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We experimentally demonstrate a nano-scale stochastic Stirling heat engine operating in the underdamped regime.
The setup involves an optically levitated silica particle that is subjected to a power-varying optical trap and periodically
coupled to a cold/hot reservoir via switching on/off active feedback cooling. We conduct a systematic investigation of the
engine’s performance and find that both the output work and efficiency approach their theoretical limits under quasi-static
conditions. Furthermore, we examine the dependence of the output work fluctuation on the cycle time and temperature
difference between the hot and cold reservoirs. We observe that the distribution has a Gaussian profile in the quasi-static
regime, whereas it becomes asymmetric and non-Gaussian as the cycle duration time decreases. This non-Gaussianity is
qualitatively attributed to the strong correlation of the particle’s position within a cycle in the non-equilibrium regime.
Our experiments provide valuable insights into stochastic thermodynamics in the underdamped regime and open up new
possibilities for the design of future nano-machines.

Thermodynamics deals with the relations between
heat, work, temperature, entropy, and energy [1]. At
its heart, is the heat engine, operating periodically be-
tween two reservoirs with different temperatures. Unlike
its macroscopic counterpart that the deterministic clas-
sical thermodynamic laws can very well describe, a heat
engine of micro- or nano-size will undergo visible fluctu-
ations [2], which makes it behave in a stochastic man-
ner. In this regime, central concepts of thermodynamics
such as the exchanged heat, the applied work, and the
entropy can be meaningfully defined on the level of in-
dividual trajectories [3, 4]. These fluctuating quantities
extend the laws of macroscopic thermodynamics and give
birth to the so-called stochastic energetics [5]. With the
advancement in the fabrication of microscopic mechani-
cal devices, significant progress in the study of stochastic
heat engines, both theoretical [6, 7] and experimental
[8, 9], have been witnessed during the past decade.

A promising candidate for the experimental investiga-
tion of the stochastic thermodynamics [10–14] is the levi-
tated optomechanical system (LOS) [15, 16], where opti-
cal tweezers allow us to apply a fast and accurate control
to the particle captured and record its spatial trajectory
in real-time [17, 18]. After a full description of a col-
loidal stochastic heat engine [19] given by Schmiedl and
Siefert, Blickle and Bechinger realized a stochastic Stir-
ling engine experimentally [20] for the first time. The
efficiency of the Stirling engine is fundamentally limited
by the isochoric steps, which make the cycle inherently
irreversible. To overcome the limitations of the Stirling
cycle, Martinez et al. implemented a Brownian Carnot
cycle [21] with an optically trapped colloidal particle by
creating an effective hot temperature bath with fluctuat-
ing electromagnetic fields, which allowed precise control
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over the bath temperature that is synchronized with the
change of the trap stiffness and therefore a realization of
an adiabatic ramp.

So far, the implementations of stochastic heat engines
(SHEs) with a levitated microscopic particle are all in col-
loidal systems where the particle is overdamped [22, 23].
The SHEs in the underdamped regime have been less in-
vestigated experimentally yet. We know that an analytic
treatment of optimal protocols is possible in the over-
damped case because the dynamics can be described by
a simplified equation in terms of the slow position vari-
able [19]. In contrast, this is not possible in the under-
damped case, where the position and velocity variables
cannot be separated. As a result, the optimization of
an underdamped SHE for maximizing its performance is
much more complicated than an overdamped one. Theo-
retical analysis showed that rapid changes in the trapping
frequency were desired to improve the power output and
the efficiency [24]. More importantly, the investigations
of much more isolated systems provide a path toward
the future realization of quantum heat engines [25, 26] or
quantum refrigerators [27] in LOS and it has been shown
that super Carnot efficiencies can be attained by clever
reservoir engineering [28–30].

