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We use Brownian dynamics simulations to study a model of a cyclic bacterial heat engine based
on a harmonically confined colloidal probe particle in a bath formed by active Brownian particles.
For intermediate activities, active noise experienced by large enough probes becomes Gaussian with
exponential autocorrelation function. We show that, in this experimentally pertinent regime, the
probability densities for stochastic work, heat, and efficiency are well represented by those of an
effective active Ornstein-Uhlenbeck particle (AOUP). Due to the probe’s fast relaxation in the
potential in typical experimental implementations, good agreement can prevail even when the noise
autocorrelation function develops non-exponential tails. Our results show that the AOUP provides
a convenient and accurate, analytically tractable effective model to mimic and analyze experimental
bacterial heat engines, especially when operating with comparatively large probes and stiff traps.

I. INTRODUCTION

Recent developments in micro-manipulation tech-
niques now allow the construction of tiny heat engines
using a single Brownian particle [1, 2], or even electrons
in a quantum dot [3], as the working medium. Thermo-
dynamic variables characterizing these devices fluctuate
strongly [4]. The framework of stochastic thermodynam-
ics [5, 6] extends the macroscopic notions of work and
heat to describe these fluctuating engines and their effi-
ciencies. The classical results are recovered upon aver-
aging [7]. A recent experiment studying a colloidal heat
engine operating in a bacterial bath [8] led to the gener-
alization of this framework to encompass Brownian heat
engines operating in active baths [9-12].

When the probe-bath interaction can be captured by
an effective temperature, the heat engine with an ac-
tive bath obeys the same (average) thermodynamics and
achieves the same performance as with a fictitious equi-
librium bath at the same temperature [10, 13]. The map-
ping thus allows one to derive bounds on the performance
of an active heat engine from the second law of thermo-
dynamics. Furthermore, it provides a route how to repre-
sent the thermodynamics of complicated non-equilibrium
heat baths by much simpler, effective models.

In this work, we study how far such a reduced model
for the active heat engine reproduces not only the (av-
erage) thermodynamic variables but also their stochastic
fluctuations. In contrast to previous computer simula-
tions, where the active bath was assumed to provide an
exponentially correlated noise [14, 15], we go one step
further and consider a cyclic heat engine based on a har-
monically confined colloidal particle interacting with an
explicitly modeled active bath composed of interacting
active Brownian particles. Our model heat engine is in-
spired by the bacterial heat engine of Ref. [8], and its
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(average) thermodynamic performance is analyzed in a
companion paper [13].

A general theoretical approach to develop low-
dimensional coarse-grained models from complicated
many-body systems is to integrate out degrees of free-
dom that are not of interest [16]. This procedure requires
a faithful mathematical description of the complete ex-
perimental system to which the coarse-graining shall be
applied, which might not be available in the case of a
bacterial heat bath. Theoretical work often resorts to the
(questionable) limit of weak bath-probe coupling [17, 18]
and yields viscoelastic probe dynamics with a friction ker-
nel and a (generally non-Gaussian [19]) noise with multi-
ple time-scales. It leaves the practitioner somewhat puz-
zled with regard to its experimental implications. The
following is intended to provide a remedy in this regard.

As our main result, we find that for a wide range of
experimentally relevant parameter values, the probe is
surprisingly well described by a harmonically confined
active Ornstein-Uhlenbeck particle (AOUP) [20] with ex-
ponentially correlated Gaussian noise and without neces-
sitating a friction renormalization. The coarse-grained
effective model reproduces quantitatively the work, heat,
and efficiency distributions of the simulated active heat
engine, even when the noise autocorrelation function is
non-exponential. The AOUP model is linear, and thus,
besides providing a significant speed-up of computer sim-
ulations, it is also amenable to analytical treatment by
techniques described in Ref. [4], providing explicit exact
results for simple driving protocols. It thus becomes a
very convenient tool for fitting and interpreting exper-
imental data, which is particularly useful for measur-
ing probability densities or large deviation functions, for
which getting good statistics is a challenge.

The manuscript is structured as follows. In Sec. II, the
full numerical model of a colloidal heat engine operating
in an active bath is introduced. The statistics of the
colloid’s position and the noise autocorrelation function
are discussed in Sec. ITI. As our main result, we show
in Sec. IV how to use the AOUP model to reproduce
the stochastic work, heat, and efficiency. We conclude in
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FIG. 1. Active heat engine, numerical setup, and protocols

(graphics adapted from Ref. [13]). (a) Snapshot of the simu-
lated two-dimensional setup, showing the passive tracer (blue
disk), which is trapped by a parabolic potential (green) and
interacts with a bath of active particles (red disks) in a sol-
vent (blue). (b) Cycle protocols of the trap stiffness k(t) and
solvent temperature T'(¢t) of the colloidal Stirling engine [1].
(c) The activity of the bath particles is governed by a time-
dependent Péclet number Pe(t) that follows the solvent tem-
perature.

Sec. V.

II. MODEL OF A BACTERIAL HEAT ENGINE

We study a colloidal probe particle trapped in a har-
monic potential U(r) = kr? /2 of stiffness k and diffusing
in a suspension of ABPs, as sketched in Fig. 1(a). The
dynamics of the probe’s position vector obeys the over-
damped Langevin equation
As the only modification from the companion paper [13],
the probe’s diameter dy and accordingly its mobility
po = pud/do and translational diffusivity DY = kpTug =
Dyd/dy are allowed to differ from those of the N bath
ABPs. The dynamics of the latter is governed by the
overdamped Langevin equations (for i = 1,..., N)

7;2' :ﬂFi+Uani+ \V 2Dt )
0, = /2D, v; .

The mutually independent unbiased normalized Gaus-
sian white noises £, &;, and v; model the thermal noise

(2)

of the solvent at temperature 7', in which the colloid
and the ABPs are suspended. Only the latter self-
propel at a constant speed v, along their orientations
n; = (cosb;, sinf;), while their orientation angles 6; dif-
fuse with rotational diffusivity D,.. As in the experiment,
their motion is assumed to be unaffected by the trap po-
tential.

The particles only interact when closer than r;; = |r; —
rj| < 21/3dg. Here, and in Eq. (3), 4 = 0 is understood
to refer to the probe. For mutual interactions between
ABPs, the effective diameter dog is given by the bath
particle radius d, and for interactions with the probe by
der = (dp 4+ d)/2. The repulsive interparticle forces F
and F; derive from an isotropic soft pair potential

deﬁ ¢ deﬁ K 1
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with energy scale € > kgT.

The described setup was designed to model the col-
loidal heat engine in a bacterial bath previously studied
in experiments [8]. As in Ref. [13], we therefore choose
model parameters that mimic the experimental condi-
tions. For micron-sized particles (d = 1pm), the corre-
sponding Stokes mobility is 1 =5 x 107 skg ™! for water
at temperature 290 K and a realistic rotational diffusivity
is D, = 1 Hz, which are the values used throughtout our
study.

The dynamical equations are solved (iteratively) using
Brownian dynamics simulations with time step dt = 20 ps
inside a square box of side length L with periodic bound-
ary conditions. We employ a moderate bath packing frac-
tion ¢ = N7d?/4L? = 0.2 and particle number N = 102
for “small” probe sizes (dp < 5pm) and N = 500 for
“larger” ones (dop > 5pm).

Thermodynamic control parameters are the stiffness
of the trap k for the probe and the swim speed v, of
ABPs. As in the experiments, T is assumed to determine
the swim speed v,. The probe particle is subjected to a
cyclic driving protocol of period ¢, = 22s, mimicking the
Stirling cycle [1, 8, 13]. It consists of piecewise constant
and linear profiles in the trap stiffness k(t) and solvent
temperature T'(t), which are modulated between ki =
1.15x 107" Npm ™~ and kmax = 1.87x 107 Nuym~—! and
T, = 290K and T}, = 313K, as depicted in Fig. 1(b). The
durations of isothermal and isochoric processes are set to
7s and 4s, respectively, as in the experiment [8]. The
ABPs’ activity Pe(t) follows the solvent temperature T'(¢)
in the range Pe € [1,10%], as shown in Fig. 1(c). The non-
dimensional Péclet number is Pe = v,/dD,. Energy is
measured in units of kg7, = 4.002 N pm and observables
are saved at a rate of At = 2ms, as in the experiments [8].

III. STATISTICS OF THE TRACER PARTICLE

In this section, we find a range of relative probe
sizes and bath activities for which the active noise F' in



Eq. (1) is Gaussian and exponentially correlated, which
are the conditions for coarse-graining the heat engine to
the AOUP model. The dynamical equation (1) for the
probe’s position is linear; hence, the noise is Gaussian
when the position is Gaussian distributed. In Sec. IIT A,
we, therefore, assess the non-Gaussianity of the probe
position distribution in a stationary trap potential by
means of its fourth cumulant and diffusive rescaling. In
Sec. III B, we study the active noise’s autocorrelation
function (ACF). It is found that, to a good approxi-
mation, the relevant properties of the active bath are
independent of the probe’s dynamics, trap stiffness, and
background noise intensity. Therefore, the depicted mea-
surements are limited to constant driving parameters
k = kmin and T = T, corresponding to their minima
in the Stirling protocol.

A. Position distribution of the probe

We consider first the effect of the relative probe size on
its position distribution for fixed diameter but different
values of the Péclet number of the ABPs in the bath.
Since the intensity of the individual particle collisions
has a finite variance, the central limit theorem implies
that the probability density of the active noise intensity
experienced by the probe should become Gaussian with
increasing relative probe size dg/d due to the increasing
collision frequency. Due to the radial symmetry of the
potential, the probability densities for x and y compo-
nents of the position vector r are the same.

In Fig. 2, we show the distributions p(x) for the x
coordinate of the probe. The color codes for the activity
in the top panels (a) and (b) and the probe diameter in
the bottom panels (¢) and (d). At Pe = 0, p(z) is given
by the Boltzmann distribution

_ k —ka?/2kpT.
P@) =\ 57 . (4)

It stays approximately Gaussian for weak activity (Pe <
5), while at higher activities (Pe > 5), exponential tails
appear, and only the center of the distribution remains
Gaussian. The Gaussian center of the distribution is due
to the background thermal noise, as was also observed
in the experiment [8]. The tails arise from rare “head-on
collisions” of persistent active particles with the probe,
which result in large displacements. In an intermediate
regime, our numerical p(z) can be fitted well by a su-
perposition of Gaussian and Laplacian distributions, as
proposed in Refs. [21, 22]. At the highest Pe-values con-
sidered (Pe = 10?), the tails are no longer purely expo-
nential, and the fit fails.

Rescaling the distributions by their standard devia-
tions 4/ makes them collapse when they are approxi-
mately Gaussian (so-called diffusive scaling [21, 22]). Fig-
ure 2(b) shows that increasing the bath activity Pe makes
the tails of p(z) more non-Gaussian. The lower two pan-
els in Fig. 2(c)-(d) show raw and scaled p(x) for different
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FIG. 2. Position distributions p(z) for the z-coordinate of

the trapped probe: (a), (b) for small probe size do = d = 1 pm
and varying activity Pe (color code), showing heavy tails for
higher activities compared to the normal distribution at Pe =
0; (c), (d) at large constant Pe = 100, for increasing probe
diameter do (color code) approaching a Gaussian shape; (b),
(d) rescaling the histograms by their standard deviation /o
makes them collapse in case they are Gaussian [21, 22]. Data
measured at kmin and Te.

probe sizes (color code) at the highest activity Pe = 100.
As expected, the distributions are non-Gaussian for small
relative probe diameters (blue curves) and gradually be-
come Gaussian upon increasing dp (red curves).

To verify our conclusion that decreasing bath activ-
ity or increasing probe size makes the active noise more
Gaussian, we investigated the variance and the kurtosis
of the position distribution. The mean and skewness of
the distributions are zero due to symmetry. We therefore
focus on the even moments in the following.

The variance o = (r?) controls the average ther-
modynamic performance of the active heat engine, re-
gardless of the shape of the position distribution. In
Fig. 3(a), o is represented in terms of the equivalent ef-
fective temperature Teg = ko/(2kp) [10, 13], which ex-
hibits an approximately quadratic growth both in terms
of probe size dy and activity Pe, except for the passive
result (Pe = 0) at the bottom, for which T = T..
This behavior is in accord with the theoretical expec-
tation, Teg = T + ﬁ%, valid for the effective
AOUP and ABP models [10, 13]. Generally, consider-
ing only the Gaussian center to define an effective tem-
perature underestimates the phenomenologically correct
T = ko /(2kp) and the associated work and heat, con-
sistent with the second law [8]. As a technical remark,
we note that for large activities and probe sizes, it is im-
portant to consider a bigger system with N = 500 ABPs
and the same density to avoid finite size effects, as we ob-
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FIG. 3. Second and fourth cumulants of the position dis-
tribution p(x) over the relative probe size do/d for different
activities (color code). Dashed lines in (a) are quadratic fits.
Data measured at kmin and Te.

served Teg to be noticeably underestimated for d. > 5 pm
and N = 102

The excess kurtosis x in Fig. 3(b) quantifies how much
the distributions deviate from a Gaussian (kx = 0). In
agreement with our conclusions from Fig. 2, we observe
highly non-Gaussian effects for small probes dy ~ d and
high activities (Pe 2 10) when the measured kurtosis ap-
proaches k = 3, corresponding to that for the Laplacian
distribution p(z) = e~1*l/2. An increase in probe size
leads to a decline in &, as the noise fluctuations even-
tually become Gaussian, in accord with the central limit
theorem and literature results. Indeed, leptokurtic distri-
butions were theoretically predicted for a 1d model with
shot noise [19] and experimentally observed for tracer dy-
namics on cell substrates [23]. Gaussian force and posi-
tion distributions were found for an underdamped model
of a large, heavy probe in an active bath [24, 25].

B. Active noise autocorrelations

To identify the parameter regime where the active
noise F' in Eq. (1) is not only Gaussian but also exponen-
tially correlated, we sampled its ACF in our simulations
at constant stiffness & = kn;, and temperature T = T,
using a sampling rate of dt = 20 s instead of At = 2ms
as used elsewhere in the paper. We checked that the re-
sults are not visibly dependent on the trap stiffness, as it
is expected since the active bath is coupled to the poten-
tial only indirectly and weakly, via the interactions with
the probe particle. When analyzing experimental data,
one can approximately access the ACF of F' by studying
the autocorrelation of © + pgkr, which is proportional
to the sum of active and white noise o F + /2DY¢. In
experiments, both quantities will be integrated over a
sampling time interval At. Furthermore, since we found
the cross-correlation (F'(t) - £(0)) to be negative in our
simulations [13], we expect it to also affect the ACF mea-
sured in experiments. Nevertheless, results from our sim-
ulations should be sufficiently generic to provide quanti-

tative estimates for the case of interest, namely when
one can successfully model experiments with an effective
AOUP. Besides, it turns out that, for the stiff traps em-
ployed in recent experiments [8], the more easily checked
requirement of Gaussian noise fluctuations is much more
relevant than the condition of exponential noise ACFs.

Several example ACFs for the active noise obtained
from our simulations are shown in Fig. 4(a) for dy = d.
The general overall trend is a speed-up of the decay with
increasing activity. At high activities (Pe 2 20), the
ACFs decay exponentially, indicated by the dashed expo-
nential fits. The passive and low-activity ACF's exhibit a
two-step decay, revealing some non-hydrodynamic short-
time contributions. They are better approximated by a
weighted sum of an exponential and a stretched exponen-
tial (dash-dotted lines),

cre” VT 4 cpemt/m2 (5)

with 75/71 ~ 10%, and 7y ~ 1072s. The same form of
the noise ACF has previously been observed in a similar
system with a different interaction potential [26].

For the larger relative probe size dy/d = 10 and high
activities (Pe 2 20) in Fig. 4(b), we find the ACFs to
decay more rapidly. They can be fitted by compressed
exponentials

ce— (/)7 (6)

with a > 1, shown by the dotted lines in Fig. 4(b).

We attribute these behaviors of the ACF to different
spatial configurations and degrees of clustering of the ac-
tive bath particles induced by the interactions with the
probe [27]. For dilute active systems below densities at
which global motility-induced phase separation occurs,
the mean cluster size was found to grow linearly with
the swim speed of the ABPs [28, 29]. The simulation
snapshots in Figs. 4(c)-(e) and the distributions of lo-
cal densities in Fig. 11 in App. A indeed suggest an in-
creased clustering of the bath ABPs around the probe,
with growing activity. In the passive or low-activity
regime (Pe < 20), when the ACF has the form of a
stretched exponential, the bath in Fig. 4(c) appears fluid-
like. When the bath activity is increased, the ABPs form
small motility-induced clusters, mainly located close to
the probe, according to Fig. 4(d), in the activity regime
of the exponential active noise ACF. For the highest ac-
tivity displayed in Fig. 4(e), the probe is surrounded by
small clusters, which presumably induces the fast decay
of the ACF.

IV. FLUCTUATIONS

Let us now turn to the fluctuating thermodynamics of
the active heat engine. According to the stochastic en-
ergetics formalism established by Sekimoto [5, 30], the
stochastic work and heat per cycle are obtained by split-
ting up the rate of change of the probe’s potential energy
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FIG. 4. Noise autocorrelation functions (ACFs) for a pas-
sive tracer in an active bath. (a),(b) show ACFs of the active
component 17 = poF of the noise in Eq. (1), as measured in
the simulations, and (c)-(e) the corresponding snapshots of
the active bath. Identical colors in (a) and (b) correspond to
the same bath activity (swim speeds of ABPs) but different
effective temperatures Teg and probe sizes do. For do = d
in (a), the ACF can be fitted by a weighted sum (5) of an
exponential and a stretched exponential with stretching ex-
ponent 1/2 (dash-dotted lines), and at higher activities by an
exponential (dashed lines), see appendix of [13] for more data.
For the larger probe (b), dashed lines mark exponential fits
at small and intermediate activities. For Pe 2 20, the decay
can be fitted by the compressed exponential in Eq. (6) (dot-
ted lines). The snapshots in the lower panels were taken for
do/d =10 and Teg = 319K in (c), Teg = 2556 K in (d), and
T = 61027K in (e).

according to U = l%r2/2 + kr - 7. The contribution to U
due to a variation of the externally controlled parameter
k represents the stochastic power flowing into the system.
The work performed on the engine per cycle thus reads

w = %/0 k(E)r2(8) dt . (M)

The second contribution to U is identified as the rate of
heating. The stochastic heat input into the engine per
cycle is then

G — / K(t)r(t) - #(6)0(8) dt (8)

The Heaviside step function ©(d) is nonzero when the
variance grows (¢ > 0), which signals phases of system-
atic heating of the “medium”. These are the branches II
(literal heating) and IIT (compression at maximum tem-
perature and activity) of the cycle. The ratio of output
work —w and input heat gi, defines the stochastic effi-
CienCY7 Ns = _w/qin [317 32]
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FIG. 5. Distributions of (a) stochastic output work —w, (b)
input heat gin and (c) efficiency 7, for several Teg (color code)
and dyp = d, obtained from simulations, and their mean values
(vertical lines). For each color, the more opaque solid lines
in (a) and (b) represent the model fits described in the text.
The work distributions p(—w) have a Gaussian center and
exponential tails and are (linearly) symmetric with respect to
their mean. The heat distributions p(gin) become increasingly
antisymmetric with growing T.g and can be approximated by
exponentials with different decay rates on both sides of the
maximum. (c) Distributions p(ns) of the stochastic efficiency.

A. