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Maxwell’s demon is the quintessential example of information control, which is necessary for designing
quantum devices. In thermodynamics, the demon is an intelligent being who utilizes the entropic nature of
information to sort excitations between reservoirs, thus lowering the total entropy. So far, implementations of
Maxwell’s demon have largely been limited to Markovian baths. In our work, we study the degree to which such
a demon may be assisted by non-Markovian effects using a superconducting circuit platform. The setup is two
baths connected by a demon-controlled qutrit interface, allowing the transfer of excitations only if the overall
entropy of the two baths is lowered. The largest entropy reduction is achieved in a non-Markovian regime, and
importantly, due to non-Markovian effects, the demon performance can be optimized through proper timing.
Our results demonstrate that non-Markovian effects can be exploited to boost the information transfer rate in
quantum Maxwell demons.

I. INTRODUCTION

The thought experiment of Maxwell’s demon has inspired
countless discoveries since its conception by Maxwell more
than 150 years ago [1, 2]. The original idea was to have two
gases separated by a wall with a demon-controlled door. The
demon lets particles through the door only if the overall en-
tropy of the two gases is lowered [3]. This seemingly defies
the second law of thermodynamics, and the mechanism can
only be explained by including the demon’s information as
entropy. Maxwell’s demon, the Szilard engine, and variations
thereof all rely on information as a resource to lower entropy
and extract work [4–8].

Various versions of Maxwell’s demon have been proposed
theoretically [9–14], and the new found ability to control and
manipulate quantum degrees of freedom has led to a wave of
experimental realizations [15–20]. Lately, other variants have
also been proposed, e.g., a demon extracting heat using a gam-
bling strategy [21] or a non-equilibrium system used as a de-
mon to lower the entropy of a system [22].

So far, implementations of Maxwell’s demon have been
considered only for Markovian baths. A Markovian bath is
a bath whose evolution is memory free, i.e., the evolution of
a system interacting with a Markovian bath depends only on
the present state of the system [23–25]. Thus, all information
flowing from the system to the bath is lost forever. By con-
trast, non-Markovian baths have memory effects which result
in information backflow from the bath back into the system
[26–29]. Previously, non-Markovian enhancement has been
found for thermal engines [30, 31].

In our work, we study a direct analog to the original thought
experiment consisting of two baths separated by a qutrit inter-
face. Through the three steps of acquiring, using, and eras-
ing information, a demon can autonomously transfer quanta
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of heat from one bath to the other only if the overall entropy
of the two baths is lowered. This setup is a simple toy model
for intuitively understanding the interplay between the demon
memory and the decrease in entropy. We show that the maxi-
mum entropy decrease is achieved in the limit of weakly non-
Markovian baths. Furthermore, the entropy decrease due to
the demon can be assisted by the increased predictability and
backflow of information of the non-Markovian baths. This is
done by comparing the entropy reduction as a function of the
demon’s timing for both the Markovian and non-Markovian
limits of the two baths. As we demonstrate below, this can
be achieved in a small system realizable using several of the
current quantum technology platforms.

II. SETUP

The studied model is two non-Markovian baths connected
by a qutrit, as seen in Fig. 1. The non-Markovian baths are
comprised of two parts: first, a Markovian bath of temperature
TC/H and, second, a qubit with frequency ωC/H . A third qubit
is used for demon memory. The Hamiltonian of the qutrit and
the three qubits is given by

Ĥ0 = ωC

[
|1C〉〈1C | + |2M〉〈2M |

]
+ ωH

[
|1M〉〈1M | + |1H〉〈1H |

]

+ωD |1D〉〈1D| .
(1)

The qutrit states are denoted |0M〉, |1M〉, and |2M〉; the cold
(hot) qubit states are denoted |0C(H)〉 and |1C(H)〉; and the
demon-memory states are denoted |0D〉 and |1D〉. We are us-
ing units where ~ = kB = 1. The two qubits are coupled to the
qutrit with strength J . If the qubit frequencies are picked such
that |ωC − ωH |, |ωC |, |ωH | � |J |, the cold qubit can only cou-
ple the qutrit states |0M〉 and |2M〉, and the hot qubit can only
couple the qutrit states |0M〉 and |1M〉. The full Hamiltonian
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Figure 1. (a) Classical analog of the demon setup where rotating
wheels illustrate the added predictability of a non-Markovian bath.
(b) Illustration of the demon setup where two non-Markovian baths
are connected by a qutrit. The cold non-Markovian bath consists of
a qubit whose correlation functions decay due to the Markovian bath
of temperature TC and likewise for the non-Markovian hot bath. A
third qubit is demon memory, which can decay through interaction
with the memory dump.