Inspired by a scheme [6] proposed by Dechant et al.,
we present an experimental realization of an all-optical
Stirling engine in the underdamped regime. The experi-
mental setup is illustrated in Fig. 1(a). A charged silica
particle of diameter 153.6 nm is levitated in a single-beam
optical trap at the pressure of p = 1.0 mbar. The damp-
ing rate due to the collision with residual gas molecules is
experimentally measured as Γth/2π = 1.45 kHz. The op-
tical potential is approximately harmonic with a power-
dependent stiffness. We thus use an acousto-optic mod-
ulator (AOM) to linearly change the optical trap power
resulting in a linear variation of the optical trap stiff-
ness. The resulting mechanical oscillation frequency of
the particle Ω/2π ranges from 145.3 to 160.4 kHz. The
surrounding gas environment coupling to the center of
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mass (COM) motion of the particle acts as the high-
temperature reservoir (hot bath). The active feedback
cooling, using electric fields to exert a force on the parti-
cle’s motion and providing an additional feedback damp-
ing rate Γfb, creates a controllable low-temperature reser-
voir (cold bath). A quadrant photodetector (QPD) mon-
itors the motion of the particle so that its position tra-
jectory can be accurately recorded. To realize a stochas-
tic Stirling cycle consisting of two isothermal and two
isochoric strokes, we employ a signal generator (SG) to
periodically output two synchronized signals, which are
inputted into the AOM to change the optical trap power
and into the switch to turn on/off the feedback cooling,
respectively. The detail of the experimental setup and
protocol can be found in the caption of Fig. 1 and the
Supplemental Material (SM).

The model.—As described above, the particle’s oscil-
lation frequency is much larger than the damping rate.
Therefore, its COM motion is governed by the one-
dimensional underdamped Langevin equation [31] (we
solely focus on the particle’s motion along the x axis
throughout this work),

v̇ + Γv + k(t)x =
√

2kBTΓ/mξ(t), (1)

where x and v = ẋ respectively denote the position and
velocity of the particle. k(t) = mΩ2 denotes the optical
trap stiffness with the particle’s massm and frequency Ω.
Γ = Γth +Γfb is the total damping rate, T is the effective
COM temperature, and kB is the Boltzmann constant.
The quantity ξ(t) is a centered Gaussian white noise with
〈ξ(t)ξ(t′)〉 = δ(t − t′). A Stirling cycle consisting of two
isochoric and two isothermal strokes will be realized in
the following steps:

• Expansion. Starting from the system in thermal equi-
librium with the hot bath at the temperature Th, it
undergoes an isothermal expansion with stiffness k(t)
decreasing from kmax to kmin during a time period τh.
The particle keeps the connection to the hot reservoir
via the coupling Γth during this stroke. To make sure
that the stroke is isothermal, we require that the du-
ration τh � 1/Γth and the oscillator therefore always
equilibrates with the reservoir.

• Heat emission. The temperature of the reservoir is re-
duced to Tc = ΓthTh/(Γth + Γfd) by switching on the
feedback cooling. In this stroke, the particle is instan-
taneously connected to the cold bath while the stiffness
retains constant k(t) = kmin lasting a time duration of
τhc until its effective temperature of COM equilibrates
to Tc.

• Compression. The system undergoes an isothermal
compression with the stiffness k(t) increasing back to
kmax during a time duration τc. In this stage, the os-
cillator always keeps the connection to the cold bath
at the constant temperature Tc.

• Heat absorption. The feedback cooling is switched off

so that the particle is connected to the hot reservoir
again and reaches back to the equilibrium state at the
beginning of the cycle in a period of τch. The stiffness
keeps constant k(t) = kmax during this stroke.

The total duration period of a cycle is then given by
τcyc = τh + τhc + τc + τch. Here, we set the four strokes
with the equal duration τs, i.e., the cycle time τcyc = 4τs.
The schematic representation for a cyclic process of the
Stirling engine and the change of the trap stiffness and
the effective COM temperature versus time is shown in
Fig. 1 (b) and (c), respectively.

FIG. 1. (a) The experimental setup: A laser beam of wave-
length 1064 nm passes an acousto-optic modulator (AOM)
and is focused by a microscope objective (OBJ) with numeri-
cal aperture NA = 0.8 forming an optical trap, which levitates
a charged silica particle inside a vacuum chamber. The optical
trap stiffness (or frequency) is dependent on the optical trap
power which can be changed by adjusting the driving voltage
of the AOM. Throughout our work, we solely focus on the mo-
tion of the particle along the x axis. The scattered light from
the particle is collected and sent to a quadrant photodetector
(QPD) to detect the motion of the particle along the x axis.
A feedback cooling scheme based on electric fields is applied
to create the cold bath. In the scheme, the x-motion signal is
sent through a bandpass filter (BPF) and a derivative circuit
(d/dt) to provide a feedback signal proportional to velocity.
This velocity-dependent feedback signal is sent to an ampli-
fier (AMP) which modulates a pair of electrodes to cool the
x-motion electrically. To experimentally realize a stochastic
Stirling cycle, we employ a signal generator (SG) that peri-
odically outputs two synchronized signals. One signal is sent
to the AOM to linearly change the optical trap power, and
the other one is sent to a switch to periodically turn on/off
the feedback cooling. (b) The Stirling cycle consists of two
isochoric and two isothermal strokes. The inset shows the
analogy to a classical Stirling engine. (c) The optical trap
stiffness k(t) and the temperature of COM motion T (t) as a
function of time t during a Stirling cycle.

One can draw an analogy between the particle in an
optical trap and an ideal gas inside a piston, where the
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trap stiffness, or equivalently the trapping frequency, is
analogous to the inverse of an effective volume while the
variance of the particle position is seen as an effective
pressure. Under this analogy, thermodynamic quanti-
ties can be extracted from the particle’s positional fluc-
tuations in the framework of stochastic thermodynamics.
The total energy of the particle at time t reads

U(t) =
1

2
mv(t)2 +

1

2
k(t)x(t)2. (2)

The increment of the energy dU can thus be divided into
two parts where the output work is defined as

dW =
1

2

dk

dt
x2dt (3)

and the heat exchanged with the environment is defined
as

dQ = mv
dv

dt
dt+ kx

dx

dt
dt. (4)

Integrating Eq. (3) along a stochastic trajectory yields
the time-dependent work during a time duration τ =
tf − ti as

W (τ) =
1

2

∫ tf

ti

dk(t)

dt
x(t)2dt, (5)

where ti (tf) is the initial (final) time. Meanwhile, the
work W , heat Q, and inner energy U satisfy the stochas-
tic first-law-like energy balance ∆U = W + Q for any
single stochastic trajectory.

The experiments.—We experimentally studied the per-
formance of the Stirling engine in the underdamped
regime. The optical stiffness linearly change in the range
from kmin = 3.29 aN/µm (∼ Ωmin/2π = 145.3 kHz) to
kmax = 3.63 aN/µm (∼ Ωmax/2π = 160.4 kHz). The
effective COM temperature of the levitated particle is
experimentally determined as Th = 320 K and Tc = 65
K, respectively. Here, the temperature equilibrated to
the hot bath is a little bit larger than the room tempera-
ture T0 = 300 K due to the heating effect of the trapping
laser [32]. Figure 2(a-b) show the mean output work W
and the mean efficiency η = −W

Q
varying with the cy-

cle time τcyc, respectively. The work and heat are both
in units of kBT0 throughout this paper. One can see,
both the mean output work W and the mean efficiency
η monotonically increase with the cycle time and finally
converge to the theoretical limit W qs = − 1

2
Th−Tc

T0
ln kmax

kmin

[33] and the Carnot efficiency ηqs = 1 − Tc

Th
= 0.79 re-

spectively in the quasi-static regime with an infinite long
cycle time. By numerical simulation, we also figured out
that the maximum power P = − W

τcyc
will reach its maxi-

mum value [20] at τcyc ≈ 0.04 ms. It is not observed since
0.04 ms is much less than the shortest cycle time τcyc = 4
ms that is allowed in our experiments. The theoretical
and simulation results and the detailed discussion of the

FIG. 2. (Color online) (a) The mean output work W and
(b) the mean efficiency η = −W

Q
as a function of the cycle

time τcyc. Here, the cycle time of the experiment is chosen
as τcyc = 4, 8, 20, 40, 200, 400 ms. The red dashed lines
in (a-b) are respectively the theoretical values of the output
work and efficiency in the quasi-static regime (see the SM for
detail). The probability distributions of (c) the output work
W and (d) the absorbed heat Q in the quasi-static regime
for the cycle time τcyc = 400 ms. The red dashed line in (c)
is a Gaussian distribution with the same mean and variance
of the output work distribution. Throughout this paper, all
the work and the heat are in units of kBT0. The temperature
of the particle’s COM motion touching with the hot and cold
bath is experimentally determined as Th = 320 K and Tc = 65
K, respectively. The number of performing Stirling cycles
(ensemble number) in each experiment is fixed as N = 10000.

power are presented in the SM.

Figure 2 (c-d) show the probability distributions of the
output work W and the absorbed heat Q in the quasi-
static regime for τcyc = 400 ms. As expected, strong
fluctuations can be seen in the output work and the ab-
sorbed heat. We compare the measured output work
distribution with a Gaussian distribution with the same
mean and variance in Fig. 2(c). We also calculated the
Jensen-Shannon divergence (JSD) [34] between them as
DJS = 0.0043 (see the SM), which confirms that the out-
put work distribution in the quasi-static regime is Gaus-
sian.

We further explore the output work distribution for
different cycle times, as shown in Figure 3(a-c). Interest-
ingly, we found that the profile of the work distribution
becomes asymmetric as we decrease the cycle time. To
quantify the symmetry breaking of work distribution, we
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define a symmetric index s simply as

s =
|Nla −Nle|
Nla +Nle

, (6)

where Nla (Nle) is the count of cycles in which the value
of the output work is larger (less) than the mean. The
index s ranges from 0 (corresponding to a symmetric dis-
tribution) to 1 (corresponding to a fully asymmetric dis-
tribution). Fig. 3(d) shows the symmetric index s and
the JSD between the measured work distribution and the
Gaussian distribution with the same mean and variance
versus the cycle time. Both of them increase as the cycle
time decreases, indicating that the output work will devi-
ate from the Gaussian distribution [35] when the engine
operates under non-quasi-static conditions.

Moreover, we found that the work distribution profile
also depends on the temperature difference ∆T = Th−Tc
between the hot and cold baths. Figure 3(e-g) shows how
the work distribution changes with varying the temper-
ature difference ∆T for the short cycle time τcyc = 4
ms, and the index s and JSD versus the temperature
difference is plotted in (h). The results show that the
work distribution with a short cycle time can change from
asymmetric to symmetric with decreasing temperature
differences. However, the symmetric distribution is still
non-Gaussian with a visible JSD.

Discussions and conclusions. The position of an os-
cillator driven by a random Brownian force is a ran-
dom variable. In the quasi-static regime, the equipar-
tition theorem states that the stochastic position at dif-
ferent instants should be a Gaussian distributed random
variable with the variance 〈x2(t)〉 = kBT/k(t). Figure
4(a) shows the position variance 〈x2(t)〉 (ensemble aver-
age) versus time during a full cycle in the quasi-static
regime, and the inset shows the measured position dis-
tribution at different instants. They agree well with the
prediction from the equipartition theorem. As a result,
the output work W calculated via Eq. (5) would be
the integration (or sum) of squares of a series of Gaus-
sian distributed random variable x(t). It is well known
that, for a large number of independent random vari-
ables with an arbitrary but identical distribution, the
sum of them will tend toward a Gaussian distribution.
However, the distributions of x2(t) at different times are
obviously not the same for the varying stiffness k(t). To
understand the work distribution observed in the exper-
iments, we numerically investigated the distribution of
the sum of the squares of a sequence of independent
Gaussian random variables {X1, X2, ... X2N} with zero
mean 〈Xi〉 = 0 and varying variance 〈X2

i 〉 = Ti/ki,
where Ti and ki are two independent parameters respec-
tively. An analogy to the isothermal strokes in the Stir-
ling cycle, we set Ti to be constant while ki scale linearly
with i, i.e., Ti = 1, ki = (β−1)i+N−β

N−1 for i ≤ N and
Ti = α, ki = 1−β

N i + 2β − 1 for N < i ≤ 2N , where
α = Tc

Th
and β = kmin

kmax
denotes the temperature ratio and

stiffness ratio, respectively. Figure 4 (b) show the dis-

FIG. 3. (Color online) (a-c) The probability distributions
of the output work for the cycle time (a) τcyc = 4 ms, (b)
τcyc = 40 ms, and (c) τcyc = 400 ms (in the quasi-static
regime). (d) The symmetric index s and JSD as a function
of the cycle time τcyc. In (a-d), the temperature difference
between the hot and cold baths is fixed as ∆T = Th−Tc = 255
K. (e-g) The probability distribution of the output work for
the temperature difference (e) ∆T = 33 K, (f) ∆T = 180 K,
and (g) ∆T = 283 K. (h) The symmetric index s and JSD
as a function of the temperature difference ∆T . In (e-h), the
cycle time is fixed as τcyc = 4 ms. The red dashed lines in (c)
and (e) are a Gaussian distribution with the same mean and
variance of the output work distribution.

