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Uniform relativistic motion through a thermal bath as a thermodynamic resource
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We show that a quantum system undergoing motion with uniform relativistic velocity through
a thermal bath consisting of a massless scalar field is generically driven into a non-equilibrium
steady-state (NESS) solely due to its motion, even in the absence of external driving or multiple
baths. The relative motion between the system and the bath breaks detailed balance, preventing
thermalization to a Gibbs state. We find that the resulting steady-states fall into two distinct
classes: (i) NESSs with persistent probability currents, and (ii) current-free non-Gibbs steady states
characterized by a frequency-dependent effective inverse temperature. We demonstrate, using a
three-level system, that NESSs with probability current can function as noisy stochastic clock, while
current-free non-Gibbs steady states possess non-zero non-equilibrium free energy, indicating their
potential as a quantum battery for work extraction or storage.

Introduction—One of the central aims in the field of
quantum thermodynamics is to identify resources that
enable tasks beyond those achievable at thermal equi-
librium. A system coupled to a single thermal bath at
finite temperature is completely passive and cannot per-
form useful thermodynamic tasks. Consequently, any
thermodynamically nontrivial operation requires access
to resources beyond a single equilibrium bath. It is now
well established that nonequilibrium resources such as
coherence [1], entanglement and correlations [2], squeezed
reservoirs [3-5], and multiple thermal baths [6] can enable
such tasks, underpinning applications in quantum heat
engines, quantum batteries, and quantum clocks [7-9].

Independently, a separate research field—relativistic
quantum information (RQI)—has emerged to study how
relativistic effects and spacetime structure influence quan-
tum systems from a quantum-information theoretic per-
spective. A central goal of this field is to understand how
these effects may be harnessed for quantum information
processing tasks. In this context, relativistic motion has
been shown to enable entanglement and correlation har-
vesting [10], magic harvesting [11], etc. Only recently have
relativistic effects begun to be explored in thermodynamic
settings, including quantum heat engines [12-19], quan-
tum batteries [20, 21], and quantum metrology [22-26].
From the perspective of quantum thermodynamics, this
raises a natural question, whether relativistic effects such
as relativistic motion or spacetime structure, themselves
be regarded as thermodynamic resources?

In standard open quantum system dynamics, a system
weakly coupled to a thermal bath relaxes to a thermal
state at the bath temperature as a consequence of the
Kubo-Martin—-Schwinger (KMS) condition satisfied by
the bath correlation functions. This condition implies de-
tailed balance between excitation and relaxation rates and
guarantees thermalization to a Gibbs state. However, in a
relativistic setting where the system follows an arbitrary
timelike trajectory with respect to the bath, the corre-
lation function evaluated along the trajectory generally
fails to satisfy the standard KMS relation [27-33]. A par-
ticularly important case is that of stationary trajectories,

for which the correlation function depends only on the
proper-time difference. In this case, the KMS condition
is modified and the resulting excitation and relaxation
rates satisfy a generalized detailed-balance relation with a
frequency-dependent effective inverse temperature. As a
result, the steady state reached in the weak-coupling limit
is no longer guaranteed to be of Gibbs form. In vacuum
(i.e., for a zero-temperature field), stationary trajecto-
ries were classified by Letaw and include inertial motion,
uniform acceleration, and circular motion, among more
exotic cases [27, 32, 34]. At finite temperature, however,
this symmetry is reduced and only inertial and uniformly
rotating trajectories remain stationary.

