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For a subclass of a general PT −symmetric Hamiltonian obeying anti-commutation relation with
its conjugate, a Hermitian basis is found that spans the bi-orthonormal energy eigenvectors. Using
the modified projectors constructed from these eigenvectors, the generalized density matrix of the
PT −symmetric evolution is calculated, and subsequently, ergotropy for a closed system is obtained.
The PT −symmetric system, in an open system scenario, is studied to understand ergotropy un-
der different regimes of non-Hermiticity of the Hamiltonian. The consistency of the three laws of
thermodynamics for the PT −symmetric system in an open system scenario is also analyzed.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Beyond the regime of Hermiticity, the theory of quan-
tum mechanics has also been developed for a Hamiltonian
symmetric in parity and time reversal (PT ) without los-
ing the crucial constraint of real eigenvalues [1–3]. This
class of non-Hermitian Hamiltonians, having a broader
symmetry, has been explored along different points of
view in recent years [4–11]. The necessary and sufficient
conditions for non-Hermitian Hamiltonians to have real
spectra and other mathematical intricacies were investi-
gated in various works [12–16]. A linear positive-definite
operator η constructed by the parameters of the non-
Hermitian Hamiltonian characterizes the inner-product
space containing the corresponding dynamics, such that
the Hermiticity is supplanted by a more general class
of η-pseudo Hermiticity, η−1H†η = H, maintaining the
energy eigenvalues real. The η-pseudo Hermitian frame-
work built by distinct right and left eigenvectors of the
PT −symmetric Hamiltonian redefines the projectors and
consequently the operators of the inner-product space.
An alternate formulation of this framework that accom-
modates the dynamics of a PT −symmetric Hamiltonian
is done by finding a Hermitian basis that spans the bi-
orthonormal eigenspace consisting of the right and left
eigenvectors. In [10], it is seen that for a particular sub-
class of a general PT -symmetric Hamiltonian, obeying
an anti-commutator algebraic structure permits the con-
struction of a Hermitian basis, wherein the Hamiltonian
and its complex-conjugate counterpart act as mutually
connected ladder operators that interconnect the basis
states. The eigenvectors of an appropriate Hermitian
operator generate the Hermitian basis states, omitting
the need to obtain the metric η. The Hermitian basis
for this specific subclass of PT −symmetric Hamiltoni-
ans also illustrates the geometry of the right and left
eigenvectors in the state space. Thus, any correspond-
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ing quantum mechanical observable can be determined
in terms of the modified eigenspace for this specific sub-
class of PT −symmetric Hamiltonians.

Various fields, including optics [17], electronics [18],
microwaves [19], mechanics [20], acoustics [21], atomic
physics [22–24], quantum optics [25, 26] and single-
spin systems [27], among others have put non-Hermitian
Hamiltonians with PT −symmetry to use. Also in the
fields of elementary particle physics and quantum field
theories, PT −symmetric Hamiltonians have been ap-
plied significantly. The framework of non-Hermitian the-
ories with PT symmetry has been used to study a num-
ber of other fundamentally significant issues, such as neu-
trino oscillations [28], neutrino mass generation [29], light
neutrino masses in Yukawa theory [30], spontaneous sym-
metry breaking and the Goldstone theorem [31], and the
Brout–Englert–Higgs mechanism [32, 33].

In this paper, we are interested in calculating quantum
thermodynamical quantities as well as the applicability
of the laws of thermodynamics in the PT −symmetric
setup. To gain a comprehensive understanding of the
thermodynamic properties of a system, it is essential to
consider its environment. For this reason, we apply the
tools of open quantum systems, which analyze a quantum
system coupled to its surrounding environment [34–40].
A well-established canonical approach to open systems
is the Gorini-Kossakowski-Sudarshan-Lindblad (GKSL)
type interaction modeling Markovian evolution [41, 42].
Beyond the GKSL type interaction, non-Markovian evo-
lution has been extensively studied in recent years [43–
50]. PT −symmetric systems in the context of quantum
correlations [51, 52], quantum walk [53, 54], and open
quantum systems [9, 55] have been studied.

The study of the dynamics of thermodynamic quanti-
ties in the presence of strong system-bath coupling in the
non-Markovian regime is a challenging task [40, 56–58].
One of the most fundamental criteria of non-Markovian
quantum thermodynamics is to have consistent defini-
tions of basic thermodynamic quantities such as heat,
work, internal energy, ergotropy, and entropy produc-
tion in the quantum regime [59–64]. This is essential
for defining the thermodynamic laws of non-Markovian

ar
X

iv
:2

51
2.

03
93

5v
1 

 [
qu

an
t-

ph
] 

 3
 D

ec
 2

02
5

mailto:baibhab.1@iitj.ac.in
mailto:devvrat.1@iitj.ac.in
mailto:subhashish@iitj.ac.in
https://arxiv.org/abs/2512.03935v1


2

quantum systems. In our work, we couple a single-mode
Hermitian radiation bath to the PT −symmetric system
by a Jaynes-Cummings-type interaction and by tracing
out the bath degrees of freedom from the total evolution,
to obtain the generalized density matrix of the evolution,
which would be non-Markovian in general [65]. Using
the generalized density matrix, quantum thermodynamic
quantities such as ergotropy, heat, internal energy, work,
entropy production, and von-Neumann entropy are cal-
culated, and the consistency of the three laws of quantum
thermodynamics is verified.

In this paper, the Hermitian basis for the non-
Hermitian PT −symmetric Hamiltonian is discussed in
Sec. II along with its exceptional and normal points of
the parameter space. In Sec. III, the analytic calcula-
tion of ergotropy is shown for a closed PT −symmetric
system. Sec. IV shows the open system treatment of the
PT −symmetric Hamiltonian and its ergotropy. Sec. V
studies the laws of quantum thermodynamics for the
PT −symmetric open system, followed by the conclusions
in Sec. VI.

II. HERMITIAN BASIS FOR A
NON-HERMITIAN HAMILTONIAN

The general form of a non-Hermitian and
PT −symmetric Hamiltonian whose eigenvectors are
orthogonal with respect to CPT inner product is [66, 67]

H =

(
reiψ s
s re−iψ

)
. (1)

This Hamiltonian is also η-pseudo Hermitian with respect
to a Hermitian metric η, η−1H†η = H [65]. In [10],
a recipe for constructing a Hermitian basis for a non-
Hermitian Hamiltonian of a specific class was discussed.
The classification is given by the equation

{H,H†} = dI, (2)

where d is one of the eigenvalues of the anticommutator
of a general two-dimensional non-Hermitian Hamiltonian
H and its complex conjugate H†, and I is the identity
matrix. Re-scaling the Hamiltonian H → H/

√
d, we get

a simpler version of the above equation that provides the
constant of motion of the given dynamics,

{H,H†} = I. (3)

This constraint equation makes possible a corresponding
anticommutator algebra with H and H† as its ladder
operators. The basis on which they do so is constructed
by using the eigenvectors of a Hermitian operator

F = H†H. (4)

F is a positive Hermitian operator that encodes both H
and H† having dimension ∼

[
E2

]
, and it has no informa-

tion about the phase of the complex energy. The eigen-
states of this operator are naturally orthogonal, and their

eigenvalues are bounded from both sides; 0 ≤ f ≤ 1. In
the eigenvalue equation

F |f⟩ = f |f⟩ , (5)

we manipulate the algebra of the anticommutator con-
straint equation in Eq. (3) to find the raising and lowering
operations ofH andH†. In our work the two-dimensional
PT −symmetric Hamiltonian in Eq. (1) obeys the con-
straint Eq. (3) only when ψ = π/2 and we have,

H =

(
ir s
s −ir

)
. (6)

The anticommutator relation is normalized as prescribed
in Eq. (3) by rescaling the Hamiltonian. The value of the
anticommutator is,

{H,H†} = 2(r2 + s2)I, (7)

when ψ = π/2. The rescaled Hamiltonian is,

H =
1√
d

(
ir s
s −ir

)
, (8)

where d = 2(r2 + s2). This rescaled Hamiltonian will
now be used in the subsequent work. The corresponding
F operator is

F = H†H =
1

2(r2 + s2)

(
r2 + s2 −2irs
2irs r2 + s2

)
, (9)

whose eigenvalues are

f = κ(s+ r)2,

f ′ = κ(s− r)2, (10)

where κ = 1
d = 1

2(r2+s2) . It is seen that f ′ = 1− f . The

corresponding normalized eigenvectors are,

|f⟩ = 1√
2

(
−i
1

)
,

|1− f⟩ = 1√
2

(
−1
i

)
. (11)