tribution of the square sum Y =
∑2N
i X2

i for the same
stiffness and temperature in Fig. 3 (c), which indicates
that the sum of the squares of a sequence of indepen-
dent Gaussian-distributed random variables with vary-
ing variances is still a Gaussian random variable, and
explains the experimental results we observed under the
quasi-static condition. As the cycle time decreases, the
equipartition theorem is no longer held due to the fast-
varying of stiffness. In this situation, not only is the con-
sistency of the distribution but also the independence of
variables is disrupted. We calculated the autocorrelation
function C(t, t + ∆t) = 〈x(t)x(t + ∆t)〉 of the particle
displacement during the expansion stroke. For a given
∆t, the correlation function oscillates in the time do-
main with an amplitude Camp(∆t) (See SM for details),
which is shown in Fig. 4 (c) for different cycle times.
One can see that the correlation time is about 1 ms in all
three cases, which is comparable to the duration of the
expansion (compression) stroke in the case of rapid stiff-
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FIG. 4. (Color online) (a) The position variance 〈x2(t)〉 (en-
semble average) versus time during a cycle duration time
in the quasi-static regime for τcyc = 400 ms, and the inset
shows the measured position distribution at different instants
t = 0, 50, 100 ms. (b) The distribution of the sum of squares
of random variables Y =

∑
iX

2
i . Here, the red dashed line

is a Gaussian distribution with the same mean and variance
of the distribution. (c) The amplitude of the position corre-
lation function Camp(∆t) in units of kBTh/kmax for different
cycle times.

ness variation. We can thus expect that the correlation
between the particle’s positions at different instants will
play an important role and the non-Gaussian distributed
output works are therefore observed when the cycle time
is set short.

In summary, we experimentally realized a nano-sized
stochastic Stirling engine based on a levitated optome-
chanical system, where a silica particle serving as the
working medium was subjected to power-varying opti-
cal tweezers and coupled periodically to the cold (hot)
reservoir created by switching on (off) feedback cooling.
The experimental performance of the Stirling cycles in-
cluding the work, heat, and efficiency is presented. Our
experimental results show that the output work distri-
bution of the underdamped stochastic Stirling engine is
Gaussian in the quasi-static regime, and it becomes more
and more non-Gaussian as the cycle time decreases. This
non-Gaussianity is qualitatively attributed to the strong
correlation of the particle’s position within a cycle in the
non-equilibrium regime. Unfortunately, the exact proba-
bility distribution function of the output work for a fast
stiffness variation in the underdamped regime is yet un-
known [14].

The experimental study on the SHE in the under-
damped regime has just begun. There are still a lot of
open questions waiting to be answered. In this sense,

the present work can be regarded as a preliminary ex-
ploration in this field. In the following, with an up-
graded electronic controlling system, more complex in-
vestigations of the underdamped SHE such as the opti-
mal efficiency at the max power, or dynamical behaviors
of Otto cycles and Carnot cycles will be further explored.
Integrating together with the ground state cooling [36–
38] techniques demonstrated recently, our system could
be directly turned into the platform for investigating real
quantum mechanical nano-machines.
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SUPPLEMENTAL MATERIAL

I. THE EXPERIMENTAL SETUP AND
PROTOCOL.

The experimental setup.—The experimental setup is
displayed in Fig. 1 in the main text. A single-beam op-
tical trap is created inside a vacuum chamber by a laser
beam of wavelength 1064 nm. The beam passes through
an acousto-optic modulator (AOM, Gooch & Housego,
3080-199) that can adjust the optical trap power, and
then is focused by a microscope objective (OBJ) of nu-
merical aperture NA = 0.8. A silica particle of diameter
153.6 nm is levitated in the center of the optical trap at a
pressure of 1 mbar and the damping rate due to collision
with residual gas molecules is experimentally determined
to be Γth/2π = 1.45 kHz. The optical potential is approx-
imately harmonic, and the trap (mechanical) stiffness is
proportional to the trap power, which can be altered by
changing the radio frequency (RF) driving voltage of the
AOM. Throughout our work, we restrict our focus to the
motion of the particle along the x axis. By adjusting
the driving voltage of the AOM, we vary the resulting
mechanical oscillation frequency of the particle along the
x axis, Ω/2π, from 145.3 to 160.4 kHz. Since the gas
damping rate Γth is much smaller than the mechanical
frequency, the oscillator operates in the underdamped
regime. We measure the motion of the particle along the
x direction by detecting the scattered light using a quad-
rant photodetector (QPD) with a delay of approximately
200 ns.

The motion of the particle’s center of mass (COM) is
influenced by the surrounding gas environment, which
acts as a high-temperature reservoir (hot bath). To cre-
ate a low-temperature reservoir (cold bath), we utilize an
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active feedback cooling scheme to cool the COM motion
of the particle. In this scheme, we exert a Coulomb force
on the charged particle by applying a voltage to a pair of
electrodes enclosing the trap. The x-axis motion signal
is sent through a bandpass filter (BPF, SRS, SIM965, 1
MHz bandwidth) and a derivative circuit d/dt (Zurich In-
strument MFLI, delay ∼ 800 ns, noise ∼ 43 nV/Hz1/2) to
provide a feedback signal proportional to velocity. This
velocity-dependent feedback signal is then sent to an am-
plifier (AMP, noise ∼ 14 µV/Hz1/2) that modulates the
voltage of the electrodes to cool the x-motion electrically.
The noise resulting from the feedback cooling is approx-
imately Sfd ≈ 3 × 10−14 m/Hz1/2, which is much lower
than the thermal noise Sth ≈ 9× 10−12 m/Hz1/2. Using
this feedback cooling, we can create a cold bath with the
particle’s COM temperature ranging from 30 to 300 K.

The experimental protocol of Stirling cycle.—In order
to implement the Stirling cycle, it is necessary to syn-
chronize the changes in both the optical trap stiffness
and the feedback cooling (see Fig. 1(b-c) in the main
text). To accomplish this, we employ a two-channel pro-
grammable signal generator (SG, Keysight, 33500B) that
periodically outputs two synchronized signals. One sig-
nal (AOM signal) is sent to the AOM to linearly change
the optical trap power, while another signal (switch sig-
nal) is sent to a switch (delay ∼ 140 − 180 ns) in the
feedback loop to periodically turn on/off the feedback
cooling. Figure S1 shows the AOM and switch signals
as a function of time. The driving voltage of the AOM
is inversely proportional to the optical trap power, re-
sulting in a linear decrease (increase) in the optical trap
stiffness during the first (third) stroke. The switch signal
is a Transistor-Transistor Logic (TTL) signal, with the
feedback cooling turned on (off) when the signal is set to
2 (0).

FIG. S1. (Color online) The AOM and switch signals as a
function of time during a Stirling cycle, where the cycle du-
ration time is τcyc = 400 ms.

II. THE THERMODYNAMIC QUANTITIES IN
THE QUASI-STATIC REGIME.

This section presents an analytical calculation of the
average thermodynamic quantities, such as work, heat,
and efficiency, in the quasi-static limit. In this limit,
the cycle or stroke duration time is much longer than all
other relevant time scales, including the thermal relax-
ation time. As a result, when the protocol is changed,
the system immediately adjusts to the equilibrium state
corresponding to the new protocol value.

During the first isothermal stroke, the mean work done
on the particle is equal to the free energy change ∆F
before and after the expansion, which can be expressed
as

W h = ∆Fh =
kBTh

2
ln
kmin

kmax
= −kBTh

2
ln
kmax

kmin
. (S1)

Similarly, the mean work done on the particle during the
second isothermal stroke is given by

W c = ∆Fc =
kBTc

2
ln
kmax

kmin
. (S2)

Since the two isochoric strokes in the Stirling cycle, with
constant stiffness k, do not contribute to the work W ,
the total output is

W = W h +W c = −kB(Th − Tc)
2

ln
kmax

kmin
. (S3)

We can express the output work in terms of the unit of
kBT0 as

W = −Th − Tc
2T0

ln
kmax

kmin
(S4)

in the main text.

To obtain the average absorbed heat in the isothermal
expansion stroke, we first calculate the average internal
energy change and then apply the first law. Since the
particle always remains in thermal equilibrium at a tem-
perature Th during this process, the average internal en-
ergy change is ∆Uh = 0. Therefore, the average absorbed
heat is given by

Q = −W h =
kBTh

2
ln
kmax

kmin
. (S5)

Using the total output work and the absorbed heat, we
can calculate the mean efficiency of the Stirling cycle as:

η = −W
Q

= 1− Tc
Th

= ηCarnot, (S6)

where ηCarnot is the efficiency of a Carnot cycle operating
between the same two temperatures Th and Tc.
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III. NUMERICAL SIMULATION.

