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We present and characterize a method to accelerate the relaxation of a Brownian object between
two distinct equilibrium states. Instead of relying on a deterministic time-dependent control pa-
rameter, we use stochastic resetting to guide and accelerate the transient evolution. The protocol
is investigated theoretically, and its thermodynamic cost is evaluated with the tools of stochastic
thermodynamics. Remarkably, we show that stochastic resetting significantly accelerates the re-
laxation to the final state. This stochastic protocol exhibits energetic and temporal characteristics
that align with the scales observed in previously investigated deterministic protocols. Moreover, it
expands the spectrum of stationary states that can be manipulated, incorporating new potential
profiles achievable through experimentally viable protocols.

Swift driving protocols in non-equilibrium statistical
mechanics aim to manage a system’s transition between
thermal equilibrium states efficiently, seeking quicker
routes to equilibrium than natural relaxation [1–3]. For
instance, various techniques were used to showcase a re-
duction in the relaxation time (τr) of a Brownian particle
coupled to a thermal bath after a sudden change in a con-
trol parameter, e.g., potential stiffness or temperature.
Such swift state-to-state transformation (SST) protocols
usually rely on the full knowledge of the time-dependant
probability density and its relation to external control pa-
rameters. This allows reverse engineering a well-chosen
temporal change of the control parameter ending at the
new equilibrium state [3]. In the case of harmonic con-
finement, explicit SST protocols were derived and exper-
imentally implemented to control the relaxation of Brow-
nian particles [4–6] with promising applications such as
directly increasing the efficiency of microscopic heat en-
gines [7–11].

Such acceleration beyond thermal relaxation comes at
a cost. The energetic expenses of these control proto-
cols are effectively analyzed through stochastic thermo-
dynamics at the level of individual stochastic trajectories
[12, 13]. Therefore, general principles governing such pro-
tocols’ trade-offs between time and energy are calculated,
allowing for their optimization. [14–18].

The current focus of mesoscopic thermodynamics on
inherently non-equilibrium systems like active matter
is challenging the existing SST methods [19–21]. This
led recently to the derivation of SST between non-
equilibrium states [22, 23] and for arbitrary potentials
[24], which are more complex and delicate to imple-
ment experimentally. This is the motivation of our work,
seeking experimentally applicable SST methods in non-
equilibrium and non-harmonic frameworks.
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Stochastic resetting (SR) is a driving mechanism in
which a process is arrested randomly only to be re-
initiated repeatedly, usually from the origin. The clas-
sic example of SR is resetting the motion of a diffusing
Brownian particle [25, 26], which has been realized exper-
imentally employing optically trapped Brownian colloidal
particles [27–29], and thoroughly investigated theoreti-
cally [25, 30–34], demonstrating fluctuation-dissipation
relations [35], enhanced sampling [36] or SR-induced
Mpemba effect [37]. The rising interest in SR is
prompted, among other features of SR, by the emergence
of a stationary state, making SR akin to confinement
yet bearing unique characteristics. Since each resetting
event in SR breaks detailed balance, the resulting steady
state is, of course, out of thermal equilibrium, with non-
vanishing probability currents and constant dissipation
of heat to the surrounding fluid [29, 34, 38, 39].

Here, we propose an innovative method to accelerate
the relaxation between two states based on SR rather
than on a controlled variation of the underlying poten-
tial. In our method, the potential is switched off during
the transition, and the system undergoes stochastic re-
setting until its position distribution reaches that of the
target state. Subsequently, the target potential is turned
on, and the stochastic resetting is terminated. The accel-
eration is rooted in the detailed-balance breaking jumps
intrinsic to SR, explicitly using the non-equilibrium na-
ture of the process to expedite the relaxation.

Specifically, we demonstrate that stochastic resetting
accelerates the transition of a Brownian particle between
two equilibrium states with a v-shaped potential. More-
over, it naturally connects two non-equilibrium steady-
states where standard SSTs are difficult to derive. This
method shares similarities with a previous proposal [40]
where an energy-dependant SR rate, contingent upon
knowledge of particle positions in time, expedites transi-
tions between two Gaussian equilibrium states. In sharp
contrast, the method developed here does not require
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such knowledge. Finally, we characterize the entropic
cost of accelerated relaxation protocols via stochastic
thermodynamics and discuss an extension to finite-time
resetting, offering experimentally feasible acceleration.

Tailoring identical position distribution for equilibrium
and driven systems - We start by considering a Brownian
particle diffusing in a confining linear v-shaped potential
V (x) = b|x| with b > 0, obeying the Langevin equation,

ẋ(t) =
−b

γ
sgn(x(t)) +

√
2Dξ(t), (1)

where γ is the viscous drag coefficient, sgn(x(t)) is the
sign function, D = kBT/γ is the diffusion coefficient
with kB is Boltzmann’s constant and T the temperature.
ξ(t) is a Gaussian random variable with ⟨ξ(t)⟩ = 0 and
⟨ξ(t)ξ(s)⟩ = δ(t − s). The position probability density
function (PDF) of the particle, according to Boltzmann
statistics, is given by,

Peq(x) =
b

2kBT
e
− b

kBT |x|
. (2)

An exemplary Langevin simulation of such a particle is
depicted in Fig. 1 (a), together with its stationary posi-
tion distribution. Throughout the paper, we consider
a micron-sized colloidal particle at room temperature
T = 300 K with γ = 8 × 10−9 kg s−1. All simulations
are initialized with random positions in the steady-state,
eliminating an initial thermalization time. The PDFs
(here and below) are measured on a single trajectory of
107 time-steps of duration dt = 10−6 s.

FIG. 1. (a) Time-series of position x(t) obeying the Langevin
process Eq. (1) at thermal equilibrium in a v-shaped potential
with slope b = 0.18 pN; the Maxwell-Boltzmann equilibrium
distribution is plotted on the right. (b) Time-series of posi-
tions x(t) Brownian particle undergoing stochastic resetting
with λ = b2/γkBT = 1 kHz (red line). Resetting events are
shown with vertical arrows, and the Laplace PDF is plotted
on the right.

In the absence of an underlying potential, SR of a
Brownian particle to the origin x = 0 with resetting

times drawn from an exponential distribution, P (trst) =
λe−λtrst , results in the following stationary position PDF,

Ps(x) =
α

2
e−α|x| (3)

where α =
√

λ/D. A typical trajectory of such a process
alongside its PDF is shown in Fig. 1 (b).
Central to our proposed acceleration protocol of an

SST is the fact that this probability distribution (Eq. 3)
can be tuned to be identical to the equilibrium distribu-
tion of Eq. 2 by taking b = αkBT . Namely, by fixing the
resetting rate to be λb = b2/γkBT .