In this work, we focus on the simplest stationary tra-
jectory, namely a quantum system undergoing uniform
relativistic motion with respect to a thermal bath of a
massless scalar field. The quantum system, often referred
to as a detector in the RQI literature, is modeled as point-
like with no spatial structure. We analyze the resulting
steady state in the weak-coupling limit and assess its
potential role as a thermodynamic resource. We show
that uniform relativistic motion generically drives the
system into a non-Gibbs steady state, even in the pres-
ence of a single thermal bath. Two distinct classes of
steady states emerge: (i) NESSs with persistent probabil-
ity currents, and (ii) current-free non-Gibbs steady states
characterized by a frequency-dependent effective inverse
temperature. Using a three-level system as an illustrative
example, we demonstrate that the former can function
as noisy stochastic clocks, while the latter possess finite
nonequilibrium free energy, enabling work extraction or
storage from a single thermal reservoir and highlighting
their potential as quantum batteries.

Set-up—We consider a point-like non-relativistic quan-
tum system following a time-like trajectory X (7), inter-
acting with a bath consisting of a massless quantum scalar
field with total Hamiltonian H = ﬁs + lfIB + V. Here
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are the Hamiltonians of system and field respectively.
Here ®(X) is the field operator, 71(X) is the conjugate
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momentum operator of the field, ¢; are energy eigenval-
ues of the system with corresponding energy eigenstates
le;).  We consider Unruh-Dewitt interaction V() =
MAY(1) ® ®(X (7)), where A is the interaction strength,
Al(7) = eiHIsT Ae~iHsT i the system operator in interac-
tion picture and ®(X (7)) is field operator evaluated on
the trajectory of the system. Starting from factorized ini-
tial state and under Born-Markov and secular approxima-
tion, we get the Gorini—Kossakowski-Sudarshan—Lindblad
(GKSL) master equation for the system (see [35]),

g = i [fls + Hus,p] + Y Tw)DIALp

w>0

+ 3 D(~w)Dl4L 5, (1)

where Hpg = Y ow A(w)Al A, is the unitary Lamb-shift
term, D[0]p = OpOtT — %{OTOA,[)} is dissipator with
anti-commutation operation {A,é} = AB + BA and
A, = Do kwme,—en (€Kl Ale,) |er) (ey| is system operator
decomposed in terms of the Bohr frequencies w, satisfying
[IA{S,AM} = —wAw,[fIS,AL} :wAL and {f[s,/lw/ll} =
[ﬁs, ALAW] = 0 and T'(w) is bath spectral function.

We consider the bath to be in stationary thermal Gibbs
state at inverse temperature 8 = 1/T with the bath
spectral function I'(w) = A [7_dre™GP [X (1), X (0)],
where G# [X (1), X(0)] is the Wightman function of the
thermal state of the field evaluated along the stationary
trajectory X (7) of the system (see [35]). In general, for
any stationary trajectory and stationary quantum field
state, the Wightman function evaluated on the trajectory,
satisfies a generalized detailed balance relation of the
form,

I(w; o) — et (wiai)w (2)
I'(—w;a4) ’

where Sofr (w; ;) is frequency-dependent effective inverse
temperature and «; are additional parameters (for ex-
ample, velocity, acceleration, radius of trajectory, etc)
depending on the choice of the stationary trajectory.
Here, we focus on a system undergoing motion with
uniform velocity along the trajectory X(7) given by

X(r) = (ﬁ, ﬁ,ﬂ,O) 7, where 0 < u < 1 is veloc-
ity in the units of speed of light c¢. In this case, the bath
spectral function reads (see [35]),

w>0
w < 0,
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FIG. 1. (Color Online) Affinity A (a) and current —7 (b)
of three level system, as function of inverse temperature (8
for three different value of velocity small v = 0.2 (black dot-
dashed), intermediate u = 0.6 (blue dashed) and ultrarel-
ativistic u = 0.99 (red solid). Other parameter values are
wio = 1.0,&)21 =3.1.
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Results— We first look at the steady-state reached by
the system in the long time limit following the dynamical
equation Eq. (1). Note that the form of Eq. (1) is that of
the standard GKLS master equation for thermalisation
but with effective occupation number N(w,S,u) that
explicitly depends on velocity u (see [35]). It can be shown
that the energy state coherence (i.e. the off-diagonal terms
pij = (€| plej) where i # j) decay to zero in the long time
limit (see [35]). Let us focus on the population dynamics
(i.e. the diagonal terms p; = (¢;| ple;)), which obey the
Pauli master equation,

Di = _Zjiﬁja (6)
J

where J;,; = p;ki—,; — pjk;j—; denotes the probability
current with the transition rates,

kimj = | (€] Alej) IPT(wijs i), (7)



where w;; = €; — ¢;. The steady-state populations satisfy
= >_; Jinj = 0. Note that the steady-state does not,
in general, require the individual currents J;_,; to be
zero. If, for every closed sequence of allowed transitions
between energy levels €;, — €;, = -+ — €;,, — €;, with
nonvanishing rates, Kolmogorov’s loop condition, [36],

Zl

is satisfied then the steady-state populations obey a gen-
eralized detailed-balance relation,

Riovies 0y =4, (8)

74r+1 — i

P _ kimj

e/Beff(Wij Q) Wi ,
D ki
and, equivalently, all individual probability currents van-

ish. In this case the stationary state assumes an exponen-
tial form,

ﬁss — Z e—F Ze 61 El|, (9)

where F; are obtained by fixing an arbitrary reference level
1o and setting F;, = 0 and for any other level j, choosing
an arbitrary sequence of allowed transitions connecting
ig to j with non-zero rates ig =iy — s =+ = i, = J
and defining,

ZTA)’LT+1 (10)

lr+1—>1r
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Interestingly, the above steady-state is not in the Gibbs
form and Gibbs thermal state with unique temperature
emerges only if the effective inverse temperatures be-
come frequency independent, i.e. A% (w;a;) = 3. In
the absence of relative motion between the system and
bath (i.e. u = 0), the standard detailed-balance condi-
tion p;/p; = kji/kij = €P“i recovered, implying that
the steady-state reduces to Gibbs state of the form
T‘;;_B:;S A two-level system which has only a
single Bohr frequency w is a trivial case for which the
stationary state can always be written in the Gibbs form
with a unique B°f(w) > 0. However, it is not the case
in general for multilevel systems with distinct transition
frequencies w;.

If the loop condition Eq. (8) is violated for at least
one allowed closed cycle of transitions, then the system
relaxes to a genuine NESS with persistent probability
currents. In this case, no closed-form expression of the
form Eq. (9) exists, and the steady-state must instead be
obtained by solving p; = —>_; Ji—; = 0. Note that while
checking the loop condition Eq. (8), situations may arise
where no closed sequence of allowed transitions exists
due to the vanishing of certain matrix elements of the
system operator entering the rates Eq. (7). This may
occur, for instance, when certain transitions are forbidden

7=

by symmetry of the system or by the specific form of
system—bath coupling. In such cases when no allowed
closed cycle of transitions is possible, probability currents
are necessarily absent. The steady-state then still admits
the exponential form Eq (9).

To see this explicitly, let us take the particular case of
three-level system with interaction of the form,

Al(r) = S Ai(Sie

(ij)€{10,21,20}

—iw T +Sv;rjeiwijfr)7 (11)

where we define the lowering and raising operators,
510 = le1) {eol 321 = le2) {e1], SY20 = |e2) (eol, (12)

satisfying [Hg, S;j] = —w;;S;; with Bohr frequencies
wij = € —¢€; > 0and Sj; = S;rj. Note that we assume
non-degenerate and well-separated Bohr frequencies such
that the secular approximation is valid. We define the

cycle affinity,

A=1n k2—>0 k0—>1 k1—>2
ko2 k10 ka1
= Bet (wa0; B, w)wao — Post (wa21; B, u)war
— Bet (w105 B, u)wio- (13)

For u = 0, Begr(w; 8,u) = B, implying A = 0. For u # 0,
one generically finds A # 0 and a nonzero steady-state
probability current. For three-level system, the steady-
state currents along each transition are equal (see [35]),