These two above orthonormal eigenvectors provide the
basis for the Hamiltonian and its complex conjugate. The
eigenvalue equation Eq. (5) by virtue of the anticommu-
tator constraint illustrates how the H and H† act as lad-
der operators between the Hermitian, orthonormal basis
vectors |f⟩ and |1− f⟩,

H |f⟩ = eiπ
√
f |1− f⟩ ,

H |1− f⟩ = e−iπ
√
1− f |f⟩ ,

H† |f⟩ = eiπ
√
1− f |1− f⟩ ,

H† |1− f⟩ = e−iπ
√
f |f⟩ . (12)
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Following the above ladder operations, the Hamiltonian
H can be written in terms of the orthogonal basis vectors
as

H =
√
feiπ |1− f⟩ ⟨f |+

√
1− fe−iπ |f⟩ ⟨1− f | . (13)

In Eq. (13), it is shown that H and consequently H† take
on an off-block diagonal structure in the Hermitian or-
thonormal basis. In [65], we have discussed the η-pseudo
Hermitian basis (|Ei⟩, |Ei⟩⟩), which is a basis folded by
an η metric such that the adjoint operation requires an
η operation in addition to complex conjugation. In that
η-pseudo inner product space, the Hamiltonian takes a
block diagonal form.

The characteristic eigenvalue equation of the operator
M = (H − E±I)

det(M) = det(H − E±I) = 0, (14)

is solved to obtain the energy eigenvalues. Here, I =
|f⟩ ⟨1− f |+ |1− f⟩ ⟨f |. We use the definition of the de-
terminant of M ,

det(M) =
∑
f ′,f ′′

ϵf ′f ′′Mff ′M1−ff ′′ = 0 (15)

and obtain the complex energy,

E± = (f(1− f))
1
4 , (16)

where the magnitude of the energy is f dependent. This
also shows that 0 ≤ f ≤ 1. For the Hamiltonian in
Eq. (8), this yields,

E± = ±|E| = ±
√
κ(s2 − r2). (17)

It is essential that in Eq. (8), s ≥ r to maintain
real eigenvalues. This regime of values is named the
PT −symmetric phase, as opposed to the broken sym-
metry phase, which contains imaginary eigenvalues. The
above eigenvalues guide us to obtaining the eigenvectors
of H in Eq. (13). Eigenvectors of H† provide the left
eigenvectors (dual space vectors) of the non-Hermitian
Hamiltonian H. The relative coefficient a = |a|eiϕ of
the two Hermitian basis vectors (|f⟩ , |1− f⟩) that make
up the right and left eigenvectors are derived using the
eigenvalue equation with corresponding energy eigenval-
ues, i.e., H |Ei⟩ = Ei |Ei⟩ and H†|Ei⟩⟩ = Ei|Ei⟩⟩, where
i = {+,−}. Assuming the global phase factor as one, we
obtain

|E±⟩ =
1√
2
(|f⟩ ± |a|e±iπ |1− f⟩)

=
1√
2
(|f⟩ ∓ |a| |1− f⟩),

|E±⟩⟩ =
1√
2
(|f⟩ ± 1

|a|
e±iπ |1− f⟩)

=
1√
2
(|f⟩ ∓ 1

|a|
|1− f⟩). (18)

Here a = |a|eiϕ, where |a| = ( f
1−f )

1
4 . For the Hamilto-

nian in Eq. (8), |a| =
√

s+r
s−r and ϕ = π. It is noteworthy

that the choice of |1− f⟩ in Eq. (11) is not unique. A
prime choice is

|1− f⟩ = 1√
2

(
1
−i

)
. (19)

This choice is characterized by the azimuthal angle ϕ = 0.
One has 0 ≤ ϕ ≤ 2π degrees of freedom to choose |1− f⟩
while maintaining orthogonality with |f⟩. From Eq. (18)
it is evident that,

⟨⟨Ei|Ej⟩ = δij , (20)

where i, j = ±. This establishes the orthogonality of the
|Ei⟩ , |Ej⟩⟩ basis vectors of the Hamiltonian H.