becomes

Ĥ = Ĥ0 +
√

2J
(
σ̂−C |2M〉〈0M | + σ̂+

C |0M〉〈2M |)
+ J

(|0M〉〈1M |σ̂+
H + |1M〉〈0M |σ̂−H

)
,

(2)

where σ̂−C/H = |0C/H〉〈1C/H | and σ̂+
C/H = |1C/H〉〈0C/H |. The

factor of
√

2 is due to the cold qubit interacting with the sec-
ond excited state of the qutrit. The evolution of the system
is described using the density matrix ρ̂, through the Lindblad
master equation [23, 32]

dρ̂
dt

= −i[Ĥ + V̂D(t), ρ̂] +DC[ρ̂] +DH[ρ̂] +DD[ρ̂](t). (3)

The Markovian baths are modeled using the non-unitary parts

DC/H[ρ̂] = γ(nC/H + 1)
(
σ̂−C/H ρ̂σ̂

+
C/H −

1
2
{σ̂+

C/Hσ̂
−
C/H , ρ̂}

)

+ γnC/H

(
σ̂+

C/H ρ̂σ̂
−
C/H −

1
2
{σ̂−C/Hσ̂+

C/H , ρ̂}
)
,

DD[ρ̂](t) = γD(t)
(
σ̂−Dρ̂σ̂

+
D −

1
2
{σ̂+

Dσ̂
−
D, ρ̂}

)
.

The coupling strength between the Markovian baths and the
cold and hot qubit is γ, the coupling of the demon memory to
the memory dump is γD(t), and the mean number of excita-
tions in the bath mode of energy ωC and ωH , respectively, is

nC =
(
eωC/TC − 1

)−1
and nH =

(
eωH/TH − 1

)−1
.

To study the effects of non-Markovianity, we can keep the
qutrit-bath coupling, J , constant while varying the rate of de-
cay of the bath correlation functions through γ. The Marko-
vian limit for the cold (hot) bath is γ(nC(H) + 1/2) � J ; see
Appendix A. If the system is left alone, i.e., V̂D(t) = γD(t) = 0,
and the demon memory is reset to |0D〉, the density matrix will
eventually reach a unique steady state ρ̂ss. Unless otherwise
stated, the parameters are suitably picked for superconducting
circuits [33] to be J = 2MHz, ωC = 7GHz, ωH = 4GHz,
TC = 4GHz ' 31mK, and TH = 6GHz ' 46mK. We also
set γD = 16MHz when the demon memory is interacting with
the memory dump and γD = 0 otherwise. However, every-
thing is simulated using unitless variables and can be suitably
rescaled.

In summary, we study a cold non-Markovian bath interact-
ing with the second excited state of the qutrit and a hot non-
Markovian bath interacting with the first excited state of the
qutrit. Excitations can thus be sorted from the cold to the hot
bath by forcing the transition |2M〉 → |1M〉. This could be
achieved through decay, which is equivalent to the transition
being coupled to a bath at zero temperature. However, this
would clearly result in heat flowing from the cold bath to this
bath resulting in an entropy increase as expected.

III. SINGLE SHOT

Instead, we wish to elucidate the interplay between entropy
and information using a Maxwell’s demon. The demon mem-
ory is modeled by the qubit with frequency ωD. The demon
operates in three steps:

Step 1.

Step 2.

Step 3.

Information on the qutrit is stored in the demon
memory.
The information is used to transfer one excitation
from the cold bath to the hot bath.
The demon memory is either reset or a clean memory
slot is accessed.

For the qutrit in a general statistical mixture, the steps are
(
p0 |0M〉〈0M | + p1 |1M〉〈1M | + p2 |2M〉〈2M | ) |0D〉〈0D|
step 1−−−−→ p0 |0M0D〉〈0M0D| + p1 |1M0D〉〈1M0D| + p2 |2M1D〉〈2M1D|
step 2−−−−→ p0 |0M0D〉〈0M0D| + p1 |1M0D〉〈1M0D| + p2 |1M1D〉〈1M1D|
step 3−−−−→ (