The dimensionless Langevin equation.—We introduced
dimensionless quantities Ω̃ ≡ Ω/ω, t̃ ≡ ωt, Γ̃th/fd ≡

Γth/fd/ω, k̃ ≡ Ω̃2 = k/ω2, and x̃ = x/
√

kbT
mω2 , and ob-

tain the following dimensionless Langevin equation,

¨̃x+ (Γ̃th + Γ̃fd) ˙̃x+ k̃x̃ =

√
2Γ̃thξ(t̃). (S7)

Here, we set the initial maximum mechanical frequency
to be the normalized unit, i.e., ω = Ωmax. According to
the experimental parameters in the main text, the related
dimensionless parameters for the simulation are given by
Ω̃min = 145.3

160.4 ' 0.906, Γ̃h = Γ̃th = 1.45
160.4 ' 0.009, and

τ̃cyc = Ωmaxτcyc. The damping rate of the cold bath
is obtained via Γ̃c = Γ̃h/α with the temperature ratio
α = Tc/Th and Th = 320 K, for instant, Γ̃c ' 0.044 for
the cold bath temperature Tc = 65 K.

The maximum power.—We numerically simulated the
Stirling cycle via the dimensionless Langevin equation
(S7), where the cold bath temperature is set to Tc = 65
K. Figure S2 shows the mean output work and the mean
power as a function of the cycle time. When the cycle
time is very small, the mean output work is positive in-
dicating the work done on the environment. As the cycle
time increases, the mean output work also increases and
gradually approaches the theoretical value of the quasi-
static regime. The mean power initially increases to a
maximum value, then begins to decrease, and eventually
approaches 0. The maximum power is achieved when the
cycle time τcyc = 0.04 ms. The experimental results are
in good agreement with the numerical simulation.

FIG. S2. (a) The mean output work and (b) the mean power
as a function of the cycle duration time τcyc.

IV. JENSEN–SHANNON DIVERGENCE.

Jensen–Shannon divergence (JSD) [39, 40], a sym-
metrized and smoothed version of the Kullback–Leibler
divergence (KLD), is a quantity of measuring the sim-
ilarity between two probability distributions. For two
probability distribution P = (p1, p2, ..., pn) and Q =
(q1, q2, ..., qn) with

∑n
i pi =

∑n
i qi = 1, the JSD is de-

fined as

DJS(P,Q) =
DKL(P,M) +DKL(Q,M)

2
, (S8)

where M = (P +Q)/2 and

DKL(P,Q) =

n∑
i

pi log (pi/qi) (S9)

is the Kullback–Leibler divergence. The Jensen–Shannon
divergence is bounded in 0 ≤ DJS(P,Q) ≤ 1 and only
vanishes when P = Q.

V. THE AUTOCORRELATION FUNCTIONS.

The autocorrelation function (ACF) is a statistical tool
that quantifies the degree of correlation between a vari-
able and its past values. In our experiments, we use the
ACF of the particle displacement x(t), which is calcu-
lated as

C(t, t+ ∆t) = 〈x(t)x(t+ ∆t)〉, (S10)

where ∆t represents the time lag and 〈. . . 〉 denotes the
average over all realizations.

Figure S3 displays the ACFs of the experiment data as
a function of time t for different time lags and cycle time
during the isothermal expansion stroke. It shows that the
ACFs exhibit an oscillation behavior with time t. For all
the cycle time (i.e., τcyc = 4, 40, 400 ms), the amplitudes
of the ACFs decrease as the time lag τ increases, and
they approach zeros for a time lag of τ = 0.9 ms.

To more clearly decrease the dependence between the
ACF and the time lag, we introduce the amplitude of the
ACFs defined as follows:

Camp(∆t) = max{|C(t, t+ ∆t)|}. (S11)

This new definition of the ACF focuses solely on the time
lag, enabling us to analyze better how correlations change
with the cycle time and time lag.
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FIG. S3. The ACFs of the experiment data as a function
of time t for different time lags and cycle time during the
isothermal expansion stroke. The other parameters are the
same as that in Fig. 3(a-c) in the main text.
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