A. Exceptional point and Normal point

The eigenvalue f of the Hermitian F [Eq. (5)] lying
on the 0 ≤ f ≤ 1 line has different regimes of values
where the Hamiltonian H exhibits salient features. At
the endpoints, we have the vacua f = 0, 1, and at the
middle point we have f = 1/2. For f = 0, 1, the mag-
nitude of the energy eigenvalue in Eq. (16) is the same
and is equal to 0, and the relative coefficient between
the two basis vectors that make up the eigenvectors is
|a| = 0,∞. For |a| = 0, the energy eigenvectors |E±⟩
collapse to |f⟩ and the dual eigenvectors blow up, vio-
lating the orthonormality of the eigenvectors in Eq. (20).
A similar case happens when |a| → ∞. Therefore, this
behavior could be called the exceptional point. For the
PT −Symmetric Hamiltonian in Eq. (8), the exceptional
point is f = 0 when r = −s and is f = 1 when r = s.
Thus, at these exceptional points, the Hamiltonians boil
down to

H =
1

2

(
±i 1
1 ∓i

)
. (21)

At the middle point of the parameter space 0 ≤ f ≤ 1
we have r = 0, s ≥ 1 for f = 1/2 (s ≥ r). At this
point, the energy eigenvalue [Eq. (16)] is a positive num-

ber. Since |a| =
√

s+r
s−r = 1 at this normal point, the

eigenvectors now contain the two Hermitian basis vec-
tors in equal proportions. Interestingly, at the normal
point, the Hamiltonian is Hermitian

H =
1√
2

(
0 1
1 0

)
, (22)

with equal left and right eigenvectors. The distance of
the f values from the point f = 1/2 relates to the degree
of non-Hermiticity of the Hamiltonian, tunable in terms
of the eigenvalue of the Hermitian operator F .
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III. ERGOTROPY FOR A PT −SYMMETRIC
HAMILTONIAN

In quantum thermodynamics, ergotropy quantifies the
maximum amount of work that can be extracted from a
state ρ(t) at time t, by unitary operations. For a non-
Hermitian system, more precisely an η-pseudo Hermitian
PT −Symmetric Hamiltonian, we redefine the density
matrix of the system in the η-pseudo inner product space
as the generalized density matrix ρG(t). In other words,
in this bi-orthonormal basis, the projectors that make
up the matrix elements of ρG(t) are now constructed
by the corresponding right (|Ei⟩) and left(dual)(|Ei⟩⟩)
eigenvectors. For the Hamiltonian we work with, i.e., H,
these are provided in Eq. (18). The ergotropy for the
PT −symmetric H is

W = Tr(HρG(t))− Tr(Hρp), (23)

where ρp is the passive state associated with ρG(t). A
passive state is obtained by rearranging the eigenvalues
of ρG(t) in decreasing order and aligning them with the
increasing energy eigenvalues of H. By construction, no
work can be extracted from ρp under η-pseudo unitary
evolution.

A. Calculation of ρG(t) in the Hermitian basis

The dual space that complements the eigenspace of H
is not obtained by mere complex conjugation. In our
previous work [65], we have shown that an additional η-
metric is necessary to map the eigenspace to its dual.
In this work, we take a different approach to expressing
both H and H† in a Hermitian basis (|f⟩ , |1− f⟩) that
spans them both. Using this approach, analytical calcu-
lations of the thermodynamic quantities become easier.
Equation (18) shows how the bi-orthonormal eigenvectors
are expressed in terms of the Hermitian basis vectors. In
this space, the projector of the density matrix is modified
such that,

ρG(t) =
∑
ij

ρij(t) |Ei⟩ ⟨⟨Ej | =
∑
ij

ρij(t) |Ei⟩ ⟨Ej | η.

(24)

The elements ρij(t)’s are the coefficients of the projec-
tors, i.e., the information of the state, including popula-
tion and coherence terms. The role of the Hermitian η
metric as a map to the dual space is clear from the above
equation. More explicitly, η |E⟩ = |E⟩⟩, so that the inner
product yields

⟨Ei| η |Ej⟩ = ⟨⟨Ei|Ej⟩ = ⟨Ei|Ej⟩⟩ = δij , (25)

where

η =
∑
n

|En⟩⟩⟨⟨En|, (26)

attests to its Hermiticity [65]. The calculation of ρG(t)
is elaborated in Appendix A.

B. Calculation of ergotropy

Once ρG(t) is obtained from Eq. (24), its eigenvalues
are calculated and compared. The larger (smaller) pop-
ulation is put in the lower (higher) energy eigenstates,
such that,

ρp = λ+ |E+⟩ ⟨⟨E+|+ λ− |E−⟩ ⟨⟨E−|. (27)

Since E+ > E−, then λ+ < λ− should be the choice for
the construction of a passive state. We can now calculate
the ergotropy following Eq. (23) for a closed system with
a PT −Symmetric Hamiltonian Eq. (8),

W = |E|(ρ22(t)− ρ11(t))− |E|(λ− − λ+)

= |E|(ρ22(t)− ρ11(t)− λ− + λ+)

= |E|(1− 2ρ11(t)− λ− + λ+), (28)

where |E| =
√
κ(s2 − r2) is the absolute value of the

eigenvalue, Eq. (17). The eigenvalues of ρG(t) are,

λ± =
1

2
± 1

2

√
1− 4

s2 − r2
{rsρ21(t) + s2(ρ11(t)ρ22(t)− ρ12(t)ρ21(t))− r2ρ11(t)ρ22(t)}. (29)

The eigenvalues naturally depend on the geometry of the
Hilbert space, denoted by the parameters of the Hamil-
tonian r, s, and also on the population and coherence
terms of the evolved quantum state.

IV. ERGOTROPY OF A PT −SYMMETRIC
HAMILTONIAN AS AN OPEN SYSTEM

To understand the ergotropy in the presence of the
open system effects, the system is connected to a sim-
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FIG. 1. A diagrammatic representation of the open system
scheme we apply for a PT −symmetric Hamiltonian.

ple bath. We consider a scenario where a single-
mode bosonic bath of frequency ωc is coupled to the
PT −symmetric Hamiltonian H. Inspired by light-
matter interaction models, e.g., the Jaynes-Cummings
model, the corresponding composite system-bath Hamil-
tonian can be envisaged to be

H̃U = H +HB + g(σ+
G ⊗ a+ σ−

G ⊗ a†), (30)

where

HB = ωca
†a. (31)

Here, HB is the Hermitian Hamiltonian of the bath and g
is the coupling constant taken to be real. In the η-pseudo
inner product space, Eq. (25), the adjoint of an operator
is acquired by rotating the complex conjugate of the given
operator by the Hermitian metric η. The PT −symmetry
of the Hamiltonian in Eq. (8) is also manifested in its η-
pseudo Hermiticity,

H‡ = η−1H†η = H, (32)

where the double dagger relates to the η adjoint of H.
The knowledge of η is gained with the knowledge of left
and right eigenvectors, Eq. (26) [65]. We calculate the
reduced generalized density matrix for an open system
as

ρG(t) = TrB [U {ρG(0)⊗ ρB(0)}U‡]. (33)

In general, the dynamics of ρG(t) is non-Markovian in

nature [65]. H̃U , Eq. (30), is η-pseudo Hermitian, i.e.,

(η−1 ⊗ IB)H̃
†
U (η ⊗ IB) = H̃‡

U = H̃U , (34)

following the η-pseudo Hermiticity of H, i.e., η−1H†η =
H and the fact that σ+

G and σ−
G , the system operators

suitable for the η-pseudo inner product space,

σ+
G = |E+⟩ ⟨⟨E−|,
σ−
G = |E−⟩ ⟨⟨E+|, (35)

are η-pseudo adjoints of each other, as shown below

(σ+
G)

‡ = η−1(σ+
G)

†η = η−1|E+⟩⟩ ⟨E−| η
= η−1η |E+⟩ ⟨⟨E−| = |E+⟩ ⟨⟨E−| = σ−

G . (36)

Three different initial system states are taken: the
PT −symmetric ground state (ρ1G), excited state (ρ2G),
and an intermediate state (ρ3G),

ρ1G = |E−⟩ ⟨⟨E−|,
ρ2G = |E+⟩ ⟨⟨E+|,

ρ3G =
3

4
|E−⟩ ⟨⟨E−|+

√
3

4
|E+⟩ ⟨⟨E+|

+

√
3

4
|E−⟩ ⟨⟨E+|+

1

4
|E+⟩ ⟨⟨E−|. (37)

The initial state of the bath is taken as the thermal state
ρB(0) = e−HB/T /Tr

(
e−HB/T

)
. The η-pseudo adjoint of

the η-unitary operator [65, 68, 69] is

U‡ = eiH̃U t. (38)

Given the PT −symmetric initial states and a η-pseudo
Hermitian Hamiltonian of the total evolution, we numer-
ically calculate ergotropy (W) following Eq. (23). The
passive state ρp is also calculated numerically in this case.
In Fig. 2, we see that the ergotropy starts at a maximum
value when the initial state is the excited state. In the
intermediate state, the ratio of the population is more to-
ward the ground state, and this gives a comparatively low
initial value of W. When the initial state is the ground
state (not shown in the figure), the ergotropy is zero in
comparison to the rest, indicating the fact that when one
starts with the system in the ground state, there is no ef-
fective extractable work. Coupling to the radiation bath
causes the ergotropy of the PT −symmetric system to
decrease in a featureless oscillatory manner. It is note-
worthy that, except for the case when the initial state is
the PT −symmetric ground state, the initial or the closed
system ergotropy is maximum when the PT −symmetry
is relaxed and the H in Eq. (8) is in its Hermitian limit at
the normal point in the parameter space of the Hamilto-
nian and reduces to Eq. (22). Near the exceptional point,
r ≃ s, the initial ergotropy is the lowest for all the cases
when it approaches the ‘vacua’ or the end of the param-
eter space. From Eq. (18) it is clear that, at f = 1, 0

when the relative coefficient |a| =
(

f
1−f

) 1
4

is ∞, 0, the

orthonormality of the eigenvectors no longer holds, i.e.,
⟨⟨Ei|Ei⟩ ̸= 1. This can be the reason for diverging values
of ergotropy in the exceptional points of the Hamiltonian.
In Fig. 2 plots, the dot-dashed curves show the case of
s = 1, r = 0.95 ≃ s and not r = s to show how ergotropy
behaves when it approaches the exceptional point before
diverging. In all the plots, we see late-time revivals of
ergotropy (W). Since we work with an open system in-
volving a single-mode bosonic bath, these revivals can
be attributed to the non-Markovian effects of the open



6

0 5 10 15 20 25 30
0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

1.2

1.4
(

G
(t)

)
(a)

r = 0
r = 0.5
r = 0.95

0 5 10 15 20 25 30
0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

1.2

1.4

(
G
(t)

)

(b)
r = 0
r = 0.5
r = 0.95

t

FIG. 2. Variation of ergotropy W(ρG(t)) in an open system.
The initial states are the excited state ρ2G in (a), the state ρ3G
in (b), defined in Eq. (37). The Hamiltonian parameter s is
kept fixed at one, and r is varied to render different regimes
of Hermiticity. The coupling constant is g = 0.5, and the
bath frequency, dimension, and temperature are consecutively
ωc = 2, dB = 15, T = 10.

system’s evolution. Studying the plots, it can be inferred
that, as long as ergotropy is concerned, it decreases as the
Hamiltonian becomes more non-Hermitian, which in our
case is the PT −symmetry. At its Hermitian limit, the
Hamiltonian reduces to a Pauli σx type system, and in
this case, the ergotropy is higher than the case when it is
at its non-Hermitian regime, as can be observed from the
r = 0 solid line in Fig. 2. Relaxation from PT −symmetry
to Hermiticity causes a gain in ergotropy.

V. THERMODYNAMICS OF A
PT −SYMMETRIC QUANTUM SYSTEM

In the last section, we have modeled a quantum ther-
modynamic scenario where the system is represented by
a PT −symmetric Hamiltonian, Eq. (8), and the bath is
represented by a Hermitian Hamiltonian HB , Eq. (31).
In this section, we verify the three laws of thermodynam-

ics for this model. The first law of thermodynamics is,

dU = dW − dQB , (39)

where dU is the change in the internal energy of the sys-
tem, dW is the work done in the process of evolution by
H, and dQB is the amount of heat exchanged between
the system and the bath in that process. They are de-
fined for an open system as,

dU = Tr[H(ρG(t)− ρG(0))],

dW = Tr[HGB(ρGB(0)− ρGB(t))],

dQB = Tr[HB(ρB(t)− ρB(0))], (40)

where HGB = g(σ+
Ga + σ−

Ga
†) is the interaction Hamil-

tonian. Here, ρG(t) is the system density matrix for the
evolution of the PT − symmetric Hamiltonian, expressed
on a bi-orthonormal basis. ρGB stands for the compos-
ite density matrix of the bi-orthonormal system and the
Hermitian bath. ρB is the density matrix of the bath
obtained by partial tracing the degrees of freedom of the
system. It is observed, Fig. 3, that for all regimes of
the Hamiltonian H, the first law is obeyed. The second
law of thermodynamics in the case of a quantum system
ensures the positivity of the entropy production (Σ),

Σ = S[ρGB(t)||ρG(t)⊗ ρB(0)] ≥ 0. (41)

Here S(ρ||σ) = Tr(ρ log ρ−ρ log σ) is the relative entropy
between two density matrices ρ and σ.
In Fig. 4 we see that for all initial states and for

all regimes the entropy production (Σ) is positive. Af-
ter a sharp initial increase, the entropy production ex-
hibits much smaller oscillatory behavior. Interestingly,
Σ shows a sharper dip after an initial rise when the ini-
tial state is the excited state or the ground state, which
are coherence-less states. For the state ρ3G, this dip is
not so sharp, and when the Hamiltonian approaches the
exceptional point, the Σ profile is qualitatively similar to
the profiles at other regimes. For ρ1G, ρ

2
G, the behavior

of Σ near the exceptional points is more distinct; more
precisely, it runs lower than that of the other regimes.
In the third law,

S(T )|T→0 = −Tr(ρG(t) log ρG(t))|T→0 → 0, (42)

where S(T ) is the von-Neumann entropy. For all initial
states and in different parameter ranges of the Hamil-
tonian H, the above relation is obeyed when the cou-
pling constant with the bath g is considerably low. For
stronger couplings, the von-Neumann entropy gets mod-
ified by a temperature-dependent effective term [70].

VI. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we have selected a subclass of
PT −symmetric Hamiltonians obeying an anti-
commutator relation with their complex conjugate
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FIG. 3. Different thermodynamic quantities are plotted when
the initial state is the excited state ρ2G. (a) is for the Hermi-
tian limit at r = 0, (b) is for the non-Hermitian Hamiltonian
at r = 0.5, and (c) is for when the Hamiltonian approaches
the exceptional limit, r = 0.95. All cases have s = 1. The cou-
pling constant is g = 0.5, and the bath frequency, dimension,
and temperature are consecutively, ωc = 2, dB = 15, T = 10

to devise a Hermitian basis that spans the energy
eigenspace. Thus, constructing a generalized density
matrix for a non-Hermitian evolution and consequently
calculating quantum thermodynamic quantities, such
as ergotropy, becomes easier. The generalized density
matrix is observed to have a unit trace and contains
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(c)
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r = 0.95

t

FIG. 4. Entropy production (Σ) for the PT −symmetric open
quantum system. The initial states [Eq. (37)] are the excited
state ρ2G in (a), the state ρ3G in (b), and the ground state ρ1G
in (c). The parameter s is kept fixed at one, and r is varied
to render different regimes of non-Hermiticity. The coupling
constant is g = 0.5, and the bath frequency, dimension, and
temperature are consecutively, ωc = 2, dB = 15, T = 10.

parameters of the PT −symmetric Hamiltonian along
with population and coherence terms. The ergotropy is
analytically expressed after obtaining the passive state
in terms of the modified projectors of the bi-orthonormal
basis and the eigenvalues of the generalized density ma-
trix. To understand ergotropy in a PT −symmetric open
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system, a bath was coupled to it in accordance with a
Jaynes-Cummings type interaction. Using the η-pseudo
Hermiticity of the PT −symmetric Hamiltonian and
the η-unitarity of the total evolution, the generalized
system density matrix is obtained by tracing out the
radiation degrees of freedom of the bath. Ergotropy
was plotted for different initial states, and it was
observed that the PT −symmetric excited state provided
the most extractable work. Using the tunability of
non-Hermiticity of the PT −symmetric Hamiltonian,
different regimes between the normal and the excep-
tional points are studied. The ergotropy was found to
be larger in the Hermitian limit of the PT −symmetric
Hamiltonian at the normal point. This analysis, thus,
paves the way for the realization of a quantum battery
using PT −symmetric quantum systems. In the same
open system settings, other thermodynamic quantities,
namely heat, work, internal energy, entropy production,
and von-Neumann entropy, were calculated, and the
consistency of the three laws of thermodynamics was
verified, thereby confirming that a PT −symmetric

system is thermodynamically sound.