FIG. 2. (a) Probability distribution of an equilibrium process
(blue circles) and a resetting process (red triangles), along
with the analytical result Peq(x) = Ps(x) (black dashed line)
for a single trajectory. (b) probability density current through
space for the equilibrium state (blue circles) and for SR (red
triangles) together with the analytical result for SR (black
dashed line).

In Fig. 2(a), we show quantitatively that by installing
the appropriate resetting rate λb we obtain the ex-
pected identical Laplace PDFs for the two cases: equi-
librium with a V-shapedpotential (Eq. 2) and Poisso-
nian stochastic resetting (Eq. 3). Importantly, having
identical PDFs does not imply similar dynamics. Under
SR, a particle experiences significant jumps at each re-
setting event, leading to a non-zero stationary current

jp(x) = 1
γ

dV (x)
dx Ps(x) − D dPs(x)

dx = Dα2

2 sgn(x)e−α|x|, as

illustrated in Fig. 2(b). This stands in stark contrast to
the behavior of a particle at equilibrium. The distinct
dynamics under SR enable accelerating a transition be-
tween stationary states.
Accelerating state-to-state transition - The simplest

unassisted transition between two equilibrium states in-
volves an abrupt change of the potential slope from b(ti)
to b(tf ) followed by spontaneous relaxation. Similarly,
a freely diffusing particle in steady state under resetting
can be subjected to a sudden change of the resetting rate
from λb(ti) = b(ti)

2/γkBT to λb(tf ) = b(tf )
2/γkBT fol-

lowed by a relaxation to the new steady state.
In Fig. 3(a, b) simulation results of both protocols are

compared by depicting the evolution of the PDF, for a
potential quench (a), and for a SR-assisted transition (b).
The position distribution is obtained from an ensemble
average of 105 independent trajectories of 2800 time-steps
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with dt = 10µs. While the initial and final states of both
protocols have the same PDF, the rate of its evolution is
different.

FIG. 3. (a) Step-like change of the potential slope b(t) in
the absence of resetting (λ = 0) and corresponding contour
plot of the time-dependent probability density. (b) Step-like
change in stochastic resetting rate λ(t) in the absence of po-
tential (b = 0) and corresponding time-dependent probability
density. (c) five distinct PDF (from blue to red) during the
transient evolution of the same ensemble under SR-assisted
SST, the analytical solution ρexact(x, t), computed from the
Laplace-space solution (black lines) and the empirical pro-
file f(x, t) (green dashed lines) using the values x0(t) ex-
tracted from a fitting procedure. (d) time-dependent bound-
ary x0(t) (red line) up to the limit defined by numerical pre-
cision together with the theoretical evolution (black dashed
line) from δ initial conditions derived in [41] using a slope

2(
√

Dλ(tf )−
√

Dλ(ti)).

The detailed evolution of the PDF after a quench of re-
setting rate λ is shown on Fig. 4(c) with histograms span-
ning across the relaxation from blue to red. Clearly, the
PDF splits into two regions, sharply separated by a front
that propagates from the center to the tails. This moti-
vates us to generalize the solution of [41], where the time-
dependent PDF is derived for a δ(x)-distributed initial
condition by integrating it over the initial steady-state
Pi(x) = α(ti)e

−α(ti)|x|/2. This integral can be solved in

Laplace-domain (see Appendix C), yielding the solution,

P̃ (x, s) =
∆λ
√

s+ λ(tf )

2s
√
D(∆λ− s)

e−
√

s+λ(tf )

D |x|

−
√
λ(ti)

2
√
D(∆λ− s)

e−α(ti)|x|,

where s is the Laplace-space variable and ∆λ ≡ λ(tf )−
λ(ti). The exact time-dependent PDF, ρexact(x, t) ob-
tained by numerical inversion is shown in Fig. 3 (c),
agrees well with the numerical PDF measured on inde-
pendent stochastic processes.
A time-dependant front x0(t) splits an inner core re-

gion where ρ(|x| < x0, t) = Pf (x) = α(tf )e
−α(tf )|x|/2,

from an the outer region where ρ(|x| > x0, t) = Pi(x) =
α(ti)e

−α(ti)|x|/2. This is similar to the result obtained
in [41], where the front was interpreted as a dynamical
phase transition separating stochastic trajectories that
have undergone resetting to those that have not yet.
This very simple form of the distribution motivates us

to propose an empirical expression for the PDF

f(x, t) = w̄(x, t)Pi(x) + w(x, t)e−[α(tf )−α(ti)]x0(t)Pf (x),
(4)

with w a window-function obeying w(t) = 1 for |x| <
x0(t) and 0 for |x| > x0(t), while w̄ = 1 − w. This
result is shown on Fig. 4(c) and agrees well with the nu-
merically measured ρ(x, t) as well as the exact solution
ρexact(x, t). The time-dependent value of the front x0(t)
(see Fig. 3 (d)) is obtained by fitting the measured PDF
to f(x, t) during the transient (as detailed in Appendix
C ). After a transient time due to the initial condition
(Pi(x) ̸= δ(x)), x0(t) evolves linearly in time (long-time
errors are detailed in Appendix C). Importantly, the alge-
braic growth of the dynamical phase transition x0(t) pre-
vents the definition of an unambiguous relaxation time;
this motivates us to define relaxation as the time needed
for ρ(x, t) to be indistinguishable of Ps(x) within a finite
precision. We therefore quantify the acceleration induced
by SR (Fig. 3 (a, b)), via the Kullback-Leibler (KL) di-
vergence between the measured ρ(x, t), and the station-
ary solution Ps(x) = Peq(x) with the control-parameter
b(t) or λb(t)

DKL(ρ(x, t) ∥ Ps(x)) =

∫
ρ(x, t) ln

[
ρ(x, t)

Ps(x)

]
dx. (5)

When the control parameter is abruptly modified, Ps(x)
immediately adapts, while the system responds gradu-
ally, characterized by ρ(x, t). The delay in the system’s
response is well captured by D̄KL = DKL(t)/DKL,s, a
normalized measure with respect to the stationary-state
value DKL,s (Fig. 4 (a)). The latter is only related to the
numerical precision of the histogram.
To measure numerically the relaxation times (Fig. 4

(a), blue and red vertical lines), τSR and τr, we probe
the first value of the time-dependent D̄KL below a the
average final steady-state value. As seen on Fig. 4 (a)
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with a reasonable numerical precision, this corresponds
effectively to the full relaxation of the distribution.

