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A finite cycle time information engine based on a two-level system in contact with a thermal
reservoir is studied analytically. The model for the engine incorporates an error in measuring the
system’s state and time delay between the measurement and the feedback process. The efficiency
and power of the engine in steady state are derived as a function of level spacing, feedback delay
time, engine cycle time, and measurement error. For a fixed value of level spacing and feedback
delay, there is an upper bound on measurement error such that the engine can extract positive
work. This threshold value of error is found to be independent of the cycle time. For a range of
values of level spacing and feedback delay time, efficiency has a non-monotonic dependence on the
measurement error, implying that there is an optimal measurement error for the information engine
to operate efficiently. At high temperatures and with precise measurement, the engine’s ability to
extract positive work is extended over a larger range of feedback delay time.

Maxwell’s demon-like setups facilitate heat extraction
from a thermal bath and its conversion into useful work
through feedback control [1]. In the Szilard engine im-
plementation of the Maxwell demon concept, the feed-
back control operates as follows: the demon measures
whether a single molecule within a vessel, in contact with
the thermal bath, is located on the left or right half of
the vessel. This information is then utilized to extract
work by inserting a partition into the box and a sub-
sequent isothermal expansion of the volume containing
the particle [2]. In the first analysis, this engine seems
to violate the second law of thermodynamics. However,
after nearly half a century of debates and discussions, it
is now agreed that work can be extracted from such a
system without contravening the second law of thermo-
dynamics as long as the energy cost of the information
processing performed by the demon is duly considered
[1, 3–6] (For alternative perspectives on this debate, re-
fer to the following sources [7–11]). Commonly referred
to as information engines, they have been experimentally
realized in various classical [12–15] and quantum [16–21]
systems.

Two modifications can be considered for a practical
engine assessment: (i) introducing a delay between mea-
surement and feedback, and (ii) addressing errors in the
measurement process. Regarding the Szilard engine ver-
sion of Maxwell’s demon, a feedback delay time implies a
time lag between measuring the particle’s position in the
box and inserting the partition. In any experimental im-
plementation of Maxwell’s demon, it is a challenging task
to achieve instantaneous feedback following the measure-
ment [14]. Therefore, accounting for the delay between
measurement and feedback in a practical information en-
gine context is essential. Given this experimental con-
straint, it becomes imperative to investigate how the en-
gine’s capacity for work extraction and efficiency depends
on the feedback delay. Such an analysis helps determine
the permissible range of feedback delay for the system
to effectively utilize the information and operate as an

engine [12, 16]. As with feedback delay, measurement er-
rors are unavoidable in practice [22–24]. Moreover, there
is a cost associated with running more precise engines,
which has to be kept in mind while optimizing the effi-
ciency of the engine as a whole. Thus, it is important to
see how the accuracy of the measurement influences the
information engine’s performance parameters.

Many recent works, both in experiments [14, 25, 26]
and in theory [22, 27, 28] have looked at ways to improve
the efficiency and power of information engines. Informa-
tion engines based on colloidal particles moving through
a harmonic potential [15, 29, 30] and periodic potentials
[12, 31] have been studied. These studies look into the
possibility of extracting work or converting the informa-
tion about the particle’s position into work with the help
of a feedback scheme. The simplest model that can be
studied to investigate the non-equilibrium dynamics of
an information engine is based on a two-level system.
The efficiency and power of such a two-level information
engine without feedback delay have been studied analyt-
ically in the limit of infinite cycles and relaxation time
[23]. An analytical study of a similar engine based on a
two-level system incorporating feedback delay but with-
out error has recently been done [32]. The present work is
an analytic study of the most general information engine
of this type, which incorporates both feedback delay and
error in measurement. Further, the results are derived for
the engine working with a finite cycle time rather than
assuming equilibrium at the beginning of each cycle. Un-
der the assumption of a non-equilibrium steady state, the
power and efficiency of the engine are derived, and their
dependence on cycle time, feedback delay time, measure-
ment error, and the energy difference between the levels
is studied.

The model: The information engine consists of a sys-
tem with two states, with energies +U0 (the up-state)
and −U0 (the down-state). The system is in contact with
a thermal reservoir at temperature T . In addition, a de-
mon measures the system’s state at regular intervals of
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time, t = nα (n an integer), where α is the cycle time.
The demon initiates feedback depending on the outcome
of the measurement done. The feedback protocol follows:
If the system is measured in the up-state, the demon
switches the system’s state to the down-state at a time
t = nα+ ϵ. ϵ is the feedback delay time and is less than
the cycle time, α. If the system is measured to be in the
down-state during the measurement, the demon carries
out no feedback process.

The measurement carried out by the demon is prone
to error. That is, there is a chance that during the mea-
surement process, the demon measures the state to be
down when the actual state of the system is up and vice
versa. We assume the error made by the demon to be
such that the conditional probabilities P (M = d|X =
u) = δa and P (M = u|X = d) = δb, where variable
X represents the actual state of the system, and vari-
able M represents the measurement outcome. u and d
denote the up- and down-states, respectively. It is as-
sumed that δa = δb ≡ δ for simplicity. It follows that
P (M = d|X = d) = P (M = u|X = u) = 1 − δ. It is to
be noted that the feedback will be initiated by the demon
depending on the measurement outcome and not on the
actual state of the system.

The master equation for the process is given by

dpu
dt

= −(k1 + k2)pu + k2 , (1)

where pu is the probability of finding the system in the
upstate. k1 is the transition rate from up-state to down-
state, and k2 is the transition rate from down-state to
up-state. The probability of being in the down-state is
given by pd = 1 − pu. Detailed balance in equilibrium
stipulates k1

k2
= e2βU0 . The relaxation time for the sys-

tem to reach equilibrium starting from an arbitrary ini-
tial state is given by τ = 1

k1+k2
. When the measurement

outcome is up-state, the master equation has to be inte-
grated in two time segments: from t = nα to t = nα+ ϵ
and then from t = nα + ϵ to t = (n + 1)α. This is be-
cause the state will be switched after a delay time of ϵ
for this measurement outcome. The information engine
will reach a steady state after many cycles of operation.
The steady state probability is derived below. This al-
lows one to obtain the average work extracted and the
average information processed during the measurement,
using which efficiency and power of the information en-
gine are found.

The steady state solution: Let pssu (t) be the steady
state probability of the system to be in the up state at
time t. Then, for ϵ < t ≤ α,

pssu (t) =
∑
X′

[
P2(u; t|X ′; 0)P0(X

′, d)

]
+

∑
X′,X′′

[
P2(u; t|X ′′; ϵ+)P1(X

′′|X ′)P0(X
′, u)

]
,

(2)

where P0(X,M) is the joint probability for X (state) and
M (measurement outcome) at the time of measurement
(t = 0). P1(X

′′|X ′) is the probability for the state to be
X ′′ at t = ϵ+ (that is, right after feedback), given that
the state was X ′ at t = 0 and the measurement outcome
was M = u. P2(X ; t2 |X ′ ; t1) is the probability to find
the system is in state X at t = t2 given that it was in
X ′ at t = t1 with no interference from the demon in the
interval between t1 and t2 and is given by,

P2(X; t2|X′; t1) = peq(X′)(1− e−(t2−t1)/τ ) + δ̃XX′ e−(t2−t1)/τ .
(3)

Here δ̃XX′ is the Kronecker delta function and peq(X ′) is
the equilibrium distribution without feedback. For X =
u,

peq(X = u) =
e−βU0

2 cosh (βU0)
≡ pequ , (4)

and peq(X = d) = 1 − pequ ≡ peqd . Table I in the supple-
ment gives the set of various joint and conditional proba-
bilities appearing in Eq. (2), where pssu0 ≡ pssu (t = 0) and
pssd0 ≡ 1− pssu0.

Since pssu (t) is a periodic function with period α, pssu0
must be the same as pssu (α). Using this fact in Eq. (2),
one gets a self-consistent relation for pssu0 (see the Supple-
ment). Solving for pssu0,

pssu0 =
pequ

[
1 + e−α/τ (2δ − 1)− 2δe−(α−ϵ)/τ

]
+ δe−(α−ϵ)/τ

1 + (2δ − 1)(2pequ − 1) [e−α/τ − e−(α−ϵ)/τ ]
.

(5)
The units are chosen such that kBT = 1 and the relax-
ation time scale of the system, τ = 1. With these choices,
the steady state probabilities depend on the parameters
α (cycle time), ϵ (feedback delay time), 2U0 (the level-
spacing) and δ (measurement error). Figure 1a gives the
variation of pssu0 as function of α for various combinations
of δ and ϵ for U0 = 0.5. For low values of error, pssu0
lies below the equilibrium value because the feedback is
effective in nudging the system to down-state. In the
limit α − ϵ → ∞, pssu0 → pequ , because the system has
enough time post feedback to relax back to equilibrium.
For a fixed δ, increasing the ϵ values increase pssu0 since
the feedback is less effective with longer delay times.

Once pssu0 is known, one can use Eq. (2) to find pssu (t)
for ϵ < t ≤ α. For 0 < t ≤ ϵ, pssu (t) can be found
using the relation pssu (t) =

∑
X′,M P2(X = u, t|X ′; t =

0) P0(X
′,M). It is intriguing to observe that when δ

is non-zero, there exists a specific value of ϵ for which
pssu0 = pequ holds true for all α. This particular value of ϵ
depends on δ and U0. The fact that such a combination
of parameters exists, which remains independent of α,
becomes apparent when one equates the expression for
pssu0 from Eq. (5) to pequ (see the Supplement). This result,
in turn, implies that, for that particular combination of
error and feedback delay time, the system behaves as if it
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FIG. 1. (a) The probability in steady state for the system to
be in the up-state at the time of measurement as a function
of the cycle time (α). For the parameters given, pequ = 0.26.
Immediate feedback and a small measurement error lead to
values of pssu0 < pequ . For a given δ, one can tune ϵ such that
pssu0 = pequ and independent of α (black solid horizontal line).
(b) Variation of work extracted per cycle as a function of cycle
time. Work extraction increases with cycle time and saturates
for values larger than the relaxation time. The legends are
the same as in (a). (c) Average information as a function of
cycle time. There is a significant drop in information gathered
with the increase in error. (d) The contour plot gives the
maximum value of δ in the U0 − ϵ plane such that the engine
can extract positive work. The dark region in the top right
corner has negative values, indicating that the engine cannot
extract positive work with those parameters even with perfect
measurement.

is in equilibrium between the time of measurement and
the time of feedback.

Whenever the system’s state is switched, the informa-
tion engine extracts work. Whether it extracts positive
or negative work depends on the state of the system at
the time of the switch. The demon carries out the switch
only when the state is measured to be in the up-state
at the beginning of the cycle. Since the measurement
is imprecise, this can happen in two different ways: (i)
The state of the system is up-state, and the measurement
outcome also gives up-state, and (ii) the state of the sys-
tem is down-state, but the measurement outcome falsely
gives up-state. Whether the work extracted is positive
or negative in both events depends on the system’s state
during the switch. If the system’s state is up-state during
the switch, a positive work of 2U0 is extracted; if not, a
negative work of −2U0 is extracted. Thus, the average
work extracted in the steady state by the information

engine is

−⟨W ⟩ = pssu0(1− δ)
[
2U0p̃− 2U0(1− p̃)

]
+ pssd0δ

[
2U0(1− p̃′)− 2U0p̃

′
]
,

(6)

where,

p̃ ≡ e−ϵ/τ (1− pequ ) + pequ (7)

is the conditional probability, P2(X = u; t = ϵ−|X ′ =
u; t = 0). That is, given that the system’s state is up at
the beginning of the cycle, the probability that it is in
up-state just before t = ϵ. Similarly,

p̃′ ≡ e−ϵ/τpequ + (1− pequ ) (8)

is the conditional probability, P2(X = d, t = ϵ−|X =
d, t = 0). The two terms on the right-hand side of Eq. (6)
correspond to the events of measurement being correct
and measurement being wrong, respectively.
The variations of −⟨W ⟩ with α for the fixed engine pa-

rameters are given in Fig. 1b for the same set of parame-
ter values as in Fig. 1a. It is seen that the work extracted
per cycle increases with the cycle time and saturates for
large values of α compared to the relaxation time. This is
because when measurement errors are minimal, the feed-
back process significantly increases the probability of the
down-state after feedback. If the system has enough time
to regain the equilibrium distribution, the probability of
being found in the up-state in the next measurement in-
creases, leading to larger work extraction. As expected,
the work extracted is more for low delay time values and
small measurement errors. When delay time becomes of
the order of the relaxation time, the work extracted be-
comes almost zero or negative, indicating that the infor-
mation gained about the state has been rendered useless.
This effect is compounded if the demon is faulty.
The power of the information engine is the average rate

of work extracted and is given by

Θ ≡ −⟨W ⟩
α

=
2U0p

ss
u0(1− δ)(2p̃− 1)− 2U0p

ss
d0δ(2p̃

′ − 1)

α
(9)

where the numerator is the simplified form of Eq. (6).
The other important performance parameter of an engine
is its efficiency. Although the demon succeeds in recti-
fying thermal fluctuations to do work, it comes with the
cost of information processing. The thermodynamic cost
of erasure of memory bits associated with the measure-
ment is given by kBTI, where I is the quantity of infor-
mation obtained. In the context of an information en-
gine, efficiency is defined as the ratio of average work ex-
tracted to the average information processing cost. That
is,

η =
−⟨W ⟩
kBT ⟨I⟩

, (10)
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where ⟨I⟩ is the average information gathered during a
cycle. If the state of the system at the beginning and end
of the cycle were not correlated (which would be the case
if α− ϵ ≫ 1), the information cost would be determined
by the average mutual information [33],

⟨Ia⟩ =
∑
M,X

P0(X,M) ln
P (M |X)

P (M)
, (11)

where P (M |X) is the probability that the measured state
of the system is M , given that the actual state of the sys-
tem is X and P (M) is the probability for the measure-
ment giving M . One can use the probabilities given in
Table I in the supplement to evaluate ⟨Ia⟩ and is found
to be (see the Supplement),

⟨Ia⟩ = ∆ ln

(
1−∆

∆

)
− δ ln

(
1− δ

δ

)
+ ln

(
1− δ

1−∆

)
,

(12)
where, ∆ = pssu0 + δ − 2pssu0 δ.
Since the information engine’s cycle time is finite, the

states at the beginning and end of the cycle will be corre-
lated. This implies that the mutual information between
the state of the system at time t = nα and the mea-
surement outcome of the system’s state at t = (n − 1)α
will generally be non-zero. This mutual information is

given by Ib(X,Mpc) = ln
P (X|Mpc)

P (X) , where X and Mpc

denote the state of the system in the current cycle and
the measurement outcome in the previous cycle, respec-
tively. P (X|Mpc) is the probability that the state of the
system in the current cycle is X, given that the measure-
ment outcome of the previous cycle was Mpc. Averaging
Ib over the joint distribution, P (X,Mpc), gives

⟨Ib⟩ =
∑

Mpc,X

P (X,Mpc) ln
P (X|Mpc)

P (X)
. (13)

The details of this calculation, as well as the final form of
⟨Ib⟩, are given in the Supplement. The minimum average
cost of running the information engine would be propor-
tional to the difference between ⟨Ia⟩ and ⟨Ib⟩. Assuming
⟨Ia⟩ to be lager than ⟨Ib⟩, the minimal cost is given by,

kBT ⟨I⟩ = kBT (⟨Ia⟩ − ⟨Ib⟩) . (14)

Variation of ⟨I⟩ with α for various feedback delay times
with U0 = 0.5 and δ = 0, 0.1 are shown in Fig. 1c. For a
fixed value of δ, ⟨I⟩ increases with both ϵ and α. This is
primarily because pssu0 becomes closer to 0.5 with increas-
ing delay time as well as with increasing cycle time (see
Fig. 1a). This results in more information being gath-
ered per measurement. There is a drop in the value of
⟨I⟩ with increasing measurement error because the mu-
tual information between M and X is reduced with a
larger error.

Using the definition of efficiency given in Eq. (10) and
substituting for the average work extracted as well as the

information cost found above,

η =
2U0 pssu0(1− δ)(2p̃− 1)− 2U0 pssd0 δ(2p̃′ − 1)

kBT ⟨I⟩
. (15)

Thus, the power and efficiency of the information engine
in the steady state have been found in terms of the four
key engine parameters: cycle time (α), measurement er-
ror (δ), the energy difference between levels (2U0) and
the feedback delay time (ϵ). The parameter space to ex-
plore is ample, and in the rest of the paper, some of the
most interesting results are presented. Since the depen-
dence of efficiency and work done per cycle on U0 and ϵ
(for infinite cycle time and zero error in measurement)
has been discussed in a recent work [32], the focus here
is on the other two design parameters: α and δ.
Working regimes of the engine: The work extracted,

(−⟨W ⟩), should be positive for the demon to function
as an engine. −⟨W ⟩ = 0 gives the boundary surface
in the four-dimensional parameter space that defines the
working regime of the engine. Since δ is a parameter that
affects work extraction adversely, −⟨W ⟩ will decrease as
δ increases. The maximum possible δ that the demon
can tolerate and still extract positive work is given by
(see the Supplement)

δmax =
pequ (2p̃− 1)

1− 4pequ (1− p̃)
, (16)

which is independent of the cycle time, α. Figure 1d
gives the contour plot of δmax in the U0 − ϵ plane. For
U0 → ∞, pequ → 0 and δmax → 0. When U0 → 0,
pequ → 1

2 and δmax → 1
2 . This suggests that, with a fixed

value of U0, precise measurement is crucial for extracting
positive work at low temperatures, while it becomes less
critical at high temperatures. The values of U0 and ϵ for
which δmax < 0 (dark area at the top right corner in Fig.
1d) correspond to the situation where the demon cannot
extract positive work even with no measurement error.
Power optimization : The dependence of power on var-

ious engine design parameters are shown in Fig. 2. Fol-
lowing are some of the key observations concerning the
power of the engine:
(i) For the cases where the device works as an engine
(Θ > 0), the power decreases with increasing cycle time
(see Fig. 2a). Even though the work extracted per cy-
cle increases with cycle time (see Fig. 1b), the engine’s
power is compromised for longer cycle times because the
increase in work grows sub-linearly with cycle time.
(ii) For large values of U0 (or equivalently, at low tem-
peratures), even a small error in measurement leads to
negative values for power. As seen from Fig. 2b, zero
crossing of power happens at smaller δ values for larger
U0. This can be understood as follows: At large U0, the
probability of the system being in the up-state will be
small at the beginning of the cycle, provided α − ϵ ⪆ 1.
However, with large errors, there is a likelihood for the
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FIG. 2. Variation of power (Θ) and efficiency (η) with various engine design parameters are shown. (a) Θ decreases monotoni-
cally with cycle time (α) in the regimes where the system works as an engine. (b) Θ reduces with increasing measurement error
(δ). At low values of level spacing (2U0), the engine can function with larger errors. (c) Variation of Θ in the ϵ− U0 plane for
the case when δ = 0.05 and α = 3. For fixed ϵ, there is a particular value of U0 at which power is a maximum. (d) Dependence
of η on α and δ for U0 = 0.5 and ϵ = 0. For large enough values of α, η is maximum at an intermediate value of δ.

measurement to incorrectly record the system as being
in the up-state. This, in turn, will lead to negative work
extraction during the feedback process because the sys-
tem will be more likely to transition from down-state to
up-state during the state switch.
(iii) The power exhibits a non-monotonic dependence on
U0. This behavior is evident from the variation of Θ
along the line AB in Fig. 2c, which represents the values
of power in the U0 − ϵ plane for α = 3 and δ = 0.05.
As U0 approaches zero, the work extracted in each state
switch also tends towards zero, resulting in Θ → 0. Con-
versely, at large values of U0, it becomes increasingly im-
probable for the system to reside in the up-state, leading
to a decrease in power. This explains the observed non-
monotonic behavior, with the peak power value occurring
when 2U0 ≈ 1.
(iv) The range of ϵ over which the engine extracts posi-
tive work decreases with increasing U0. This is seen from
Fig. 2c where the Θ = 0 curve in U0 − ϵ has negative
slopes everywhere. This feature has been observed in
an error-free information engine with a cycle time much
larger than the relaxation time [32]. However, even with
finite cycle time and non-zero error present, the result
holds true.

Efficiency optimization : The dependence of efficiency
on various engine parameters is given in Fig. 3. Some of
the interesting observations concerning the efficiency of
the engine are:
(i) The efficiency increases with cycle time (see Fig. 3a).
Both −⟨W ⟩ and ⟨I⟩ increase with α (see discussion re-
lated to Fig. 1). However, the −⟨W ⟩ increase is faster,
leading to better efficiencies at larger α.
(ii) For low values of U0, efficiency has a non-monotonic
dependence on δ as can be seen for the cases U0 = 0.1,
U0 = 0.2, and U0 = 0.5 (blue solid curve, purple thin
curve, and red dashed curve respectively in Fig. 3b).
This means the measurement should have a non-zero er-
ror for optimal performance, provided that the power is
positive at the chosen error value. This is exemplified
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FIG. 3. Dependence of efficiency (η) on various engine design
parameters are shown. (a) η shows a monotonic increase with
cycle time (α) in the regimes where it works as an engine. (b)
η has a non-monotonic dependence on the measurement error
(δ) at low values of level spacing (2U0), implying that at high
temperatures, maximal efficiency is obtained by working with
imprecise measurement.

by the case of U0 = 0.1 in Fig. 3b, where the power is
positive for δ corresponding to the peak efficiency value
(approximately δ ≈ 10−0.2; refer to Fig. 2b).
(iii) The non-monotonic variation of η on δ depends also
on the cycle time as seen in Fig. 2d, where η is given in
the α − δ plane for U0 = 0.5 and ϵ = 0. For example,
when α = 3 (line CD), η has a maximum at an inter-
mediate δ value. But for α = 0.5 (line EF ), η decreases
with δ. The advantage of using larger α in this case, with
better scope for working with less precise measurement
values, is limited by the fact that Θ decreases with α.
(iv) For the same reasons as discussed in the context of
power optimization, even a small error can adversely af-
fect efficiency at large values of U0, as seen by the abrupt
shift of η to negative values when δ is increased from 0
to 0.1 with ϵ = 0.1 and U0 = 1.1 (see Fig. 3a).

In an experimental realization of an information en-
gine, the values of ϵ and δ tend to be constrained. There
is bound to be a limit on the minimum value possible for
delay time dictated by the implementation of the feed-



6

(a) (b)

0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7
0.5

1

1.5

2

2.5

3

0

0.01

0.02

0.03

0.04

0.05

(c)

0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7
0.5

1

1.5

2

2.5

3

0

5

10

15

(d)

FIG. 4. Contour plots for power (Θ) and efficiency (η) in the
U0 − α plane for the case of no feedback delay time (ϵ) and
no measurement error (δ) ((a) and (b) respectively) and with
ϵ = 0.5 and δ = 0.1 ((c) and (d) respectively). The locations
marked by violet squares (blue diamonds) give the choice of
α and U0 for maximum efficiency (power) with power (effi-
ciency) being at least 20% of its maximum value. The green
circle indicates the choice of α and U0 for performance that do
not compromise either efficiency or power. The values given
in brackets are the location of the points and the correspond-
ing power (efficiency) value, (U0, α,Θ[η]).

back process. Similarly, some amount of error is unavoid-
able in the measurement process. In Fig. 4, a comparison
is made of the power and efficiency in the α − U0 plane
between an ideal scenario where ϵ = 0 and δ = 0 and
a more practical situation where ϵ = 0.5 and δ = 0.1
are assumed. As expected, both performance parame-
ters decrease with non-zero ϵ and δ. The parameters for
maximal power with efficiency being at least 20% of the
maximum efficiency for both cases are highlighted (blue
diamonds in Fig. 4). Similarly, the parameters for max-
imal efficiency with power at least 20% of the maximum
power available for both cases are marked (violet squares
in Fig. 4). Additionally, parameter values for which the
power and efficiency are not significantly compromised
are indicated (green circles in Fig. 4), with both power
and efficiency being at least 60% of their maximum val-
ues for the corresponding ϵ and δ values. With the intro-
duction of error and delay time, one observes appreciable
changes in the operating points of the information engine.

Summary: In this work, a Maxwell’s demon based on
a two-level system has been studied. To the best of our
knowledge, this is the first time that the performance
parameters of an information engine that incorporates
feedback delay time, measurement error, and operating

in finite cycle time have been solved analytically. The
closed-form expression for power and efficiency as a
function of level spacing, cycle time, error, and delay
time allows complete engine characterization. Some
of the interesting consequences have been highlighted,
including the non-monotonic dependence of efficiency
on the error in measurement at high temperatures. A
thorough study of the parameter space of the engine
will be carried out in future work. The predictions of
this work should be verifiable in various experimental
systems already implemented [12, 14, 25, 34]. Some
of the generalizations of the current work that can be
studied include a quantum version of the information
engine of the type studied here, an information engine
design based on a two-level system, but one that involves
more than one heat bath, and the design and study of
engines based on systems with more than two levels.

TJ would like to acknowledge the financial support given
by SERB-India under Grant No: CRG/2020/003646.
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An Imprecise Maxwell’s Demon with Feedback Delay: An Exactly Solvable Information Engine Model -
Supplemental Material

Here, we provide the detailed derivations of Eqs. 5, 12, 13, and 16 of the main text. Also, the calculation of ϵ value
at which pssu0 = pequ for a given U0 and δ is given.

Calculation of the steady state probability

Let pssu (t) be the steady state probability of the system to be in the up-state at time t. Then, for ϵ < t ≤ α,

pssu (t) =
∑
X′

[
P2(u; t|X ′; 0)P0(X

′, d)

]
+

∑
X′,X′′

[
P2(u; t|X ′′; ϵ+)P1(X

′′|X ′)P0(X
′, u)

]
, (17)

where P0(X,M) is the joint probability for X (state) and M (measurement outcome) at the time of measurement
(t = 0). P1(X

′′|X ′) is the probability for the state to be X ′′ at t = ϵ+ (that is, right after feedback), given that the
state was X ′ at t = 0 and the measurement outcome was M = u. P2(X ; t2 |X ′ ; t1) is the probability to find the
system is in state X at t = t2 given that it was in X ′ at t = t1 with no interference from the demon in the interval
between t1 and t2 and is given by,

P2(X; t2|X ′; t1) = peq(X ′)(1− e−(t2−t1)/τ ) + δ̃XX′ e−(t2−t1)/τ . (18)

Here δ̃XX′ is the Kronecker delta function and peq(X ′) is the equilibrium distribution without feedback. For X = u,

peq(X = u) =
e−βU0

2 cosh (βU0)
≡ pequ , (19)

and peq(X = d) = 1− pequ ≡ peqd . Table I gives the set of various joint and conditional probabilities appearing in Eq.
(17), where we have defined pssu0 ≡ pssu (t = 0) and pssd0 ≡ 1− pssu0. Since pssu (t) is a periodic function with period α, pssu0
must be the same as pssu (α). Using this fact in Eq. (17), one gets a self-consistent relation for pssu0.

pssu0 = pssu0(1− δ)

{
peqd .

(
1− e−ϵ/τ

) [
1− peqd .

(
1− e−(α−ϵ)/τ

)]
+

[
1− peqd .

(
1− e−ϵ/τ

)]
pequ .

(
1− e−(α−ϵ)/τ

)}
+ pssd0(1− δ)pequ .

(
1− e−α/τ

)
+ pssu0δ

[
1− peqd .

(
1− e−α/τ

)]
+ pssd0δ

{[
1− pequ .

(
1− e−ϵ/τ

)] [
1− peqd .

(
1− e−(α−ϵ)/τ

)]
+ pequ .

(
1− e−ϵ/τ

)
pequ .

(
1− e−(α−ϵ)/τ

)}
. (20)

X ′ M P0(X
′,M) X ′′ P1(X

′′|X ′) P2(X = u; t|X ′′; t = ϵ+)

u u pssu0.(1− δ) u peqd .(1− e−ϵ/τ ) 1− peqd .(1− e−(t−ϵ)/τ )

u u pssu0.(1− δ) d 1− peqd .(1− e−ϵ/τ ) pequ .(1− e−(t−ϵ)/τ )

d u pssd0.δ u 1− pequ .(1− e−ϵ/τ ) 1− peqd .(1− e−(t−ϵ)/τ )

d u pssd0.δ d pequ .(1− e−ϵ/τ ) pequ .(1− e−(t−ϵ)/τ )

d d pssd0.(1− δ) - - pequ .(1− e−t/τ )

u d pssu0.δ - - 1− peqd .(1− e−t/τ )

TABLE I. The table lists out various joint and conditional probabilities used for the calculation of steady state probability
pssu (t) (see Eq. (17)). X ′ is the actual state of the system at t = 0, M is the state measured by the demon, and X ′′ is the state
of the system at t = ϵ+. There is no feedback when M = d, and X ′′ becomes a redundant variable. The fifth and sixth entries
in the last column are P2(X = u; t = α|X ′ = d; t = 0) and P (X = u; t = α|X ′ = u; t = 0), respectively.
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Solving for pssu0 and simplifying, we get,

pssu0 =
pequ

[
1 + e−α/τ

(
2δ − 1

)
− 2δe−(α−ϵ)/τ

]
+ δe−(α−ϵ)/τ

1 + (2δ − 1)(2pequ − 1)
[
e−α/τ − e−(α−ϵ)/τ

] . (21)

Also,

pssd0 = 1− pssu0. (22)

Value of ϵ at which pssu0 = pequ for a given U0 and δ

When the measurement error, δ, is not zero, there is a particular value of feedback delay time, ϵ, for which the steady
state probability for the system to be in the up-state at the time of measurement will be same as the equilibrium
probability (pssu0 = pequ ) independent of the cycle time, α. This unique value of ϵ depends on both δ and the level
spacing, U0. Such a combination of parameters independent of α can be seen from the steady state probability
equation by equating it with the equilibrium probability equation. Considering the condition pssu0 = pequ , one can write
the Eq. 21 as

pequ [(2δ − 1)(2pequ − 1)− (2δ − 1)(2pequ − 1)eϵ − (2δ − 1) + 2δeϵ] = δeϵ. (23)

Solving it for ϵ, one can obtain the following:

ϵ = ln

{
2peqd pequ (2δ − 1)

(2pequ − 1) [δ − pequ (2δ − 1)]

}
. (24)

Mutual information

Calculation of ⟨Ia(X;M)⟩

To find the mutual information ⟨Ia(X;M)⟩ between the variables X and M , one has to average all the possible
values of Ia(X,M) over all corresponding joint distributions P (X,M). The variables X and M denote the system’s
actual and measured states at time t = 0, respectively. The information content is defined as [33]

Ia(X,M) = ln
P (M |X)

P (M)
, P (M) ̸= 0. (25)

P (M |X) is defined as the probability that the measured state of the system to be M , given that the actual state of
the system is X. One can obtain the mutual information as

⟨Ia(X;M)⟩ =
∑
X,M

P (X,M) ln
P (M |X)

P (M)
. (26)

One can use the table II to obtain the conditional probabilities P (M |X) corresponding to different combinations of
X and M and the marginal probabilities P (M) for the possible measurement outcomes. The marginal probabilities
are obtained by the equations

P (M) =
∑
X

P (X,M), (27)

P (X) =
∑
M

P (X,M). (28)
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X M P (X,M, t = 0) P (M) P (M |X, t = 0) Ia

u u pssu0(1− δ) P (M = u) = pssu0 + δ − 2pssu0δ 1− δ ln
(

1−δ
pssu0+δ−2pssu0δ

)
d u (1− pssu0)δ δ ln

(
δ

pssu0+δ−2pssu0δ

)
u d pssu0δ P (M = d) = 1− pssu0 − δ + 2pssu0δ δ ln

(
δ

1+2pssu0δ−pssu0−δ

)
d d (1− pssu0)(1− δ) 1− δ ln

(
1−δ

1+2pssu0δ−pssu0−δ

)
TABLE II. The joint and conditional probabilities required for computing mutual information.

Using the columns 2 and 3 of the table II and the Eq. 27, one can evaluate the marginal probabilities of the possible
measurement outcomes as

P (M = u) = P (X = u,M = u) + P (X = d,M = u)

= pssu0 − δpssu0 + δ − δpssu0

P (M = u) = pssu0 + δ − 2δpssu0 (29)

P (M = d) = 1− P (M = u) (30)

Similarly, using the columns 1 and 3 of the table II, one can obtain the marginal probabilities of the possible states
of the system as

P (X = u) = pssu0 (31)

P (X = d) = pssd0 (32)

The conditional probabilities P (M |X) for the different possible combinations of X and M are given in the column 5
of the table II. In addition, the information content, Ia(X,M) calculated using the Eq. 25, is given in the column 6
of the table II. Using Eq. 26 and the table II, the mutual information between the variables X and M is obtained as

⟨Ia⟩ = pssu0(1− δ) ln

(
1− δ

pssu0 + δ − 2pssu0δ

)
+ pssd0(1− δ) ln

(
1− δ

1 + 2pssu0δ − pssu0 − δ

)
+ pssu0δ ln

(
δ

1 + 2pssu0δ − pssu0 − δ

)
+ pssd0δ ln

(
δ

pssu0 + δ − 2pssu0δ

)
(33)

Calculation of ⟨Ib(Xcc;Mpc)⟩

The mutual information between the variables Xcc and Mpc is defined as,

⟨Ib(Xcc;Mpc)⟩ =
∑

Xcc,Mpc

P (Xcc,Mpc) ln
P (Xcc|Mpc)

P (Xcc)
, (34)

where Xcc and Mpc denote the system’s actual state in the current cycle and the measured state of the system in the
previous cycle, respectively. P (Xcc, t = α|Mpc, t = 0) is the probability that the state of the system in the current
cycle is Xcc, given that the outcome of the previous cycle measurement was Mpc. Note that cc represents current-
cycle and pc represents previous-cycle. The conditional probabilities for the different combinations of Xcc and Mpc

are P (Xcc = u|Mpc = d), P (Xcc = d|Mpc = d), P (Xcc = u|Mpc = u) and P (Xcc = d|Mpc = u). When Mpc = d, one
can calculate the conditional probabilities using the table I and the event tree given below.
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Mpc = d, t = 0

Xpc = u, t = 0

Xcc = u, t = α Xcc = d, t = α

Xpc = d, t = 0

Xcc = d, t = α Xcc = u, t = α

For example, P (Xcc = u|Mpc = d) can be calculated as follows: it can be seen from the event tree that when Mpc = d
at t = 0, Xpc can be either u or d. At the beginning of the next cycle at t = α, the event of Xcc = u can happen
through these two independent events. Note that the state of the system is not switched since the measurement result
in the previous cycle was Mpc = d. Accordingly, one can write

P (Xcc = u|Mpc = d) = δP (Xcc = u, t = α|Xpc = u, t = 0)

+ (1− δ)P (Xcc = u, t = α|Xpc = d, t = 0). (35)

Substituting the values of P (Xcc = u|Xpc = u) and P (Xcc = u|Xpc = d) from the table I,

P (Xcc = u|Mpc = d) = δ
[
1− peqd

(
1− e−α/τ

)]
+ (1− δ)

[
peq(u)

(
1− e−α/τ

)]
. (36)

Consequently, one can obtain

P (Xcc = d|Mpc = d) = 1− P (Xcc = u|Mpc = d). (37)

Similarly, the values of the conditional probability can be calculated when Mpc = u at t = 0, using the table I and
the event tree given below.

Mpc = u, t = 0

Xpc = u, t = 0

Xpc = u, t = ϵ

Xcc = d, t = α

Xcc = u, t = α

Xpc = d, t = ϵ

Xcc = d, t = α

Xcc = u, t = α

Xpc = d, t = 0

Xpc = u, t = ϵ

Xcc = d, t = α

Xcc = u, t = α

Xpc = d, t = ϵ

Xcc = d, t = α

Xcc = u, t = α

Note that in this case, the evolution of the probabilities depends on the state of the system at t = ϵ due to the state
change. From the event tree it can be observed that, when Mpc = u at t = 0, Xpc can be either u or d. With either of
these independent initial conditions, Xcc at the beginning of the next cycle at t = α depends on the value of Xpc at
t = ϵ. Again Xpc can be either u or d at t = ϵ. For example, consider the case where Mpc = u and Xpc = u in t = 0.
Then the probability that the state of the system at t = α is u given that the state was u at t = 0 can be written as

P (Xcc = u, t = α|Xpc = u, t = 0) = P (Xcc = u, t = α|Xpc = u, t = ϵ).P (Xpc = u, t = ϵ|Xpc = u, t = 0)

+ P (Xcc = u, t = α|Xpc = d, t = ϵ).P (Xpc = d, t = ϵ|Xpc = u, t = 0). (38)

These probabilities can be obtained from the table I. Similarly, the expression for P (Xcc = u, t = α|Xpc = d, t = 0)
can be obtained from the event tree. Accordingly, one can obtain the conditional probability

P (Xcc = u, |Mpc = u) = (1− δ).P (Xcc = u, |Xpc = u) + δ.P (Xcc = u|Xpc = d). (39)
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Substituting the values of P (Xcc = u, |Xpc = u) and P (Xcc = u|Xpc = d) from the table I

P (Xcc = u, |Mpc = u) = (1− δ)

{
peqd .(1− e−ϵ/τ ).

[
1− peqd .(1− e−(α−ϵ)/τ )

]
+

[
1− peqd .(1− e−ϵ/τ )

]
.pequ .(1− e−(α−ϵ)/τ )

}
+ δ

{[
1− pequ .(1− e−ϵ/τ )

]
.
[
1− peqd .(1− e−(α−ϵ)/τ )

]
+ pequ .(1− e−ϵ/τ ).pequ .(1− e−(α−ϵ)/τ )

}
. (40)

Also,

P (Xcc = d, |Mpc = u) = 1− P (Xcc = u, |Mpc = u). (41)

One can intuitively understand that the marginal probabilities P (Xcc = u) and P (Xcc = d) are nothing but the steady
state probabilities of the corresponding states. In addition, the marginal probabilities P (Mpc = u) and P (Mpc = d)
have already been obtained in Eqs. 29 and 30. One can obtain the joint probabilities using the equation

P (Xcc,Mpc) = P (Mpc)P (Xcc|Mpc). (42)

Substituting the values of P (Xcc,Mpc), P (Xcc|Mpc) and P (Xcc) in Eq. 34, one can obtain the mutual information
between Xcc and Mpc

⟨Ib⟩ = ∆c1 ln

(
c1
pssu0

)
+∆(1− c1) ln

(
1− c1
pssd0

)
+ (1−∆)c2 ln

(
c2
pssu0

)
+ (1−∆)(1− c2) ln

(
1− c2
pssd0

)
, (43)

where

∆ = pssu0 + δ − 2pssu0δ

c1 = (γ − ω) [K + ω + δ(1−K − L)]
c2 = δζ + (1− δ)λ

K = 1− p̃

p̃ ≡ e−ϵ/τ (1− pequ ) + pequ

L = 1− p̃′

p̃′ ≡ e−ϵ/τpequ + (1− pequ )

ζ = 1− peqd

[
1− e−α/τ

]
λ = pequ

[
1− e−α/τ

]
γ = 1− peqd

[
1− e−(α−ϵ)/τ

]
ω = pequ

[
1− e−(α−ϵ)/τ

]
.

The minimal cost of measurement is given by,

kBT ⟨I⟩ = kBT (⟨Ia⟩ − ⟨Ib⟩) . (44)

Note that for ϵ close to α and at large temperatures, ⟨Ib⟩ can be comparable to or larger than ⟨Ia⟩. However, this
regime is irrelevant to the operation of the demon as an engine because the work extracted will invariably be negative.
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Upper bounds of δ and ϵ: Calculation of δmax and ϵmax

The average work extracted by the engine is

−⟨W ⟩ = 2U0p
ss
u (1− δ)(2p̃− 1)− 2U0p

ss
d δ(2p̃′ − 1), (45)

where,

p̃ ≡ e−ϵ/τ (1− pequ ) + pequ (46)

is the conditional probability, P2(X = u; t = ϵ−|X ′ = u; t = 0). That is, given that the system’s state is up at the
beginning of the cycle, it is in up-state just before t = ϵ. Similarly,

p̃′ ≡ e−ϵ/τpequ + (1− pequ ) (47)

is the conditional probability, P2(X = d, t = ϵ−|X = d, t = 0). For the condition ⟨W ⟩ = 0, substituting the values of
pssu , p̃ and p̃′, we obtain the equation

bδmax + c = 0, (48)

where

b =
(
1− e−α/τ

) [
1− 4pequ peqd (1− e−ϵ/τ )

]
(49)

c = −pequ

(
1− e−α/τ

) [
2
(
pequ + peqd e−ϵ/τ

)
− 1

]
. (50)

Solving the above Eq. 48 for δmax, the upper bound of error tolerance for the engine is obtained as,

δmax =
pequ (2p̃− 1)

1− 4pequ (1− p̃)
, (51)

which is independent of the cycle time α, but depends on ϵ and U0.
One can solve Eq. 45 for ϵ, for the same condition ⟨W ⟩ = 0, and obtain the upper bound of the feedback delay time
for positive work extraction.
The upper bound of the feedback delay time for the engine is given by

ϵmax = −τ ln

[
pequ (2pequ − 1)− δ(1− 4pequ peqd )

2(2δ − 1)pequ peqd

]
, (52)

which is also independent of the cycle time α, but depends on δ and U0.
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