Appendix A: Calculation of ρG(t)

To calculate ρG(t), we need to calculate the individ-
ual projectors using the right eigenvectors and their cor-
responding left(dual) eigenvectors in Eq. (18). For the
Hamiltonian in Eq. (8) the explicit eigenvectors are fig-
ured out using Eq. (11),

|E±⟩ =
1

2

{(
−i
1

)
∓ |a|

(
−1
i

)}
, (A1)

|E±⟩⟩ =
1

2

{(
−i
1

)
∓ 1

|a|

(
−1
i

)}
, (A2)

where |a| =
(

f
1−f

) 1
4

=
√

s+r
s−r using Eq. (10). These

explicit expressions act as the building blocks of

ρG(t) =
∑
ij

ρij(t) |Ei⟩ ⟨⟨Ej |, (A3)

and the final element-wise expression is obtained as

ρG(t)
11 =

1

4
√
s2 − r2

(
−i(

√
s+ r + i

√
s− r)2ρ11(t)− 2isρ12(t) + 2isρ21(t) + i(

√
s+ r − i

√
s− r)2ρ22(t)

)
ρG(t)

12 =
1

4
√
s2 − r2

(
−2sρ11(t)− (

√
s+ r + i

√
s− r)2ρ12(t)− (

√
s+ r + i

√
s− r)2ρ21(t) + 2sρ22(t)

)
ρG(t)

21 =
1

4
√
s2 − r2

(
−2sρ11(t)− (

√
s+ r − i

√
s− r)2ρ12(t)− (

√
s+ r − i

√
s− r)2ρ21(t) + 2sρ22(t)

)
ρG(t)

22 =
1

4
√
s2 − r2

(
i(
√
s+ r − i

√
s− r)2ρ11(t) + 2isρ12(t)− 2isρ21(t)− i(

√
s+ r + i

√
s− r)2ρ22(t)

)
. (A4)

From this, it can be seen after some algebra that the trace
of ρG(t) is one, that is, ρG(t)

11+ρG(t)
22 = 1. Eigenvalues

of ρG(t), using the above quantities, are

λ± =
1

2
± 1

2

√
1− 4 (ρ11G ρ

22
G − ρ12G ρ

21
G ), (A5)

and are explicitly given in Eq. (29). An interesting fact
that emerges from Eq. (A4) is that the vectorized ρG(t)
and ρ(t) matrices are connected by a superoperator ma-

trix. Here, the vectorized ρ(t) is a vector in the compu-
tational basis made up by the population and coherence
terms. The de-vectorized ρ(t) is not a proper density
matrix for the η-pseudo Hermitian, PT −symmetric evo-
lution. This superoperator matrix can be assumed to be
a higher-dimensional manifestation of the η metric that
connects the quantum state elements to the vector of a
proper density matrix, i.e., a generalized density matrix
ρG(t) suitable for the PT −symmetric space.
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[44] Ángel Rivas, S. F. Huelga, and M. B. Plenio, Reports
on Progress in Physics 77, 094001 (2014).

[45] H.-P. Breuer, E.-M. Laine, J. Piilo, and B. Vacchini,
Rev. Mod. Phys. 88, 021002 (2016).

[46] D. Chruściński, Physics Reports 992, 1 (2022), dynami-
cal maps beyond Markovian regime.

[47] N. P. Kumar, S. Banerjee, R. Srikanth, V. Ja-
gadish, and F. Petruccione, Open Systems
& Information Dynamics 25, 1850014 (2018),
https://doi.org/10.1142/S1230161218500142.

[48] I. de Vega and D. Alonso, Rev. Mod. Phys. 89, 015001
(2017).

[49] S. Utagi, R. Srikanth, and S. Banerjee, Scientific Reports
10, 15049 (2020).
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