p0 |0M〉〈0M | + (p1 + p2) |1M〉〈1M | ) |0D〉〈0D|
The first two steps constitute controlled NOT gates. These
three steps will add energy to the system through work. Step
1 does average work p2ωD, and step 2 does average work
−p2(ωC−ωH). The work done through step 3 depends on how
it is carried out. If the demon memory is reset through cou-
pling to a cold bath, energy is subtracted through heat, and if
a new demon memory is accessed, no heat or work is done. In
either case, the total average work performed during the three
steps is p2(ωD +ωH −ωC). Thus work is performed to transfer
heat similar to a refrigerator. However, looking at the special
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Figure 2. Control, populations, and entropy for a single operation
of the demon. The dashed lines separate step 1 (0 < t < t1), step 2
(t1 < t < t2), and the subsequent free evolution (t2 < t). (a) Cartoon
of the demon operation at different times. (b) Circuit diagram and (c)
amplitudes, as seen in the control Hamiltonian (4), for implementing
steps 1 and 2 of the demon protocol. (d) Populations for the excited
states as a function of time starting from the system steady state at
t = 0. The orange and blue shadows show the difference between
the population and the steady-state population for the hot and cold
qubits. (e) Entropy of the baths and qutrit system S C−M−H , the demon
S D, and the entire system S tot as a function of time. S is the constant
entropy of the Markovian baths. For this simulation, γ = 10−3J .

case ωD = ωC − ωH , we see that no work is done and the
system does indeed implement a Maxwell’s demon. For con-
creteness, we use a superconducting qubit platform to model
an experimental implementation. The CNOT gate can be im-
plemented by supplementing the native controlled-phase gate
[34] with single-qubit Y-gates; see Fig. 2(b). The supercon-
ducting circuit control Hamiltonian relevant for this proposal
can be written as

V̂D(t) = AY M(t)
(
i|2M〉〈1M |e−i(ωC−ωH )t − i|1M〉〈2M |ei(ωC−ωH )t

)

+ AYD(t)
(
i|1D〉〈0D|e−iωDt − i|0D〉〈1D|eiωDt

)

+ ACZ(t) |2M1D〉〈2M1D| .
(4)

The three amplitudes AY M , AYD, and ACZ define the demon
protocol. These are picked such that the single-qubit Y-
rotation gate time is τY and the controlled-phase gate time is
τCZ . Unless otherwise stated, we set τY = 0.02J−2 = 10ns and
τCZ = 0.1J−1 = 50ns, which is achievable in superconducting
circuits [35, 36]. To show this process in action, the system is
left alone for times t < 0 such that the system reaches steady
state ρ̂ss, at t = 0. Afterwards, step 1 and step 2 are imple-

mented using the protocol shown in Fig. 2(c). The popula-
tions, P(|α〉) = tr

{
|α〉〈α| ρ̂

}
for α ∈ {1C , 2M , 1H , 1D}, are plot-

ted for this process in Fig. 2(d) with ρ̂ = ρ̂ss at t = 0. Here,
tr{•} denotes the trace over the entire Hilbert space. From
Fig. 2(d), we notice several things. After step 1, the demon-
memory population reaches the value of the qutrit population,
P(|1D〉) ∼ P(|2M〉). After step 2, P(|2M〉) ∼ 0 and an excitation
has been transferred from the cold to the hot bath, thus low-
ering the entropy of the baths and qutrit system. The trans-
ferred heat is also visible in the increase of P(|1H〉) and the
decrease of P(|1C〉). The long-time behavior can be seen in
Appendix B. Without step 3, the demon memory is left in a
statistical mixture giving |1D〉 if an excitation was transferred
and |0D〉 otherwise. Moreover, the entropy of the baths and
qutrit system, S C−M−H , is lowered at the price of increasing
the entropy of the demon memory, S D. Both entropies to-
gether with the total entropy S tot during the operation of the
demon is plotted in Fig. 2(e). The entropy of a system de-
scribed by a density matrix ρ̂ is defined by

S = −
∑

i

λi ln λi, (5)

where λi are the eigenvalues of ρ̂. The entropy S C−M−H does
indeed decrease during the operation of the demon, the en-
tropy of the demon increases, and the total entropy remains
constant. Furthermore, the difference S C−M−H+S D−S tot quan-
tifies the mutual information between the qutrit-baths system
and the demon memory. This mutual information is largest
between steps 1 and 2, but it remains non-zero even after step
2. See Appendix C for a full discussion of the information
flow. Since the structure of the Markovian baths is unknown,
their entropy is denoted S, and the rate γ � J is kept small
enough that S can be assumed constant during the simulation.
This implies that if we run the demon protocol once, as in
Fig. 2(d), all populations will eventually return to the steady
state ρ̂ss, as TC and TH are fixed. To calculate the change in
temperature due to the exchange of energy quanta would re-
quire knowledge of the heat capacity of the baths and depends
on the concrete physical realizations, which are beyond the
scope of the current discussion. Without step 3, the demon
protocol can only be run once, and the average number of ex-
citations transferred will be less than

tr
{
|2M〉〈2M | ρ̂ss

}
=

e−ωC/TC

1 + e−ωH/TH + e−ωC/TC
. (6)

This does not exhibit any non-Markovian behavior since bath
memory can not be seen through a single interaction.

IV. NON-MARKOVIAN EFFECTS

There are two ways to repeat the operation of the demon.
First, the demon memory can be expanded. If the demon
memory consists of N qubits, the protocol can be repeated
N times. Second, information stored in the demon memory
can be erased, allowing it to be reused. The demon memory
is erased by letting it interact with the memory dump, i.e.,
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γD , 0. We wish to study how the timing of the demon
and the non-Markovian nature of the baths affect the trans-
ferred heat. Therefore, all three steps of the demon are re-
peated without allowing the qubits to thermalize between cy-
cles. We let T be the total time to perform all three steps.
The three steps are repeated n times such that when step 3
is finished, step 1 is performed once again. The new pro-
cess is depicted in Fig. 3(a). To quantify the transport be-
tween the cold and hot baths, we define the excitation cur-
rent from the cold qubit to the qutrit as JC = tr

{
ĵC ρ̂

}
, where

ĵC = −√2iJ
(
σ̂−C |2M〉〈0M | − σ̂+

C |0M〉〈2M |
)
, and the excitation

current from the qutrit to the hot qubit asJH = tr
{
ĵH ρ̂

}
, where

ĵH = −iJ
(
|0M〉〈1M |σ̂+

H − |1M〉〈0M |σ̂−H
)
. Since the Hamiltonian

is time dependent, this will vary in time. To get a good mea-
sure of the number of transferred excitations, this is integrated
over a single demon cycle,

X = lim
n→∞

∫ (n+1)T

nT
JC(t) dt = lim

n→∞

∫ (n+1)T

nT
JH(t) dt. (7)

The integral above is the transferred excitations during the nth
cycle of the demon. Even though the Hamiltonian is time
dependent, the integral does converge for larger n; see Ap-
pendix D. From this, we also define the average excitation
current, Jav = X/T , driven by the demon. For large T , the
system reaches the steady state ρ̂ss between each cycle and
the transferred number of excitations is

lim
T→∞
X ≤ Xinst

ss = tr
{
|2M〉〈2M | ρ̂ss

}
=

e−ωC/TC

1 + e−ωH/TH + e−ωC/TC
.

χinst
ss is the transferred number of excitations only for instan-

taneous gates. In a realistic setting, the system is allowed to
evolve during steps 1 and 2 resulting in less excitations trans-
ferred. Therefore, the actual number of transferred excita-
tions, even in steady state, will be less than Xinst

ss . X is plotted
as a function of T in Fig. 3(b) for different values of γ. T is
varied through step 3 while the time to perform steps 1 and 2 is
constant since it depends only on τY and τCZ . The dashed lines
denote the case where the two qubits are traced away assum-
ming that the states of the qubits are constant and thus Marko-
vian, see Appendix A. Remarkably, the largest X, and thus
the largest entropy decrease, is achieved for non-Markovian
baths, γ = 2J . The explanation for this is as follows: For
small γ, the demon is limited by the small rate of excitation of
the cold qubit. For large γ, the correlations between the cold
qubit and the qutrit are suppressed resulting in a suppressed
effective coupling between them that is similar to the quantum
Zeno effect [23]. This explanation is further backed up in Ap-
pendix A. When the qubits start turning Markovian, γ ≥ 10J ,
the full description predicts a larger X than the Markovian
theory. For γ = 30J , the Markov approximation is valid and
the results overlap. As γ becomes small, X oscillates with T
due to non-Markovian effects or memory in the qubits. For T
sufficiently large, the system reaches the steady state between
updates and the transferred excitations are the same for all γ.

Another interesting quantity is the average current, Jav,
which is plotted in Fig. 3(c). Here the oscillations in X for
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Figure 3. Transferred heat as a function of demon timing due to
non-Markovian effects. (a) Circuit diagram for implementing step
1, step 2, and step 3. (b) Transferred excitations, X, as a function
of T for different rates γ. This is plotted for both the full treatment
(solid lines) and using a Markovian approximation on the cold and
hot qubit (dashed lines). (c) Average excitation current, Jav, as a
function of T for different rates γ.

smaller γ are again clearly seen. If the cold qubit is excited
at t = 0, it will oscillate back and forth between the cold
qubit and the qutrit. The excitation will be at the qutrit at
times t = π

2
√

2J
(1 + 2k), where k ≥ 0 is a whole number. The

first four of these times are drawn as dashed lines in Fig. 3(c),
which are close to the maxima in the oscillations. These oscil-
lations are thus due to the non-Markovian nature of the cold
bath. The period of oscillation between the qutrit and hot bath
is π/J . However, this period is not present in Figs. 3(b) and
3(c), suggesting that the non-Markovian effects are predom-
inantly due to the cold bath. This is further backed up in
Appendix E. The largest entropy decrease is achieved with
a combination of the larger coupling rate of Markovian baths
and the increased predictability of non-Markovian baths. This
balance is met for γ(nC + 1/2) ' J . The precise value de-
pends weakly on the hot bath temperature and two-qubit gate
time; see Appendix F. However, the average current is robust
towards changes in the coupling γ, and γ(nC + 1/2) = J re-
sults in an average current only a few percent smaller than the
maximum on most cases. Since X > 0 even in reverse bias,
TC < TH , the system also implements a device of negative rec-
tification, R = −Jav,f

Jav,r
< 0. Here, Jav,f is the average current

in forward bias, TC > TH , and Jav,r is the average current in
reverse bias, TC < TH . In order to resolve the non-Markovian
dynamics and efficiently transfer excitation, we would expect
to need gate times that are much shorter than the evolution of
the system, τCZ , τY � J−1. In Appendix G, we find that the
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non-Markovian effects are seen for a wide range of gate times,
τCZ ≤ 0.4J−1, and cold bath temperatures. However, X only
approaches the ideal, Xinst.

ss , for τCZ ≤ 0.2J−1 = 100ns, which
is achievable for superconducting circuits.

V. CONCLUSIONS

We have elucidated the interplay between entropy and in-
formation in the Maxwell’s demon thought experiment using a
simple cold bath, qutrit, and hot bath setup. Thus entropy can
be decreased through three simple demon steps of acquiring,
using, and deleting information. In deleting the information,
the entropy of the memory dump is increased. Furthermore,
we showed that the largest decrease in entropy is achieved on
the border between Markovian and non-Markovian baths us-
ing a well-timed demon. This is due to a combination of two
effects. First, the demon efficiency is limited by the effective
coupling between the cold bath and the qutrit. This effective
coupling is largest for balanced couplings, γ(nC + 1/2) ' J .
Second, excitations oscillate back into the qutrit from the cold
bath at certain times. By letting the demon operate at these
times, the entropy decrease is boosted by the non-Markovian
effects. Finally, we found that the demon can primarily be
assisted by non-Markovian effects in the cold bath.

The setup can be implemented in superconducting circuits
through four transmons: three concatenated to the lowest two
levels and the fourth using the three lowest levels. All three
qubits are coupled capacitively to the qutrit inducing hopping
at resonance with strength J as seen in the Hamiltonian (2).
Single-qubit gates can be performed by capacitively coupling
to a drive line, and a controlled-phase gate can be performed
by using the avoided crossing of the higher excited levels.
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APPENDIX A: MARKOVIAN LIMIT

We wish to calculate the Markovian limit of the two baths.
To do this, the cold and hot qubits are assumed to have quickly
decaying correlation functions such that they can be traced
away. First, we study the Markovian limit for just the cold
qubit. The Hamiltonian of just the cold qubit is

ĤC = ωC |1C〉〈1C | .
In the case where this qubit is only weakly coupled to the rest
of the system but strongly coupled to the heat bath, J � γ,
the evolution of the density matrix of just the cold qubit ρ̂C

will predominantly be determined by the heat bath,

dρ̂C

dt
= −i[ĤC , ρ̂C] + γnC

(
σ̂+

C ρ̂Cσ̂
−
C −

1
2
{σ̂−Cσ̂+

C , ρ̂C}
)

+ γ(nC + 1)
(
σ̂−C ρ̂Cσ̂

+
C −

1
2
{σ̂+

Cσ̂
−
C , ρ̂C}

)
,

nC =
(
eωC/TC − 1

)−1
.

