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The release of causal structure of physical events from a well-defined order to an indefinite one
stimulates remarkable enhancements in various quantum information tasks. Some of these advan-
tages, however, are questioned for the ambiguous role of the control system in the quantum switch
that is an experimentally realized process with indefinite causal structure. In communications, for
example, not only the superposition of alternative causal orders, but also the superposition of al-
ternative trajectories can accelerate information transmissions. Here, we follow the proposal of Liu
et al. [Phys. Rev. Lett. 129, 230604 (2022)], and examine the information enhancement effect of
indefinite causal orders with the toolkit of thermodynamics in a photonic platform. Specifically, we
simulate the thermal interaction between a system qubit and two heat baths embedded in a quantum
switch by implementing the corresponding switched thermal channels. Although its action on the
system qubit only is thermally free, our results suggest that the quantum switch should be seen as
a resource when the control qubit is also considered. Moreover, we characterize the non-Markovian
property in this scenario by measuring the information backflows from the heat baths to the system
qubit.

Introduction.— Over the last decades, quantum infor-
mation processing has been extended to scenarios where
basic quantum operations are executed in a superposi-
tion of causal orders[1–3]. Such exotic processes with
indefinite causal orders (ICOs) were originally proposed
by Hardy in the context of reconciling quantum mechan-
ics and general relativity [4, 5] and have attracted great
interests in the community. It has been recognized that
ICO offers remarkable advantages in fields such as chan-
nel discrimination [6], communication complexity [7, 8],
communication [9–17], computation [18–21], thermody-
namics [22–28], metrology [29–33], and others[34–40]; see
Ref. [41] for a review.

In communications, the advantages of ICO have been
reported in a series of theoretical [9–11] and experimental
[15, 16] works. Specifically, if two noisy channels are
used in a fixed causal structure, one obtains a noisier
channel. However, if they are embedded in a quantum
switch[1–3], the overall noise can actually decrease. This
can benefit the transmission of both classical [9, 16] and
quantum [10, 11, 15] information. However, there are
debates over to what extent the advantages mentioned
above are specific to ICO. Similar noise reduction effects
have been reported in proposals that only involve the
superposition of channels [17, 42–44]. Although there
are still discussions regarding this effect, it is believed
the existence of a noiseless control system in the quantum
switch plays an ambiguous role, since it is involved in the
decoding operation and partial information might bypass
the noise acting on the target space. Analogous effects
have also been reported in ICO-assisted thermodynamics
[45] and metrology [46].

Recently, Liu et al. [47] investigated ICO-enhanced
communication from the quantum thermodynamics point

of view. Basically, there is a strong connection between
information theory and thermodynamics via the central
role of entropy in both fields. The direction of dynamical
evolution in nature is governed by the laws of thermo-
dynamics. In the quantum realm, the accuracy of any
information task associated to particular quantum evolu-
tion can be bounded by the thermal resource that is con-
sumed in the task [48]. In Ref. [47], an upper bound for
the mutual information was provided for the case when
information is transmitted through two thermal chan-
nels embedded in a quantum switch. In this scenario,
the thermal channels obey the first and second laws of
thermodynamics and thus are thermally free operations.
The switched channel, however, is free only when the tar-
get system is considered and becomes a kind of thermal
resource when both the target and control systems are
involved. The increases in information capacity consume
the free energy of coherence, a kind of thermal resource,
of the switch’s control qubit.

Here we report the experimental demonstration of su-
perior communication through two thermodynamically
free channels embedded in ICO[47]. To achieve this, we
construct an optical quantum switch and the thermal
channels to simulate the scenario in which the thermo-
contacts between a single qubit and the heat baths occur
in a superposition of causal orders. Notably, the thermal
channels we used obey both the first and second laws
of thermodynamics and thus are a kind of free opera-
tion in the quantum resource theory (QRT) framework
[49]. Our results show an increase in communication rate
and a decrease in free energy of coherence of the control
qubit occur at the same time, suggesting the switch is
a resource in this scenario. In addition, we observe a
phenomenon of information backflow, a typical feature
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FIG. 1. Process schematic. Qubits M and A are prepared
in a separable but correlated state. M undergoes a switched
thermal channel to simulate the scenario where it interacts
with two heat baths that are in a superposition of causal
orders. The quantum mutual information I(A : CM) between
A and CM is analyzed, where C is the control qubit of the
quantum switch.

of non-Markovianinty[50–52], from the heat bath to the
system qubit during their thermal interaction, which only
appears in the existence of ICO in this protocol.