Remarkably, we observe a significantly faster relax-
ation to the new steady state for the SR-assisted SST,
with τSR = 4.49 ms, compared to its equilibrium coun-
terpart, τr = 15.8 ms (Fig. 4, (a)). In other words, the
non-equilibrium steady state (NESS) evolution induced
by stochastic resetting is more than three times faster
than the relaxation from equilibrium to equilibrium un-
der the selected parameters.

FIG. 4. (a) Relative Kullback-Leibler divergence as a mea-
sure in natural bits of the distance to stationary state, nor-
malized by the stationary value. The response to a potential
quench is shown with a blue line and the SR-assisted tran-
sition as a red line. Relaxation times are underlined with
blue and red vertical lines. (b) Time-dependent variance
∆S(t) = ⟨x2(t)⟩ − 2D

λ(tf )
decay in both cases. Together with

Eq. (6) (black dashed line). For the potential quench, we show
both a simple exponential fit (grey dashed line) and the long-
time approximation of the exact result derived in Appendix
D (green dashed line). (c) Measured relaxation times τr (blue
circles) and τSR (red triangles) as a function of the ratio of
compression/expansion λ(tf )/λ(ti). Here, the initial state is
defined by λ(ti) = 200 Hz. The superimposed lines corre-
spond to theoretical characteristic times as detailed in the
main text. The characteristic exponential relaxation times
τexp measured by fitting the variance relaxations with a sim-
ple exponential, are shown in the inset, spanning over the
same range of λ(tf )/λ(ti). For the quench in resetting rate
(red line), we observe τexp ∝ λ(ti)/λ(tf ) (black dashed line).

The evolution of the KL-divergence fully characterizes
the decay of the PDF, namely it includes all moments.
However, useful information can be obtained by looking

at the evolution of the second moment S(t) = ⟨x2(t)⟩
(here, ⟨x⟩ = 0). From the expression of the PDF in
Laplace-space Eq. (5) we can obtain a simple analytical
form for the time-dependant variance under a change of
resetting rate (see appendix D),

S(t) = 2D

(
1

λ(ti)
− 1

λ(tf )

)
e−λ(tf )t +

2D

λ(tf )
. (6)

This exponential decay (black dashed line in Fig. 4(b)),
fully characterized by the final resetting rate, shows per-
fect agreement with the numerically measured variance
relaxation (red line).
Similarly, for a transition between equilibrium states

in V-shaped potential, S(t) can be fitted with an expo-
nential decay (Fig. 4 (b), blue line and grey dashed line).
The long-time limit of the variance can also be obtained
from the exact propagator (Appendix F) and is shown on
Fig. 4 (b) as a green dotted line. We note that for many
practical applications, the relaxation of the variance can
be a sufficient criterion. However, here, we treat the most
general case and base our quantitative description of the
relaxation on the KL-divergence.
The SR-based acceleration method remains valid

across the entire spectrum of potential changes, which we
demonstrate by measuring the KL-divergence relaxation
time while varying the final value of λ(tf ) (respectively
b(tf )) with fixed λ(ti) = 200 Hz (b(ti) = 0.08 pN). The
measured relaxation times are shown in Fig. 4 (c). The
NESS-to-NESS transition (red) is always faster than the
equivalent potential quench (blue) for both compression
and expansion.
As detailed in appendix B, Eq. (6) allows to derive

the time needed for the variance to converge arbitrar-
ily close (up to some tolerance parameter) to its fi-
nal steady-state value. This time takes a simple form
∝ α + ln(1 − λ(tf )/λ(ti)) where α depends both on the
tolerance parameter and the precision of the simulation.
We show in Appendix B that this form captures per-
fectly the behaviour of the variance, but remarkably, it
also provides a good approximation for the relaxation of
the KL-divergence. This is shown on Fig. 4 (c) where we
use the aforementioned expression to fit the measured
relaxation time (red solid line).
The nature of the relaxation is different for compres-

sion and expansion (Appendix B). When the potential is
expanded (left half of Fig. 4 (c)), the relaxation is dom-
inated by diffusive forces. This is manifested in the hy-
brid shape of the PDF, which is a combination of Laplace
and Gaussian shapes (Fig. 9). We attribute the Laplace
shape to conservative forces and the Gaussian shape to
diffusion. The shape of this PDF is fully captured by the
exact result Eq. (E2).
Being dominated by diffusion, we expect the transient

time for expansion to increase monotonically with the
difference between the two states. This difference is cap-
tured by, ∝ ∆T = |Tf − Ti|, where the typical timescale

arises naturally as T = kBTγ
b2 = λ−1

b . The relaxation
times for an expansion of a V-shaped potential shown in
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Fig. 4 (c) are fitted with a simple proportionality factor
to ∆T .

In contrast, for compression (right half of Fig. 4 (c)),
the evolution is dominated by the applied conservative
force, yielding a bi-Laplace shaped PDF (Fig. 3 and
Fig. 9). There is, therefore, a competition between the
acceleration due to the increasing conservative force ap-
plied ∝ b(tf ) and the growing difference between initial
and final states. These effects are combined in a phe-

nomenological fit τr ∝ b(ti)
b(tf )

∆T with a single propor-

tionality factor (Fig. 4 (c)). Naturally, in the limit of
λ(tf ) → λ(ti) the transition becomes infinitely fast for
any protocol (seen as a cusp in Fig. 4(b)). We stress again
that the relaxation is defined via an arbitrary thresh-
old. Therefore, the value of the proportionality factors in
the fits should not be considered as physically meaning-
ful. Nonetheless, it gives an estimate of the time needed
to approach a state that is practically indistinguishable
from the fully relaxed state. Overall, these results clearly
demonstrate the ability of SR to accelerate the relaxation
of a thermal system via SR NESS-to-NESS transforma-
tion.