The state of the cold qubit will after sufficient time approach
the thermal state,

ρ̂C(t → ∞) =
e−βĤC

tr{e−βĤC } = (1 − λC) |0〉〈0| + λC |1〉〈1| ,

λC =
(
1 + eωC/TC

)−1
.

In the Markovian limit, the cold qubit is assumed to remain in
this state even for J , 0. The coherences between the qubit
and the qutrit will decay exponentially in γ and can therefore
be neglected. In the Heisenberg picture, an operator B̂ will
evolve as

d
dt

B̂(t) = i[ĤC , B̂(t)] + γnC

(
σ̂−C B̂(t)σ̂+

C −
1
2
{σ̂−Cσ̂+

C , ρ̂C}
)

+ γ(nC + 1)
(
σ̂+

C ρ̂Cσ̂
−
C −

1
2
{σ̂+

Cσ̂
−
C , ρ̂C}

)
.

The Heisenberg picture is shown through the explicit time de-
pendence. This can be solved for the ladder operators giving

σ̂−C(t) = σ̂−Ce−iωC t−γ(nC+1/2)t,

σ̂+
C(t) = σ̂+

CeiωC t−γ(nC+1/2)t.

With this the time correlation function, 〈B̂†(t)B̂〉, for these two
operators can be found to be

〈σ̂+
C(t)σ̂−C〉 = tr{σ̂+

C(t)σ̂−C ρ̂C}
= λCeiωC t−γ(nC+1/2)t, (8)

〈σ̂−C(t)σ̂+
C〉 = (1 − λC)e−iωC t−γ(nC+1/2)t.

The one-sided Fourier transforms are thus

Γ+
C(ω) =

∫ ∞

0
dt e−iωt〈σ̂+

C(t)σ̂−C〉

= λC

∫ ∞

0
dt ei(ωC−ω)t−γ(nC+1/2)t

= λC
i

ωC − ω + iγ(nC + 1/2)

= λC
γ(nC + 1/2) + i(ωC − ω)

(ωC − ω)2 + γ2(nC + 1/2)2 ,

Γ−C(ω) =

∫ ∞

0
dt e−iωt〈σ̂−C(t)σ̂+

C〉

= (1 − λC)
γ(nC + 1/2) − i(ωC + ω)

(ωC + ω)2 + γ2(nC + 1/2)2 .
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And thus

γ+
C(ω) = Γ+

C + Γ+∗
C =

γλC(2nC + 1)
(ωC − ω)2 + γ2(nC + 1/2)2 ,

γ−C(ω) = Γ−C + Γ−∗C =
γ(1 − λC)(2nC + 1)

(ωC + ω)2 + γ2(nC + 1/2)2 .

The same calculation can be carried out for the hot qubit,

γ+
H(ω) =

γλH(2nH + 1)
(ωH − ω)2 + γ2(nH + 1/2)2 ,

γ−H(ω) =
γ(1 − λH)(2nH + 1)

(ωH + ω)2 + γ2(nH + 1/2)2 .

The interactions between the qutrit and two qubits are given
by the terms

ĤC−M =
√

2J
(
σ̂+

C |0M〉〈2M | + σ̂−C |2M〉〈0M |
)
,

ĤM−H = J
(
|1M〉〈0M |σ̂−H + |0M〉〈1M |σ̂+

H

)
.

Treating the two qubits as environments and using the Red-
field equation, after the Born-Markov and secular approxima-
tions, the master equation becomes

dρ̂
dt

= −i[Ĥ0,m + V̂D(t), ρ̂] +DC[ρ̂] +DH[ρ̂] +DD(t)[ρ̂],

DC[ρ̂] =

8J2 1 − λC

γ(2nC + 1)

(
|0M〉〈2M |ρ̂|2M〉〈0M | − 1

2
{|2M〉〈2M | , ρ}

)

+ 8J2 λC

γ(2nC + 1)

(
|2M〉〈0M |ρ̂|0M〉〈2M | − 1

2
{|0M〉〈0M | , ρ}

)
,

DH[ρ̂] =

4J2 1 − λH

γ(2nH + 1)

(
|0M〉〈1M |ρ̂|1M〉〈0M | − 1

2
{|1M〉〈1M | , ρ}

)

