≡ ρM,M and
pm|M (t) ≡ |cm,M (t)|2. We fix the initial energy to be
EA = Nω0, which implies the condition

∑
M MpM =

1. Introducing also EB|N (t) ≡ ∑M
n=0 pm|M (t) Nmω0,

we notice that this quantity cannot exceed NMω0, i.e.
EB|N (t) ≤ NMω0. Using the condition

∑
M MpM = 1,

we obtain EB(t) ≤ Nω0, which expresses the conserva-
tion of the local energy. We cannot transfer to the bat-
tery more than the energy hosted by the charger at the
initial time. The energy gained by the battery coincides
with this initial energy only in the case of the Fock initial
state for which pM = δM,1.
Classical analog.—We now proceed to show that, while
in the linear n = 1 case the quantum dynamics is well
described by the classical limit, in the non-linear case
the situation is dramatically different. In particular,
as we will show momentarily, the classical dynamics of
the non-linear model is totally trivial. Once again, this
is another strong symptom of a GQA [29]. Following
Ref. [29], we therefore compare the quantum model in
Eq. (3) with the corresponding classical one. In classical
Hamiltonian mechanics, the time evolution of a system
is defined by Hamilton’s equations, q̇α = ∂pαHcl(x) and
ṗα = −∂qαHcl(x) where x represents the canonical coor-
dinates xT = (p, q), Hcl is the classical analog Hamil-
tonian, and qα, pα are canonically conjugate variables
obeying the Poisson brackets {qα, pβ} = δαβ (in contrast
to the quantum canonically-conjugate variables q̂α, p̂α,
which fulfil the commutation relation [q̂α, p̂β ] = iδαβ).
In order to compare quantum and classical systems, we

“reverse” the canonical quantization procedure. Replac-
ing quantum operators with classical variables we find
the classical analog of the quantum model (3):

Hcl
A =

nω0

2

(
p2A + q2A

)
,

Hcl
B =

ω0

2

(
p2B + q2B

)
,

H(cl)
n =

gn
2

[(qA − ipA)(qB + ipB)
n+

(qA + ipA)(qB − ipB)
n] , (19)

where pA (pB) and qA (qB) are the charger (battery) clas-
sical conjugate variables.
Consequently, we can derive Hamilton’s equations of

motion from Eq. (19) using the coordinates XA = qA +
ipA andXB = qB+ipB. We find ẊA = −inω0XA−ignXn

B

and ẊB = −iω0XB − ingnXA(X
∗
B)
n−1. We emphasize

that these equations of motion are not semi-classical ap-
proximations to the exact quantum dynamics, but are
clearly exact classical equations of motion for the non-
linear battery model described by the classical Hamilto-
nian (19).

Using the transformations X̃A = einω0tXA and X̃B =
eiω0tXB, we find the classical equations of motion in the

rotating reference frame: ˙̃XA = −ignX̃n
B and ˙̃XB =

−ingnX̃A(X̃
∗
B)
n−1. For n = 1, these reduce to the classi-

cal equations of motion discussed in Ref. [29] for the lin-
ear model. In this case, the classical battery gains at the
end of the charging process exactly the same energy as

in the quantum case (3), i.e. E
(1)
B (τ)|cl = Nω0 sin

2(g1τ),
which coincides with Eq. (4).

On the contrary, it is easy to check by direct inspec-
tion that X̃A(t) = 1 and X̃B(t) = 0 are solutions of the
classica equations of motion for n > 1. Thus:

EB(τ)|cl = 0 . (20)

While in the quantum n > 1 non-linear case the bat-
tery charges up (in fact maximally, in the case of an
initial Fock state of the charger), in the classical n >
1 non-linear case no energy is exchanged between the
charger and the battery and the latter remains un-
charged. Indeed, quantum mechanical fluctuations ini-
tiate the charging process, while, classically, the mean
value of the coupling term ∼ X̃n−1

B is zero and the dy-
namics of two systems is effectively decoupled. We there-
fore have a second important symptom of a GQA: the
dynamics in the quantum non-linear case is strikingly
different from the dynamics of its classical analog.
Certification of the GQA via bounds on power.—We fi-
nally certificate the GQA of our non-linear bosonic bat-
tery model by using the bounds obtained in Ref. [18].
The battery power, indeed, is bounded from above as
following [18, 58]:

PB(τ) ≤ P bound
B (τ) ,

P bound
B (τ) ≡ 2

√
∆τH2

B∆τH2
NL ,

(21)

where

∆τH2
B ≡ 1

τ

∫ τ

0

dt⟨δHB⟩2ψ(t) , (22)

measures the distance traveled in the Hilbert space, with
|ψ(t)⟩ being the evolved state in Eq. (7), while