Accelerating relaxation to equilibrium and thermody-
namic cost - The ability of SR to induce fast tran-
sitions between two NESS can be adapted to expedite
transitions between two equilibrium states as well. SR
is then used only during the transient between the two
equilibrium states. The proposed protocol is comprised
of the following steps (Fig. 5 (a)): (i) a thermal equi-
librium state in prepared in V (x) = b(ti)|x|; (ii) the
potential is switched off and SR is applied with a rate
λ = b(tf )

2/(kBTγ) corresponding to the target state,
(iii) immediately after the system has relaxed (within
the finite numerical precision) with time τSR < τr, re-
setting is stopped and the potential is switched on in its
final state V (x) = b(tf )|x|. Following this protocol fas-
tens the particle’s transition to the final equilibrium state
compared to a potential quench protocol (Fig. 5 (b)) and
relies on the a priori knowledge of τSR.
However, this approach relies on the transition from

equilibrium to NESS (beginning of stage (ii)) and back
(beginning of stage (iii)) to be instantaneous or with
negligible time expenditure. In other words, the PDFs
dynamics following this protocol should be identical for
transitions between NESS and equilibrium states, which
is verified in Fig. 5(b), where the dynamics ofDKL of both
SR-based transitions overlap and decay faster than that
of the potential quench transition between equilibrium
states.

Operating through markedly different mechanisms,
both protocols entail distinct thermodynamic costs (see
details in Appendix A), which we assess by comparing
the total entropy produced by resetting during the tran-
sition time τSR, to the total entropy produced by the
standard yet irreversible potential quench. We analyze
here in details the various entropic contributions in both
cases.

The change of steady-state distribution is accompanied

FIG. 5. (a) schematic representation of the proposed
protocol: initially the system is at thermal equilibrium in
V (x) = b(ti)|x|, then (first black vertical line) the potential
is replaced by SR with λ = b(tf )

2/(kBTγ) for a time τSR and
finally (second black vertical line) resetting is turned off and
the system is at equilibrium in V (x) = b(tf )|x|. (b) ∆DKL

for standard potential quench (deep blue line), SR-induced
NESS-to-NESS (red line) and following our protocol (light
blue dashed line).

by a change of ensemble-averaged system entropy [13, 42]
Ssys = −kB

∫
ρ(x, t) ln (ρ(x, t)) dx (integrals span all x).

The total contribution of the state function ∆Ssys along
the protocol only depends on initial and final PDFs. It
is the same whether we use a potential quench or reset-
ting. The system entropy is shown in Fig. 6(a) both for
a potential quench (deep blue line) and for a resetting-
based protocol (red line). As expected, they converge
to the same value which is −1 kB for this choice of pa-
rameter (i.e. λ(tf ) = 8λ(ti) as above). For the po-
tential quench, the heat dissipated in the bath yields a
medium entropy Sm = Q/T which is calculated by iden-
tifying the heat exchanged from the Langevin equation
Q = −⟨

∫
b(t)sgn(x(t))ẋ(t)dt⟩ (with Stratonovich’s con-

vention [13]). The derivation of the stochastic heat, to-
gether with the other entropic contributions, are detailed
in Appendix A. The heat production for the same po-
tential quench is Q ≈ 2.4 [kBT] as shown in Fig. 6(a)
(turquoise line). Here, Q > 0 showing that during a po-

tential quench, heat is dissipated in the bath. Since Q̇
vanishes in the absence of an external potential, it does
not contribute to the SR-based protocol.

Conversely, for the SR-based protocol, the erasure of
information during each resetting event yields a reset-
ting entropy, which can be understood by focusing on
a single resetting event. Just before resetting the sys-
tem, the trajectory has diffused until stochastic posi-
tion x(t) under the action of the thermal bath. Do-
ing so, it acquired a finite quantity of stochastic system
entropy s(t) = −kB ln(ρ(x(t), t)) where the probability
distribution of the system at time t is evaluated at the
stochastic position x(t) [42]. Immediately after the po-
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sition is reset to x(t+) = 0 the stochastic system en-
tropy reads s(t+) = −kB ln(ρ(0, t)), where we consider
that under instantaneous resetting, ρ(x, t+) = ρ(x, t).
The net difference in system entropy therefore reads
δs(t) = s(t+) − s(t) = kB ln(ρ(x(t), t)/ρ(0, t)). Reset-
ting events are occurring at a rate λ and hence, the
average production of resetting entropy is computed as
Ṡrst = kBλ

∫
ρ(x, t) ln (ρ(x, t)/ρ(0, t)) dx [38, 39, 43–45].

The total entropy contribution ∆Srst over the duration
τSR of our protocol is given by the integral ∆Srst =∫ τSR

0
Ṡrst(t)dt. This is shown on Fig. 6(a) (dark red line),

yielding a net entropy ∆Srst ≈ −6.2 [kB]. ∆Srst < 0
shows the reduction of uncertainty induced by resetting
with respect to free diffusion [38].

We can therefore compare the total entropic cost of
the SR protocol ∆SSR

tot = ∆Ssys + ∆Srst ≈ 5.2 [kB]
to the total entropy produced by the potential quench

∆SV−p
tot = ∆Ssys +∆Sm ≈ 1.4 [kB]. As seen in Fig. 6(b),

the acceleration obtained by SR comes at the cost of
larger entropy production.

For the potential quench, the system transients be-
tween two equilibrium states due to the modification of
a control parameter [12, 13]. The exchanged work W
and heat Q obey the first law of thermodynamics and
are bounded from below by the free-energy difference
between both states ∆F = −kB log[b(tf )/b(ti)]. The
total entropy production corresponds to the irreversible
work (W − ∆F )/kBT ≥ 0, where equality holds for re-
versible transformations, here, a quasi-static variation
of the control parameter b(t). In contrast, an instanta-
neous quench, as studied here, is inherently irreversible,
and this irreversibility is well-captured by the measure of
∆Stot.

For the SR-based protocol, presented in Fig. 5, the
transition still connects the same equilibrium states, and
the free-energy difference ∆F is not modified. How-
ever, during the transition, the system is driven by reset-
ting, accompanied by constant entropy production when
λ ̸= 0. In contrast to the potential sequence, a qua-
sistatic increase of λ would incur a high entropic cost
(infinite for true quasistatic protocol) and thus cannot
constitute a reversible transition anymore. Hence, the
protocol minimizing total entropy production under SR
should have a finite duration. The explicit derivation of
such a protocol is beyond the scope of this study.

While we do not know the optimal protocol to tran-
sition between v-shaped potentials and its cost, we can
compare the entropic cost of our protocols to known op-
timized procedures for harmonic traps with the same 8-
fold increase of control parameter [16]. In a harmonic
potential the total entropy production for a step-like
change of stiffness is computed from the dissipated work

as ∆SHO,step
tot = Wdiss

T = 2.2 kB. Using an optimal pro-
tocol to decrease the relaxation time by the same factor

3.5 as obtained here, would require ∆SHO,opt
tot = 10.6 kB.