+ 4J2 λH

γ(2nH + 1)

(
|1M〉〈0M |ρ̂|0M〉〈1M | − 1

2
{|0M〉〈0M | , ρ}

)
,

DD[ρ̂] = γD(t)
(
σ̂−Dρ̂σ̂

+
D −

1
2
{σ̂+

Dσ̂
−
D, ρ}

)
,

Ĥ0,m = ωC |2M〉〈2M | + ωH |1M〉〈1M | + ωD |1D〉〈1D| .
Here, V̂D(t) is the driving Hamiltonian. This approximation is
valid when the correlation functions of the bath from Eq. (8)
decay much faster than the dynamics of the system. There-
fore, the inequality that needs to be fulfilled is

γ(nC + 1/2) �
√

2J and γ(nH + 1/2) � J

for the cold and hot qubit, respectively. So the Markov ap-
proximation is not only valid for large γ, but also for large
temperatures TC and TH .

APPENDIX B: DOUBLE OPERATION OF THE DEMON

Here we study the simplest operation where non-Markovian
effects become important, that is, a double operation of the de-
mon. The populations for this simulation can be seen in Fig. 4.
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Figure 4. Populations for the excited states as a function of time,
starting from the system steady state at t = 0. The figure is similar to
Fig. 2(d), however, the demon works twice here. The time between
demon cycles is T̃ and the total number of transferred excitations is
X̃. For this simulation, γ = 10−3J .

The protocol for the demon is the same as in Fig. 2. However,
in order for the demon to operate twice, the demon memory is
allowed to decay between operations, as in Fig. 3(a). The time
between operations is denoted T̃ . From the first demon oper-
ation and until the second demon operation, the populations
are the same as in Fig. 2(d). Here the oscillations between
the qubits and the qutrit are clearly visible. In Fig. 4(a), the
second demon operation is at t = 2·2

2
√

2J
, which is the time it

takes one excitation at the cold qubit to oscillate to the qutrit
and back twice. This results in a total of X̃ ' 0.11 transferred
excitations. In Fig. 4(b), the second demon operation is at
t = 2·2+1

2
√

2J
, which is the time it takes one excitation to perform

2.5 oscillations. This results in a total of X̃ ' 0.17 transferred
excitations. This is the effect that is exploited in the full de-
mon protocol. However, note that if γ is made bigger, the
oscillations become damped, and the plot will look different.

APPENDIX C: INFORMATION FLOW

To quantify the information flow in the Maxwell’s demon
system, we define the multipartite mutual information,

IC,M,H,D =
∑

α∈{C,M,H,D}
S α − S ,

where

S α = −tr{ρ̂α ln ρ̂α},
S = −tr{ρ̂ ln ρ̂}.

The rate of change of this mutual information can be broken
up into four contributions [37], İC,M,H,D = İC +İM +İH +İD,
where

İα = −tr{L[ρ̂α] ln ρ̂α} + tr{Dα[ρ̂] ln ρ̂}



7
1

−2

0

2

4

0 0.5 1 1.5 2 2.5 3

−0.2

0

0.2

0.5 1 1.5 2 2.5İ α
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Figure 5. (a), (b) Information rate İα as a function of time for a
single operation of the demon and γ = 10−3J .

for α ∈ {C,M,H,D}. ρ̂α is the density matrix for the α sub-
system and DM[ρ̂] = 0. The information rate is plotted in
Figs. 5(a) and 5(b) for a single operation of the demon. The
three steps are clearly seen. For 0 < t < t1, information is
gathered by the demon İD > 0. For t1 < t < t2, the informa-
tion is used, thus lowering the information stored in the qutrit
İM < 0. For t2 < t, information oscillates between the qutrit
and the hot and cold qubits. The oscillations are larger for the
cold qubit since it is more non-Markovian than the hot qubit.

APPENDIX D: CONVERGENCE OF THE NUMBER OF
TRANSFERRED EXCITATIONS

In the main text, we looked at the limiting case where the
demon protocol is used enough times such that the number of
transferred excitations converge,

X = lim
n→∞

∫ (n+1)T

nT
JC(t) dt = lim

n→∞

∫ (n+1)T

nT
JH(t) dt.

To check that this limit does indeed exist, we look instead at

XC,n =

∫ (n+1)T

nT
JC(t) dt,

XH,n =

∫ (n+1)T

nT
JH(t) dt.