∆τH2
NL ≡ 1

τ

∫ τ

0

dt⟨δHNL⟩2ψ(t) , (23)
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represents the charging speed of the evolution. SinceHNL

is the total Hamiltonian, its variance is time-independent,
i.e. ∆τH2

NL = ⟨δHNL⟩2ψ(0). The bound in Eq. (21)—
assuming it is tight—allows us to trace the origin of
the super-linear scaling mentioned above. Given that
⟨δHNL⟩2ψ(0) scales linearly, this variance is not the source
of the super-linear scaling observed in Eq. (17). Instead,
∆τH2

B can enhance the battery performance by allowing
entangled states to reduce the trajectory length between
|ψ(0)⟩AB and |ψ(τ)⟩AB.

Evaluating the quantities in Eq. (21) at the optimal
time τ̄ , we obtain ∆τ̄H2

B = ω2
0N

2/8 and ∆τ̄H2
NL = g21N .

We therefore find that

P bound
B (τ̄) =

1√
2
ω0g1N

3
2 . (24)

This bound displays a super-linear scaling, with a sig-
nificant contribution from entanglement, represented by
∆τ̄H2

N ∼ N . To certify GQA using this bound, we con-
sider two scenarios: i) If the bound in Eq. (21) predicts
super-linear scaling due to entanglement generation but
the battery power scales only linearly, then the bound
is not tight enough to distinguish different contributions.
ii) If the power scales as the bound, then the bound can
be used to certify GQA. In our case, since PB(τ̄) cal-

culated in Eq.(17) scales as N
3
2 , we are in scenario ii).

Therefore, we can use the bound in Eq.(21) to certify
GQA. In summary, we have demonstrated in three alter-
native ways (i.e. QSLs, classical vs quantum dynamics,
and analytical bounds on power) that the quantum bat-
tery model described by Eq. (3) displays a GQA. To the
best of our knowledge, this is the only quantum battery
model where a GQA can be proven analytically. In the
case of the SYK batteries, a GQA could only be deduced
from essentially-exact numerical studies [41] for finite N ,
up to N = 16.

Experimental implementation.—We conclude this work
by briefly discussing a potential laboratory platform
where the non-linear bosonic model (3) can be in princi-
ple realized. Following Refs. [60–62], indeed, we consider
two superconducting LC resonators (with inductances L1

and L2 and capacitances C1 and C2) coupled by a Joseph-
son junction [60–62]. The Hamiltonian of this system
reads as following

H = ω1a
†a+ ω2b

†b− EJ cos(ϕ1 + ϕ2) , (25)

where ωi = 1/
√
LiCi, ϕ1 = λ1(a + a†), and ϕ2 =

λ2(b+ b†). Here, EJ is the Josephson energy—which, as
explained in Ref. [60], can be tuned by using an external
flux Φ—and λ2i ≡ 2e2

√
Li/Ci where e is the elementary

electron charge. Eq. (25) corresponds to the zero-bias
limit of the one reported by the authors of Ref. [60].
Assuming λi ≪ 1, we can Taylor-expand the cosine in

Eq. (25) as:

cos(ϕ1 + ϕ2) =

∞∑
m=0

m∑
k=0

(−)m

k!(2m− k)!
(ϕ1)

k(ϕ2)
(2m−k) .

(26)

Choosing ω2 = ω0 and ω1 = nω0 (with n an odd integer)
and discarding non-resonant terms in the interaction, we
get the following interaction Hamiltonian,

H1 = EJ
(−)

n−1
2

n!
λ1λ

n
2

[
a†bn + a(b†)n

]
, (27)

which is exactly of the form given in Eq. (3). Note that,
in the case n = 1, Eq. (27) reduces to the linear model
proposed in Ref. [29]. Notice that, as Eq. (26) is a per-
turbative expansion and resonant term are on the order
of λ1λ

n
2 , this strategy to realize our non-linear battery

model is expected to work only for moderate values of
n. Indeed, non-resonant terms of the lowest order in
λ1, λ2 could become more relevant than resonant ones in
Eq. (27) if n ≫ 1. In the context of circuit QED, the
Hamiltonian in Eq. (27) is usually associated with the
down conversion phenomenon [64, 65].
In the future, it will be interesting to study the er-

gotropy [66–69] of the model in Eq. (3) and propose a
protocol to extract work from the experimental system
discussed above.
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