Both numbers are of the same order of magnitude as the
entropic cost of the protocol proposed here, showing that
the SR-induced dissipation does not exceed useful known

FIG. 6. (a) Dissipated entropy during the transient for the
V-shaped potential (vp) quench (system entropy as deep blue
line, medium entropy as light blue line) as well as for the SR-
based accelerated protocol (system entropy as red solid line
and resetting entropy as brown-red line). In both case the
system entropy is the same, as expected since initial and final
distributions are equal, only the time-evolution differs. (b)
Time-dependant total entropy difference ∆S(t) = S(t)−S(0)
for SR (dashed red line) for potential quench (dashed blue
line). (c) Total entropy as a function of the ratio of states
as in Fig. 4 both for potential quench (blue circles) and SR-
based protocol (red triangles).

protocols.

Experimental implementations of SR of colloidal par-
ticles in optical traps [27–29] necessarily consist of finite-
time resetting events [46–49]. One example of such a
resetting procedure is constant-time resetting [28, 29],
where an external stiff potential is applied for a finite
time to ensure the particle returns to the origin. For
our proposed method to be advantageous, the total sum
of individual resetting times should not surpass the dif-
ference between τr and τSR. This condition establishes
a maximum temporal cost for each resetting event (see
Appendix A for specifics) well within experimental ca-
pabilities. Taking into account the range of relaxation
times shown in Fig. 4, the maximal temporal costs range
is ≈ 1−100 ms. This is notably larger than the fraction-
of-millisecond duration realized in previous experiments
[29].
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Conclusions - Our results show that SR can be used
to accelerate transitions between two equilibrium states
under different v-shaped potentials. This method uses a
non-deterministic driving scheme, unlike standard SST
deterministic protocols [3]. Moreover, it naturally ap-
plies to transitions between non-equilibrium steady states
and provides a simple acceleration scheme between non-
harmonic potentials. The thermodynamic cost of SR-
induced acceleration is equivalent to that of the previ-
ously suggested deterministic SSTs for similar accelera-
tions, even when considering the addition of the finite
duration of the resetting process.

The general mechanism to accelerate transitions be-
tween states is manipulating the probability currents’
evolution. This drives the system far from equilibrium
and enables circumventing the limitations imposed by
equilibrium conditions. Macroscopically, this was previ-
ously achieved by dynamic modification of the potential
landscape. Our approach induces these currents by mod-
ifying the microscopic dynamics. However, other ways to
control the probability current, such as transiently induc-
ing self-propulsion, may prove beneficial and extend the
available tools for SST.

Our method extends beyond the specific transitions ob-
served between v-shaped potentials studied in this con-
text. It has the potential for generalization across di-
verse potentials by utilizing more sophisticated SR pro-
tocols. For instance, the application of partial resetting
[50], involving resetting to a fraction of the distance to
the origin, allows for the fine-tuning of the steady-state
probability distribution of a diffusing particle. This ad-
justment spans the entire spectrum between Gaussian
and Laplace distributions, facilitating transitions among
families of potentials. Additionally, implementing state-
dependent resetting [40] further broadens the repertoire
of manipulable states. However, both these strategies ne-
cessitate feedback mechanisms based on measurements
for their operation.

The acceleration mechanism revealed in this study
likely underlies the modification of efficiency induced by
SR when implemented in a stochastic heat engine [51].
Thus, gaining a deeper understanding of the interaction
between acceleration and the thermodynamic cost of
SR, specifically in SST, is crucial for leveraging its po-
tential in pioneering micromachine applications [7, 8, 11].
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Appendix A: Stochastic energetics

Potential quench - For the transition between two
equilibrium states in v-shaped potential V (x, t) = b(t)|x|,
the system obeys the following Langevin equation

ẋt =
−b(t)

γ
sgn(xt) +

√
2Dξt (A1)

where D = kBT/γ with T the bath temperature, kB
Boltzmann’s constant and γ Stokes viscous drag. sgn(xt)
is the sign function applied to the stochastic variable xt

and ξt a Gaussian white noise. Following the approach
developed by Ken Sekimoto [12], the Langevin force bal-
ance equation can be turned into an energy balance by
multiplying each side by the spatial increment dxt un-
dergone by the system within a time dt(

γẋt −
√
2kBTγξt

)
◦ dxt = −b(t)sgn(xt) ◦ dxt (A2)

where ◦ denotes Stratonovich convention [13]. The left
hand side corresponds to the energy exchanged through
the action of the solvent molecules, it is associated with
the heat dissipated as

δq =
(
γẋt −

√
2kBTγξt

)
◦ dxt. (A3)

The right hand side corresponds to the derivative of the
potential with respect to the variable x. Since here the
coefficient b(t) can vary in time, the total derivative of
the potential, which is the change of internal energy of
the system, reads

du = dV [x, b(t)] =
∂V

∂x
◦ dx+

∂V

∂b(t)
db(t). (A4)

The second term in the internal energy difference, ∂V
∂b db

corresponds to the energy exchanged due to the modifi-
cation of an externally controlled parameter. It is asso-
ciated with work

δw =
∂V

∂b

db

dt
dt = |xt|ḃ(t)dt. (A5)

The first law of thermodynamics then reads du = δw−
δq at the level of each trajectory, where each energetic
quantity is a stochastic variable. By the first law, heat
can also be evaluated as

δq = δw − du = −b(t)sgn(xt) ◦ dxt (A6)

which can be easily measured numerically or experimen-
tally on stochastic trajectories xt. When an ensemble of
trajectories undergo the same quench of potential b(t) as
studied in the main text of the paper, the stochastic heat
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δq can be evaluated on each trajectory and the ensemble-
averaged heat at a time t is the accumulation of ensemble-

averaged increments as Qvp(t) =
∫ t

0
⟨δqt⟩, where “vp” de-

notes the V-shaped potential quench thermodynamics.
This quantity is plotted on Fig. 6 (a) in the main text as
a blue line for the same 8-fold quench of λ, resulting in
a total Qvp(tf ) = 2.4 kBT of dissipated heat. It is also
plotted on Fig. 7 (b) for various ratio of λ(tf )/λ(ti).
The dissipated heat can also be expressed as an entropy

dissipated in the medium Svp
m = Qvp/T . However, as

the potential is quenched the entropy associated to the
available configuration space also changes. This system
entropy takes here the form of Gibbs entropy

Svp
sys = −kB

∫ +∞

−∞
ρ(x, t)ln[ρ(x, t)]dx (A7)

which is the ensemble averaged trajectory dependent en-
tropy −kB ln[ρ(xt, t)] [42]. This stochastic entropy can be
evaluated through time on each trajectory undergoing a
potential quench and Svp

sys recovered through ensemble-
average. It is plotted as a blue line on Fig. 6 and on
Fig. 7 (a) for more cases. Svp

sys is a state function which
only depends on the initial and final values of the proba-
bility densities ρ(x, ti) and ρ(x, tf ). The total entropy
production during the potential quench is the sum of
both medium and system entropies as

Svp
tot =

Qvp

T
+ Svp

sys ≥ 0. (A8)

The thermodynamic cost associated with the potential
quench can be evaluated either through its energetic
footprint via the first law or through its entropic cost
via the second law.