Theoretical protocol.— We start with a brief review
of communication through two thermodynamically free
channels, E and F , that act in a superposition of causal
orders. In the standard setting, the causal relations of
the two channels are well-defined, and so that the infor-
mation carrier encounters E before F , or vice versa. The
overall channel in either configurations is E ◦ F or F ◦ E .
In the quantum realm, the two channels can be arranged
in a quantum superposition of these two configurations
by associating them to two orthogonal state |0⟩ and |1⟩
of a control qubit. In this case, the information carrier
undergoes E ◦F and F ◦E simultaneously and the causal
relation of them can be described by the quantum switch
transformation [1–3], Sω : (E ,F) 7→ Sω(E ,F), defined as

Sω(E ,F) (ρ) :=
∑
i,j

Wij (ρ⊗ ω)W †
ij , (1)

with ρ and ω being the density matrices of the informa-
tion carrier and the control qubit and

Wij := EiFj ⊗ |0⟩⟨0|+ FjEi ⊗ |1⟩⟨1| , (2)

where {Ei} and {Fj} are the Kraus operators of E and
F .

It is crucial for the protocol to ensure that the chan-
nels used in the quantum switch are thermodynamically
free, that is, they are free operations in QRT for quan-
tum thermodynamics[53–55]. In the QRT of athermality
[56], a well-studied QRT for quantum thermodynamics,
the free operation is identified as those that obey the
first law of total energy conservation during the ther-
mal interaction between a system S and a heat bath
B. Here, the heat bath with temperature T is as-
sumed to be large enough and is in free state, namely
in the Gibbs thermal state τT = exp(−HB/kT )/Z with

HB being its Hamiltonian, k Boltzmann’s constant, and
Z = Tr[exp(−HB/kT )] a normalizing partition function.
The interaction is required to be some unitary U that
commutes with the total Hamiltonian, i.e. [U,HS⊗I+I⊗
HB ] = 0, where HS is the Hamiltonian of the system and
I is the identity in corresponding Hilbert space. And the
free operation, the so-called thermal operation, can then
be constructed by tracing over an arbitrary subsystem of
the system and heat bath after the interaction, yielding a
completely positive and trace preserving (CPTP) chan-
nel ε from the original system to the remaining subsystem
after the discarding. In the case when the discarded sub-
system is exactly the heat bath, it can be proven that
such a thermal operation acts invariantly on the Gibbs
thermal state, i.e. ε(τT ) = τT [47]. Thus, the chan-
nel acting on the original system, referred to as thermal
channel in the following, is Gibbs-preserving with respect
to the Hamiltonian HS , obeying the second law of free
energy non-increase.
In the simplest nontrivial case, the protocol in Ref. [47]

involves a pair of qubits, M and A, and two identical heat
baths in a quantum switch (see Fig. 1 where C is the con-
trol qubit of the switch). The Hamiltonian for qubit M
(A) is chosen to be HM(A) = Ω(|e⟩⟨e|M(A) − |g⟩⟨g|M(A))

with {|e⟩M(A), |g⟩M(A)} being the energy basis and Ω
the energy gap between them (we set Ω = 1 for sim-
plicity in the following). For the interaction between
a system qubit and a heat bath, the exact form of the
thermal channel ε that satisfies energy-preserving and
Gibbs-preserving conditions can be specified according
to the collision model [57]. In this model, the heat bath
is assumed to consist of infinite qubits (the Hamilto-
nian is H =

∑∞
i=1 Hi =

∑∞
i=1(|e⟩⟨e|i − |g⟩⟨g|i)) and

the system qubit collides only once with a single qubit
from the heat bath through a unitary operation. Then
the channel ε can be determined to be a partial swap
U =

√
1− s2I+ isSWAP between the system qubit and

one of the heat bath qubit, where s ∈ [0, 1] is the ther-
malization strength (see the Supplemental Materials [58]
for more details).
The protocol can then be sketched in three steps.

Firstly, M carries information about A by being prepared
in the state,

ρinAM = p|g⟩⟨g|A ⊗ |g⟩⟨g|M + (1− p)|e⟩⟨e|A ⊗ |e⟩⟨e|M ,
(3)