First, we plot XC,n and XH,n as a function of n in Fig. 6(a) for
γ = 10J and T = J−1. It is seen that they both converge to the
same value as expected. Next, XH,n is plotted as a function of
n in Fig. 6(b) for different values of T . XH,n clearly converges
for all values of T ; however, convergence is slower for smaller
T . Likewise, we plot XH,n as a function of n for different val-
ues of γ in Fig. 6(c). From this, we see that convergence is
slower for γ = 0.5J and γ = 30J . Due to these results, we
choose to let n ∈ [200, 400] for γ = 30J and n ∈ [100, 200]
otherwise. The lower part of the interval is used for large T ,
while the upper part of the interval is used for smaller T . Fur-
thermore, X is averaged over 10 cycles.
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Figure 6. Excitations transferred during the nth cycle as a function of
n. (a) Transferred number of excitations between the cold bath and
qutrit, XC,n, and between the qutrit and hot bath, XH,n, during the nth
cycle as a function of n. Here, γ = 10J and T = J−1. (b) XH,n as a
function of n for different T and γ = 0.5J . (c) XH,n as a function of
n for different γ and T = 0.5J−1.

APPENDIX E: SOURCE OF THE NON-MARKOVIAN
EFFECTS

To study which bath is the biggest source of the non-
Markovian effects, X is plotted as a function of both T and the
cold bath temperature TC in Fig. 7(c). For TC � ωC , the cold
bath is non-Markovian and the oscillations are observed. For
TC > ωC , the cold bath starts turning Markovian and the os-
cillations disappear. Therefore, the non-Markovian effects are
mainly due to the cold bath. This is further supported by the
fact that the oscillations were found to have a period of π√

2J
in

the main article. As mentioned, this corresponds to excitations
oscillating between the cold qubit and the qutrit. Excitations
oscillating between the hot qubit and qutrit would have period
π
J , which is not what we see. Note that TH = 1000J ' 0.29ωC
in Fig. 7(c) such that TC > TH in some cases. Since X > 0
for both forward bias, TC > TH , and reverse bias, TC < TH ,
the system also implements a device of negative rectification,
R = −Jav,f

Jav,r
< 0. Here, Jav,f is the average current in forward

bias, and Jav,r is the average current in reverse bias.

APPENDIX F: OPTIMAL BATH-QUBIT COUPLING RATE

The optimal coupling rate is the value of γ that allows for
the largest average current induced by the demon, assuming
that T can be chosen freely. Therefore, we define the optimal
coupling as

γopt = argmaxγ
{
maxT {Jav}

}
. (9)

From Eq. (8), it is seen that the Markovianity of the cold bath
is determined by the product γ(nC +1/2). Therefore, the prod-
uct γopt(nC + 1/2) as a function of nC =

(
eωC/TC − 1

)−1
for dif-
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Figure 7. (a) Transferred excitations X as a function of both cold
bath temperature, TC , and T for γ = 0.5J and TH = 1000J . (b)
Transferred excitations X as a function of T for different controlled-
phase gate times, τCZ , and γ = 0.5.
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and nC = 0.1. The dashed line corresponds to γ(nC + 1/2) = J .

ferent values of TH and τCZ is plotted in Fig. 8(a). Generally,
the optimal coupling is seen to be around γopt(nC + 1/2) ∼ J .
However, the precise value depends on both the hot qubit tem-
perature and the controlled-phase gate time. This is to be ex-
pected since the quality of the gates is influenced by both. For
example, for larger TH , the hot bath causes decoherence of the
qutrit so a smaller γ is preferred, whereas for small TH , deco-
herence due to the hot bath is less important. In Fig. 8(b), the
average current maximized over the timing T is plotted as a
function of γ. Here is it seen that the precise value of γ is not
important. If γ(nC + 1/2) = J is picked, the average current is
within a few percent of the maximum that can be achieved in
all four cases seen in Fig. 8(b).

APPENDIX G: EFFECTS OF DIFFERENT GATE TIMES

In order to resolve the non-Markovian dynamics and ef-
fectively transfer excitation, we would expect to need gate
times that are much shorter than the evolution of the system,
τCZ , τY � J−1. Therefore, X is plotted in Fig. 7(d) as a func-
tion of T for different values of the controlled-phase gate time,
τCZ . We see that the non-Markovian dynamics is seen for all
gate times. However, X only approaches the ideal, Xinst

ss , for
τCZ ≤ 0.2J−1 = 100ns, which is achievable for superconduct-
ing circuits.
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