Resetting rate quench - In the case of the stochas-
tic resetting work W SR and heat production rates can
also be evaluated as Ẇ SR = −λ⟨V (xt, t)⟩ and Q̇SR =∫
F (x, t)j(x, t)dx where F (x, t) is the force at time t and

j(x, t) the probability current, consequence of the NESS
nature of SR [38]. Under constant potential V (x), the

first law then simply reads Ẇ SR+Q̇SR = 0. Importantly,
both quantities vanish in the absence of an external con-
fining potential V (x, t).
The entropy associated with SR breaks into three dis-

tinct contributions

ṠSR
tot =

Q̇SR

T
+ ṠSR

sys − ṠSR
rst ≥ 0 (A9)

where the first and second term keeps the same inter-
pretation as above. The heat production being zero, the
first term vanishes in the absence of potential. The sys-
tem entropy being a state function which only depends of
the initial and final densities, its total production along a
λ-quench will be the same as in the potential quench (the
initial and final densities being the same in both cases).
This is verified on Fig. 6 (a) in the main text where in
the long-time limit we see SSR

sys(tf ) = Svp
sys(tf ) = 1 kB

(albeit in a shorter time for the SR-base protocol). It is
also plotted on Fig. 7 (c) for more cases. The third term
in the second law for SR is the so-called resetting entropy
production rate [38, 39]. It is associated with the con-
stant erasure of information at play during a SR process,
each resetting event erasing the information stored in the
stochastic position xt [29]. It is never zero, denoting the
NESS nature of SR which constantly produced entropy.
In initial and final NESSes, the production rate is con-
stant, during the transient it becomes a time-dependent
function.
In the protocol proposed in the main text, SR is used

only during the transient time τSR to bring the system
in its new equilibrium state in the final external poten-
tial. The entropic cost of such protocol can therefore be
evaluated as

∆SSR =

∫ τSR

0

ṠSR
tot(t)dt = ∆SSR

sys −
∫ τSR

0

ṠSR
rst dt. (A10)

where we recall that ∆SSR
sys = ∆Svp

sys has the same
contribution in the case of a potential quench. The
cost, i.e. the cumulative integral of this quantity is
plotted on Fig. 6 (a) in the main text as well as on
Fig. 7 (c) for more cases. Finally, the measure of
the entropic cost of the proposed accelerated protocol
proceeds in comparing minus the integrated resetting

entropy production rate −
∫ τSR

0
ṠSR
rst dt = 6.2 kB to

the heat dissipated by the standard potential quench
∆Qvp/T = (Qvp(tf )−Qvp(ti))/T = 2.4 kB.

Comparison with known optimal techniques
in harmonic potentials - In the case of harmonic
external potentials V (x) = κx2/2, SST methods exist [4]
and the full characterization of the energetics associated
allowed the derivation of optimal protocols [16] were
the dissipated work (and heat) is minimized for a given
acceleration with respect to thermal relaxation. Here we
propose to compare the entropic cost of the SR-induced
acceleration to the entropy generated by an optimal
protocol imposing the same 8-fold increase of the control
parameter and leading to the same 3.25 acceleration.
The physical meaning of such comparison is of course
limited since the optimal protocol applies on a harmonic
potential and while we work with linear v-shaped
potential. However, the fact that we obtain a very
similar cost is a promising result for the generalization
of SR-induced acceleration.

Two states defined respectively by κi and κf

are characterized by a free-energy difference ∆F =
kBT ln

√
κf/κi. For a step-like change of stiffness from κi

to κf the work reads ∆W ho,step = kBT (κf − κi)/(2κi).
For an optimal protocol imposing an n-fold acceleration
∆t ≡ τr/n, the work reads ∆W ho,opt = γ(

√
kBT/κi −√

kBT/κf )
2/(2∆t) + ∆F as detailed in [16]. The total

entropic cost in both cases reads ∆Sho
tot = (W ho−∆F )/T

which corresponds to the dissipated work divided by the
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FIG. 7. Entropy produced during a transition with
λ(tf )/λ(ti) spanning from 1/1.25 to 1/8. For all cases, the
entropy produced increases as the difference between states
increases. (a) system entropy for both potential quench (blue
line) and SR-induced transition (red line) (b) Heat dissipa-
tion for the potential quench (c) Integrated resetting entropy
production rate during the SR-induced transition. The non-
monotonic evolution of the associated SR-induced relaxation
time τSR is visible as the second inflection point in the various
curves.

temperature. Feeding in κf = 8× κi and ∆t = τr/3.5 to
stick to the conditions of the protocol studied here, on

obtains ∆Sho,step
tot = 2.16 kB and ∆Sho,opt

tot = 10.64 kB.
Those numbers are close to the obtained results for the
v-shaped step-like potential quench ∆Seq

tot = 2.96 kB and
for the SR-induced protocol ∆SSR

tot = 6.3 kB.

Appendix B: Compression and expansion

We detail here the differences between expansion (de-
crease of λ or b) and compression (increase of λ or b).