J5%50- (14)

In addition, to maintain the system in NESS, we also have
a non-zero entropy production rate ¥ = J.A > 0. We
adopt the convention that J > 0 denotes current along
0—1—2— 0. Also the sign(J) = sign(A). In the
small-velocity limit v < 1,

J=Jo =

J1—>2

u2 2

Bt (w3 B, ) zﬂ[H -

5 Bw coth(ﬁzwﬂ . (15)

and using woy = we1 + wig one finds,

2,2
A~ L 6u {Wlo oth (w1206> —|—w§1 coth (w221ﬁ>

= (oo ) corn (L2020

(16)

Moreover, using the inequality,

(a + b)? coth <(a+2b)ﬂ) > a? coth <a2ﬂ> + b? coth <b§> ;
(17)

for a,b > 0, we see that A < 0 to order u?. Therefore,
for small u the current circulates opposite to the chosen
convention with J < 0 (i.e. the current flows along
0-2—=1-0).



10°

10° H

(52(01()

104+

10° -

T x 6

Bwio

FIG. 2. (Color Online) Relative uncertainty 62 (a) and product
of relative uncertainty with entropy production §2% (b) as
a function of inverse temperature g for different values of
velocity u. Other parameter values are same as Fig. (1).

Fig. 1 shows that relativistic motion induces a NESS

characterized by a nonzero affinity and probability current.

More specifically, Fig. 1(a) displays the affinity A as a
function of the bath rest frame inverse temperature
for different system velocities u. The affinity vanishes as
u — 0 and becomes increasingly negative as u increases,
reaching its largest magnitude in the low-temperature
and ultrarelativistic regime. The negative sign reflects
the direction of the steady-state current, consistent with
the sign predicted in the small-velocity limit discussed
above, and persists even beyond that. Fig. 1(b) shows
the corresponding steady-state current 7. Its magnitude
increases from zero at high temperatures (5 — 0), attains
a maximum at an intermediate inverse temperature, and
decays again in the low-temperature limit (8 — 0c0). We
find that in the weak-driving regime A < 1, the current is
approximately linear, J =~ KA, where K depends only
on 3 and the Bohr frequencies wig and wo. Since A oc u?
for v < 1, this implies J o u? at low velocities. While
A increases with 3, the coefficient K, decreases, their
competition yields an optimal 3 of order of the system’s
Bohr frequencies.

Stochastic clock— Here we show that the three-level
system NESS with persistent current can be a model of
stochastic clock [37, 38]. We count the net transition from

2 — 0 and call it one cycle, and define one tick as one
complete cycle (see [35]). The stochastic variable n(7)
keeps count of the transitions such that for 2 — 0 the
variable increases by +1 and for 0 — 2 decreases by —1.
In the long time limit we have,

(n)r = J1, Var(n); = 2D, (18)

where J is steady-state current defined before and D
is the diffusion constant. For the performance of the
stochastic clock, we look at two quantities,

\7 = P 62 = Q?

T J?

where steady-state current J be interpreted as number of
cycles per unit time and 62 characterizes relative uncer-
tainty per unit time. In time interval 7, we expect to read
J 7 number of cycles on average with relative uncertainly

1
5?'

(19)

Wmax/wlO

2 4 6 8 10 12

Bwio

FIG. 3. (Color Online) Plot of maximum extractable work
Wmax of steady-state p*° for different values of velocity u.
Other parameter values are same as Fig. (1)

Fig. (2) shows the relative uncertainty and entropy pro-
duction for the stochastic clock. Specifically, Fig. 2(a)
displays the relative uncertainty 62 as a function of the
bath rest frame inverse temperature 3 for different veloci-
ties w. Similar to the behavior of the current, 62 exhibits
a minimum at an intermediate value of 8, with a mini-
mum uncertainty of order 6% ~ 10%wy,', indicating that
fluctuations remain significantly high. The energetic cost
of maintaining the NESS is quantified by the entropy
production rate ¥ = J.A, which is constrained by the
thermodynamic uncertainty relation (TUR),

528 > 2. (20)

Fig. 2(b) shows the product 62X, which remains well
above the bound and approaches it only close to equi-
librium, where © — 0 and A — 0. This reflects the
usual dissipation—precision tradeoff and shows that the
system does not efficiently convert entropy production
into improved precision. We conclude that overall, the



model acts as a stochastic clock with a finite ticking rate,
but the large relative uncertainty implies strong noise.
However, over long observation times, the error decreases
as 1/4/7, indicating that the system should, in principle,
still provide a reliable elapsed time.

Quantum battery— In the interaction Eq. (11), we set
Ao1 =0, so only 2 <+ 0 and 2 <> 1 transitions are allowed
and 1 < 0 is forbidden then for steady-state each current
individually vanishes i.e. J5%,, = J*,, = 0, and the
steady-state in the exponential form reads,

P* = pp leo) (ol + P71 |e1) (e1| + p3 |ea) (eal ,  (21)
where,

eBett (W21)wa1 = Best (w20) w20
SS

(22)
with normalisation,

Ao=1+ eBett (w21)war —Betr (w20) w20 + e Pett (w20)w20 (23)

Although there is no persistent current, we show that it
still exhibits finite non-equilibrium free energy that can be
used for work storage or extraction. First, we show that
the steady-state has vanishing ergotropy. Note that since
there is no coherence in the steady-state, we need to have
population inversion, i.e. pi® > p3® for €; > €; to get non-
zero ergotropy. By looking at the expression for the ratios
of probabilities, we can see that since Beg(w) > 0, we
always have p3® < pg® and p5® < p5®. So to get population
inversion, we should have pj® > p§’. This is true only if
we have,

w1 Bef (wa1) — waoPeft (W20) > 0. (24)

However this condition never satisfied given that
N(w, B,u) is strictly decreasing function of w and,

N(W2175,U)+1 N(w20>ﬁ7u>+1
N(wai, B, u) N (w0, B, u)
= wa1Ber(w21) — wapBest (w20) < 0. (25)

In <In

This implies no population inversion either and the er-
gotropy of the steady-state must be zero. Although this
means one cannot extract any work using a cyclic unitary
process from this state, one can still extract the work if
interaction with a bath is allowed [39] or many identical
copies of the system are available [40] since the steady-
state is not the Gibbs thermal state. The maximum
extractable work is quantified by the non-equilibrium free
energy difference between the given steady-state and the
reference Gibbs thermal state.

Wanax = F(5%) — F(5P) = %D 15°).  (26)

e~ Beti (w20)w20

= — SS: = ———
pO - A07p1 AO ap2 AO

5

where F(p) = Tr(Hsp) — 45(p), S(7) = ~Tr[plng] is

~ -BHs . .
von Neumann entropy, p° = -——— is reference Gibbs

"y
thermal state at bath temperatTur;e insits rest frame 3, and
D (p||6) = Tr[p(Iné — In p)] is quantum relative entropy.
We define the reference temperature as the bath rest frame
temperature 8. Although one might attempt to define a
temperature in the systems comoving frame, no unique
inverse temperature can be assigned to a relativistically
moving bath [29]. Now substituting (21) in to (26) and

simplifying we get,
BWinax = P w20 [Bert (w20) — B] + pi°w21 [Berr (wo1) — f]
Zp
log —=. 2
+log 7 (27)

Fig. 3 shows the maximum extractable work Wi .« as a
function of the bath rest-frame inverse temperature 3 for
different velocities u. We observe that Wy, vanishes in
both the high-temperature (§ — 0) and low-temperature
(8 — o0) limits, while exhibiting a pronounced peak fol-
lowed by a broad maximum at intermediate values of 3.
This non-monotonic behavior originates from the devia-
tion between the effective inverse temperature Seg (w; B, u)
corresponding to the largest energy gap of three level sys-
tem and the bath rest frame inverse temperature 5. In
the high-temperature regime, 5 — 0, the steady state
approaches a maximally mixed state, rendering work ex-
traction impossible. As the temperature is lowered (in-
creasing f3), Boft (w; 3, u) becomes larger than 3, and the
growing difference produces the first peak in Wiax. With
further increase of 8, Beft(w; 8, u) crosses the bath rest
frame inverse temperature value, Seg = [, suppressing
work extraction and producing the dip observed in Fig. 3.
Beyond this point, Beg(w;8,u) < 3, and enables work
extraction, giving rise to the broad maximum at larger
B. Finally, in the low-temperature limit 5 — oo, both g
and SBer (w; B, u) diverge, the steady state approaches the
ground state, and Wy,ax vanishes.

Discussion—To show NESS with non-zero affinity, we
have considered the A configuration of a three-level sys-
tem. In nature, most three-level systems coupling to
the EM field appear in the A, V, or = configurations,
with one of the transitions forbidden due to symmetry
and dipole selection rules. Nonetheless, such configura-
tions can occur in certain chiral molecules, where the
lack of symmetry permits all dipole matrix elements to
be nonzero [41]. Moreover, artificial atoms (for example,
in superconducting circuits) are not limited by symme-
try constraints and provide a controllable platform to
engineer A-type systems [42].

Also, to maintain NESS with non-zero current, the
system continuously consumes non-equilibrium resources
and dissipates heat. The resource here is actually coming
from the energy spent in maintaining the relative motion
of the system and bath. This also implies that there must
be some drag force experienced by the system moving



through the bath, allowing it to dissipate the heat. This
is in agreement with the studies on drag force called Ein-
stein—Hopf drag/ quantum friction experienced by moving
quantum systems in blackbody radiation [43]. Note, how-
ever, in the case of a quantum battery, we have A = 0,
and there is no entropy production required to maintain
the non-Gibbs steady-state. There, the extractable work
must have been injected during the transient dynamics
responsible for driving the system away from the Gibbs
state.

Conclusion—In this work, we have considered a localized
quantum system moving at uniform relativistic velocity
through a thermal bath consisting of a massless scalar
field. We showed that relative motion alone is sufficient
to drive the system into a NESS, even in the presence of
a single thermal bath. The underlying physical mecha-
nism is the modification of the KMS condition followed
by bath correlation function evaluated on the trajectory
of the system, which lead to generalized detailed balance
relation for the system and prevents relaxation to a Gibbs
state. We found that the steady states fall into two classes:
NESS with persistent probability current and current-free
non-Gibbs steady states in exponential form. Focusing
on a three-level system, we demonstrated that a NESS
with persistent probability current may operate as a noisy
stochastic clock, while a current-free non-Gibbs state pos-
sesses finite non-equilibrium free energy and can function
as a quantum battery. These findings place relativistic
motion alongside other thermodynamical resources like
coherence, squeezing, multiple baths, etc.

Finally, several extensions of the work are possible.
Although we have shown that uniform relativistic mo-
tion generically leads to a non-Gibbs steady state, the
absence of population inversion and vanishing ergotropy
suggests that this setup does not realize maximal ther-
modynamic advantage. A natural next step is therefore
to explore other stationary trajectories and determine
whether stronger thermodynamic resources can emerge
in different setups. Another important direction is to
consider systems moving in curved spacetime rather than
flat spacetime considered here, for example in the vicin-
ity of black holes, where spacetime geometry itself may
influence steady-state properties and potentially enable
new forms of thermodynamic resource. Finally, while our
study focuses on a localized system interacting with a
scalar field, it would be interesting to extend the analysis
to EM field [44], spatially extended systems, and multiple
systems where collective effects may further enrich the
steady-state behavior.
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