which is uncorrelated with the heat baths and p ∈ [0, 1].
Then, M undergoes thermocontact with the switched
heat baths, which act as a noisy channel Sω(ε1, ε2) im-
pressed on M . Finally, the quantum mutual informa-
tion I(A : CM) between the output states of A and
CM is analyzed to characterize the information that
can be transmitted. Here, I(X : Y ) is defined as
I(X : Y ) = S(ρX) + S(ρY ) − S(ρXY ), where ρx is the
process matrix of a system x and S(ρ) = −Tr(ρ log2 ρ)
is the von Neumann entropy of ρ. Note that the max-
imum quantum mutual information over all input sep-
arable states is equivalent to the Holevo capacity of a
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FIG. 2. The experimental setup. (a) Initial input states preparation. A 404 nm continuous wave laser pumps a type-II cut
ppKTP crystal, generating photon pairs at 808 nm. The photons are used to encode qubits A and M in polarization. (b)
Switched thermal channel construction. A beam splitter (BS1) introduces two path modes to encode the control qubit C, and
a Mach-Zehnder interferometer constitutes the optical quantum switch. The two thermodynamically free channels are shown
in the blue and red dashed boxes, respectively. Measurement of qubit C is accomplished by BS2 and a LC, while measurement
of qubits A and M is performed with a QWP, a HWP, and a PBS. The phase-locking system consists of a reference laser at
808 nm, a photon detector, a piezo-transducer (PZT), and a PID regulator. BS: beam splitter; PBS: polarizing beam splitter;
HWP: half-wave plate; BD: beam displacers; QWP: quarter-wave plate; LC: liquid crystal phase plate; FC: fiber coupler; DL:
trombone-arm delay line.

quantum channel[59].

Experimental setup.— As illustrated in Fig. 2, we ex-
perimentally demonstrate communication through the
switched thermal channel Sω(ε1, ε2) on a photonic sys-
tem. A photon pair at 808 nm, generated through the
spontaneous parametric down-conversion (SPDC) pro-
cess in a type-II cut ppKTP crystal, serves as qubits
A and M respectively. We utilize photon polarization
to encode the basis of A and M where horizontal and
vertical polarizations represent states |g⟩ and |e⟩ respec-
tively. The mixed state described by Eq. (3) is achieved
by mixing its pure components with the probabilities p
and 1− p.

The channel Sω(ε1, ε2) is composed by a control qubit
C and two thermodynamically free channels ε1,2. Qubit
C is encoded with the two spatial modes introduced by a
beam splitter (BS1 in Fig. 2) and is initialized in the su-

perposition state |+⟩C = (|0⟩C + |1⟩C)/
√
2, representing

that the switch is turned on. Depending on the state of
qubit C (|0⟩C or |1⟩C), qubit M undergoes the causal or-
der ε2◦ε1 or vice versa. As we already know, the action of
a quantum channel on a given quantum state of the sys-
tem can be expressed in the Kraus representation. In our
experiment, the Kraus operators of the thermal channels
ε1,2 are implemented with an assembly that is made up
of two beam displacers (BDs), several half wave plates

(HWPs), and two quarter wave plates (QWPs). Here,
the two BDs are used to separate and recombine polar-
ization modes of M , and the HWPs between the BDs
control the amplitude of M . Additionally, two QWPs
set at 45◦, with a rotatable HWP sandwiched between
them, can introduce any phase ∆ϕ between horizontal
and vertical polarizations. Details on the exact form of
the Kraus operators of the thermal channels and their
implementation are given in the Supplemental Materials
[58].

To determine the mutual information between A and
CM , we need to reconstruct the joint state ρACM

through quantum state tomography [60], which requires
a set of information-complete measurements on every
qubit. In our experiment, the measurement on C is ac-
complished using a beam splitter (BS2 in Fig. 2) and
two orthogonally placed liquid crystal phase plates (LCs),
while M and A are measured using a combination of a
QWP, a HWP, and a polarization beam splitter (PBS).
To ensure the phase stability of the Mach-Zehnder in-
terferometer in the quantum switch (between BS1 and
BS2), we adopt a phase-locking system that consists of
a reference laser, a piezo-transducer, and a PID regula-
tor. With the help of this system, we observe an overall
visibility of 0.996 during 2 hours. See the Supplemental
Materials [58] for details.
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FIG. 3. The experimental results on (a) the quantum mutual information I(A : CM), (b) the differences of quantum mutual
information ∆I, and (c) the free coherence AC of C. The blue squares and orange dots represent results for heat baths at
T = 0 and T = ∞, respectively. The dash-dot lines are theoretical curves when the switch is on, while the two gray dashed
lines are the ones when the switch is off. The stars represent the results for the turning points. The increases in ∆I (b) and the
decreases in the free coherence AC (c) occur simultaneously. Error bars in this paper are estimated by Monte Carlo simulations.

Experimental results.— In our experiment, we test two
switched thermal channels corresponding to the cases
of two identical heat baths with zero (T = 0) or in-
finite (T = ∞) temperature in the quantum switch.
As mentioned above, the action of the switched heat
baths on qubit M is a Gibbs-preserving CPTP map,
that is Sω(ε1, ε2)(τM ) = τM for arbitrary thermaliza-
tion strength s. The Gibbs thermal states of M with
respect to T = 0 and T = ∞ are τ0 = |g⟩⟨g| and
τ∞ = 1

2 |g⟩⟨g|+
1
2 |e⟩⟨e| respectively. To check the Gibbs-

preserving property, we prepare these thermal states,
reconstruct their density matrices after the quantum
switch, and calculate the fidelity of the reconstructed
states with respect to the corresponding thermal states.
The worst case fidelity exceeds 0.997, thereby showing
the high quality of our setup (see Ref. [58] for details).

Next, we measure the quantum mutual information of
the switched channels. The initial state is chosen to be
the one in Eq. (3) with p = 0.5. When T = ∞, this is the
optimal input state to obtain the maximum I(A : CM)
for arbitrary thermal strength s. Thus, the quantum
mutual information obtained in our experiment is ex-
actly the Holevo capacity when T = ∞, while it serves
as the permitted information transmission rate with re-
spect to the particular input state when T = 0. Our
results of I(A : CM) for T = 0 and T = ∞ are illus-
trated in Fig. 3(a) as a function of s. Our experimental
data are marked with blue squares (T = 0) and orange
dots (T = ∞), matching well with their theoretical pre-
dictions that are given as the dash-dotted lines. As a
contrast, we also plot I(A : CM) for the case when the
switch is turned off in gray dashed lines by preparing
the control qubit C in |0⟩⟨0|. As shown, there are sig-
nificant gaps in I(A : CM) between the cases when the
switch is on and off for both temperatures. These results
verified the existence of the advantage of ICO in com-

munication through thermodynamically three channels.
We further show this advantage by plotting the increase
in the quantum mutual information, labeled as ∆I, in
Fig. 3(b). It shows that ∆I is positively related to the
thermal strength s.
Although not being used to encode information, the

control qubit C is used to assist the decoding, e.g., dur-
ing the calculation of I(A : CM) in our case. In fact, it is
pointed out that the action of the switched thermal chan-
nel on C and M as a whole needs to be treated as a ther-
mal resource for the Gibbs-preserving property does not
apply any more in this case [47]. To investigate the role
of C in this process, we calculate the free coherence [61]
of C, given by AC(ρ) = Tr[ρ(log2 ρ − log2 DH(ρ))] after
the quantum switch. Here DH is the operation that re-
moves all coherence between energy eigenspaces. The free
coherence can be seen as the normalized free energy of
coherence Fcoh(ρ) = kTA(ρ) [47], which is closely related
to the Gibbs free energy by Fcoh(ρ) = F (ρ)− F (DH(ρ))
with F (ρ) = Tr(ρH) − kTS(ρ)being the Gibbs free en-
ergy and F (DH(ρ)) being the classical free energy. The
results, illustrated in Fig. 3(c), show a remarkable de-
crease in the free coherence of C, indicating the commu-
nication advantage of ICO in this protocol comes at a
cost of the consumption of the thermal resource of quan-
tum switch.

In addition, we observe a phenomenon of information
backflow, a typical non-Markovian behaviour in open
quantum dynamics[50–52], during the thermocontact be-
tween qubit B and the switched heat baths. The heat
baths can be modeled as the environment that is difficult
to control. When the switch is turned off, the information
of system, i.e., I(A : CM), dissipates until disappear into
the heat bath as the thermalization proceeds. However,
in the existence of ICO, there is a turning point (TP) of
s, after which I(A : CM) flows back from the switched
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heat baths into the system. The TPs are calculated to be
s = 0.82 and s = 0.89 for T = 0 and T = ∞ respectively.
To characterize the non-Markovianinty N , we adopt the
measure in Ref. [62], that is,

N :=

∫ s=1

sTP

d

ds
Ids. (4)

We examine I(A : CM) at the TPs (stars in Fig. 3) and
the differences of I(A : CM) between s = 1 and the
TPs provide lower bounds for N . In our experiment, the
values of N are 0.132 ± 0.008 and 0.014 ± 0.002 for the
heat baths at T = 0 and T = ∞.

Conclusion.— We have experimentally demonstrated
enhanced communication through thermodynamically
free channels in an optical quantum switch. The channel
we constructed can be used to simulate the thermocon-
tect between a qubit and heat baths that are embedded
in a superposition of causal orders. Our experiment re-
sults suggest that the quantum switch should be seen as
a resource rather than a free operation when the con-
trol qubit of the switch is taken into consideration. In
this scenario, we also observed a quantum memory ef-

fect in the existence of ICO. Our work, together with
Refs. [47, 63], will stimulate similar analyses of the ad-
vantages of ICO on other tasks [6–40], which might also
be done within QRT for thermodynamics.
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