The relaxation time measured on the KL-divergence
is the time corresponding to the first point in the KL-
divergence to reach its final average value i.e. 1. We
refer to this time as the full relaxation time. The full re-
laxation time can be evaluated for variance as well, and
the result is shown Fig 8. It should not be confused with
the exponential characteristic time of the second moment
τexp, shown in the inset of Fig 4. The analytical expres-
sion Eq. (6) of the variance under SR allows us to obtain
an exact expression for the time needed for the variance
to reach a value arbitrarily close to the final steady-state
value. More precisely, we search for the time τSR,var such
that S(τSR,var) = 2D/λ(tf )+ϵ where ϵ can be arbitrarily
small. First, the variance equation is expressed in dimen-

FIG. 8. Relaxation times measured for the KL-divergence
(symbols) and on the variance (solid lines). In both case, it
corresponds to the time of the first point of the respective
quantity to reach the mean final value. On the top graph for
a SR-based protocol (with result Eq. (B2) as black dashed
line) and on the lower panel for a potential quench.

sionless units of space x̄ =

√
λ(tf )
2D x and time t̄ = λf t as

S̄(t̄) = ⟨x̄2( t̄ )⟩ = (θ − 1)e−t̄ + 1, (B1)

where θ = λ(ti)/λ(tf ). The full relaxation condition be-
comes S̄(t̄) = 1 + ϵ and we obtain,

τ̄SR,var = − ln(ϵ) + ln(|1− θ|), (B2)

where the absolute values apply to both compression and
expansion. The tolerance parameter ϵ is arbitrary and
the relation between the relaxation time and ϵ depends
on the simulation statistics. We therefore fit the variance
relaxation time shown in Fig. 8 (black dashed line) with
τ̄SR,var = α(β+ln(|1−θ|)) with α and β as fitting param-
eters. The same function Eq. B2 is used to fit the full
relaxation of the KL-divergence in Fig 4, showing that
both variance and KL-divergence relax following similar
time-scales.
Interestingly, the response to compression and to ex-

pansion are very different. For compression, both for SR-
based transformation (Fig. 9(a)) and potential quench
(Fig. 9(b)), the distribution takes a bi-Laplace shape,
well captured by both the exact result ρexact(x, t) and
our empirical model f(x, t). The front separating both
regions travels from the center towards the tails.
For expansion, both for SR-based transformation

(Fig. 9(c)) and potential expansion (Fig. 9(d)), the dis-
tribution possesses a Laplace core, but its tails have a
Gaussian character. Again, the front separating both
regions travels from the center towards the tails. For
the SR-based expansion, the system is prepared during
t < 0 in a state corresponding to a high resetting rate
and is evolving during t > 0 with a lower resetting rate.
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FIG. 9. Numerically measured histogram and associated ex-
act result (black solid lines). (a) SR-based compression from
λ(ti) = 200 to λ(tf ) = 1600 Hz, we represent both the initial
state (blue) and a transient state after t = 2.2 ms (red). (b)
V-shaped potential compression between similar states, both
initial state (turquoise) and transient (yellow) (c) SR-based
expansion from λ(ti) = 1600 to λ(tf ) = 200 Hz, both initial
state and transient after t = 3 ms. (d) V-shaped potential
expansion between similar states.

Namely, the resetting events become abruptly less fre-
quent. We, therefore, interpret both regions as follows:
(1) the core of the distribution corresponds to trajecto-
ries that already have undergone resetting with the new,
lower rate, and (2) the Gaussian tails correspond to tra-
jectories that are still freely diffusing. The tails are not
purely Gaussian because these transiently freely diffusing
trajectories are initially distributed along a Laplace pro-
file. For the potential expansion, the sudden decrease of
the potential slope corresponds effectively to an increase
of available volume. Here again, trajectories will tran-
siently experience a free expansion in the new volume,
bearing a Gaussian profile.

On the different panels of Fig. 9, we show measured his-

tograms in the initial state and during the transient, illus-
trating these different cases. The exact time-dependent
distribution (black solid line) always matches the mea-
sured histograms.

Appendix C: Transient probability density for SR

In this appendix we derive analytically the time-
dependant PDF for an SR process undergoing a sudden
change of resetting rate λ.

We consider a particle diffusing under stochastic re-
setting with resetting rate λi and diffusion coefficient D
which already reached its non-equilibrium steady state,
given by the well-known Laplace distribution Ps(x) =√

λi

4D e−
√

λi/D|x| [25]. At time t = 0, the resetting rate

is changed to λf . We look for the probability fs(x, t) of
finding the particle at position x, given time t. We will
define a Green’s function gs(x, t|y), which is the proba-
bility of finding the particle at position x, given time t,
and given that the particle was at position y at t = 0.
fs(x, t) is given by

fs(x, t) =

∫ ∞

−∞
gs(x, t|y)Ps(y) dy ⇒ f̃s(x, s) (C1)

=

∫ ∞

−∞
g̃s(x, s|y)Ps(y) dy, (C2)

where f̃s(x, s) and g̃s(x, s|y) are the Laplace transforms
of the propagator fs(x, t) and of the Green’s func-
tion gs(x, t|y) evaluated at Laplace variable s, respec-
tively. The Laplace transform of the Green’s function
for stochastic resetting was calculated before using re-
newal theory and is given by g̃s(x, s|y) = G̃0(x, λf +

s|y) + λf

s G̃0(x, λf + s|0), where G̃0(x, s|y) is the Laplace
transform of the free diffusion propagator given by

G̃(x, s|y) = 1
2
√
sD

e−
√

s
D |x−y| [26]. Plugging everything

back to Eq. (C1) gives

f̃s(x, s) =
λf

2
√
(λf + s)D

e−
√

λf+s

D |x| +

√
λi

s+ λf

1

4D

∫ ∞

−∞
e−

√
s+λf

D |x−y|−
√

λi
D |y| dy. (C3)

Solving the integral gives the propagator for the relaxation in Laplace space

f̃s(x, s) =
1

2
√
D(λi − λf − s)

[
(λi − λf )

√
λf + s

s
exp

(
−
√

λf + s

D
|x|

)
−
√
λi exp

(
−
√

λi

D
|x|

)]
. (C4)

We can see that taking the limit lims→0 sf̃s(x, s) re-
produces the non-equilibrium steady state with resetting

rate λf . One can invert the Laplace transform numeri-
cally and obtain the time-dependent PDF,ρexact(x, t), us-
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ing Eq. (C4). ρexact(x, t) agrees well with our empirical
PDF f(x, t) defined in Eq. (4). Both are plotted together
with the numerical histograms in Fig.9. Here, like in the
case studied in [41] a single time-dependant front x0(t)
splits both domain. The time-dependence of x0(t) is the
only parameter when fitting the measured histograms to
f(x, t) and the time-dependant result is shown in Fig. 3
of the main text.

FIG. 10. Evaluation of the limit on the precision of a nu-
merical evaluation of x0(t). A thousand consecutive measured
PDF on an ensemble on 105 trajectories in final steady-state
(blue to green), average and standard deviation of the mea-
sured position at a given value Pf (x) (black triangle) and
transient f(x, t) defined by x0(t) = 1.3× 10−7 m.

Importantly, the numerically measured values of x0(t)
only keeps a physical significance in a defined range. On
Fig. 10 we show the dispersion in numerical histogram’s
tails. This will lead to an upper bound on the measurable
values of x0 As seen here with the red line, f(x, t) defined
by x0(t) = 1.3× 10−7 m falls into the errobars on the es-
timation of x until the tail of the histogram. Any larger
value of x0(t) will also fall within the same standard devi-
ation. We therefore use this value of x0(t) = 1.3×10−7 m
as an upper bound set by numerical precision (it corre-
sponds to the limit of the x0(t) plot the main text) for
this given statistics.

Appendix D: Relaxation of the Moments in
Stochastic Resetting

The propagator in Eq. (C4) is symmetric around the
origin. Hence, all the odd moments are zero at any time.
We compute the even moments ⟨X̃2n(s)⟩ using the fact
that

∫∞
−∞ x2ne−α|x| dx = 2Γ(2n + 1)α−2n−1, where Γ(y)

is the gamma function. The even moments are given by,

⟨X̃2n(s)⟩ = Γ(2n+ 1)Dn

λi − λf − s

[
λi − λf

s(λf + s)n
− 1

λn
i

]
. (D1)

We can describe the relaxation by calculating the dif-
ference between the time-dependent moment and its fi-
nal value in the steady state. The time-dependent mo-
ment is obtained by inverting the aforementioned Laplace
transform.The even moments at the final steady state are
given by, Γ(2n+ 1)(D/λf )

n, leading to,

⟨X2n(t)−X2n
ss ⟩ = (D2)

Γ(2n+ 1)Dn

Γ(n)

[
Γ(n, λit)

λn
i

e(λi−λf )t − Γ(n, λf t)

λn
f

]
, (D3)

where ⟨X2n
ss ⟩ is the 2n moment at the steady state, and

Γ(n, x) =
∫∞
x

yn−1e−y dy is the upper incomplete gamma

function. In the limit of t ≫ λ−1
i , λ−1

f we can ap-

proximate the incomplete gamma function by Γ(n, x) ∼
xn−1e−x to obtain

⟨X2n(t)−X2n
ss ⟩ ∼

(
1

λi
− 1

λf

)
Γ(2n+ 1)

Γ(n)
Dntn−1e−λf t.

(D4)
At long times, the moments decay like a power law mul-
tiplied by an exponential with a characteristic rate equal
to the new resetting rate. Because Γ(1, x) = e−x, the
variance decays exponentially for all times as,

⟨X2(t)−X2
ss⟩ = 2D

(
1

λi
− 1

λf

)
e−λf t. (D5)

Appendix E: Relaxation in The V-Shape Potential

Here, we derive the transient relaxation of the PDF
in a V-shape potential after a potential quench. We use
a similar Green’s function approach to the one used in
the case of SR. We denote the spread of the distribution
by α ≡ b/kBT . For the initial force constant, we will
denote the spread of the distribution by αi and for the
final one by αf . Therefore, the initial distribution reads

Peq(x) =
αi

2 e−αi|x|. The Green’s function is given by [52]

gV (x, t|y) =
Θ(xy)

2
√
πDt

exp

[
− (|x| − |y|+ αfDt)2

4Dt

]
+

Θ(−xy)

2
√
πDt

exp (−αf |x|) exp
[
− (|x|+ |y| − αfDt)2

4Dt

]
+

+
αf

4
exp (−αf |x|)erfc

(
|x|+ |y| − αfDt

2
√
Dt

)
,

(E1)
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where Θ(x) is the Heaviside function and erfc(x) is the complementary error function. By integrating it over the
initial condition, one can find the relaxation of the distribution between two V-shaped potentials,

fV (x, t) =
αi

2

∫ ∞

−∞
e−αi|y|gV (x, t|y) dy =

=
(αi

4
− αf

4

)
eαi(αi−αf )Dte(αi−αf )|x|erfc

[
αi

√
Dt+

|x| − αfDt

2
√
Dt

]
+

αf

4
e−αf |x|erfc

[
|x| − αfDt

2
√
Dt

]
+

+
αi

4
eαi(αi−αf )Dte−αi|x|erfc

[
αi

√
Dt− |x|+ αfDt

2
√
Dt

] (E2)

This result is shown on Fig 9 together with mea-
sured PDF for both compression (panel b) and expansion
(panel c).

Appendix F: Relaxation of the Variance in the
V-Shape Potential

By computing the second moment of the distribution in
Eq. (E2) and identifying the slowest decaying transient,
we obtain at long times for αf > 2αi

⟨X2(t)⟩ = 2

α2
f

+
2αf

αi∆α

(
1

αi
− 1

∆α

)
e−∆α αiDt, (F1)

where ∆α = αf−αi. Therefore the relaxation of the vari-
ance after a potential quench is slower than the relaxation
after a resetting rate increase, which is characterized by
an exponential relaxation at a rate of α2

fD.

Appendix G: Finite-time resetting

If each resetting event takes a finite time, then it needs
to be compared to the acceleration gained with respect
to the potential quench protocol.

More precisely, finite-time SR stays beneficial only if
the accelerated relaxation time τSR plus the time needed
for each resetting events is still smaller than τr.

tc =
1

λ

(
τr
τSR

− 1

)
(G1)

For a resetting rate λ, we can define N ≡ λ ∗ τSR as
the average number of resetting events needed during the
transient. Having in mind the protocol presented in the
paper, this corresponds to the minimal (average) num-
ber of resetting to accelerate a transition between equi-
librium states. If each resetting events takes a time t, the
finite-time SR stays beneficial as long as τSR + Nt ≤ τr
which allow to define a critical maximal time per reset-
ting events

On Fig. 11 we plot the critical time tc as a function
of the final resetting rate, with constant initial λi = 200
Hz. tc ranges from hundreds of milliseconds for small λf

(i.e. for large decompression with very long relaxation

FIG. 11. Maximal time (in milliseconds) allowed per reset-
ting event to still obtain a net acceleration with respect to a
potential quench. It is plotted as a function of the final re-
setting rate λf with constant λi = 200 Hz. The black dashed
line corresponds to λ(ti)/λ(tf )

rates) down to a millisecond for large λf (i.e. strong
compression with very short relaxation time). On all this
range, the experimental feasibility of such acceleration
is clear. Indeed, by inducing resetting via intermittent
strong optical traps, the relaxation times implied and
hence the time needed for each resetting event can be
shorter than a millisecond [29].
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tracting maximum power from active colloidal heat en-
gines, Europhysics Letters 121, 60005 (2018).
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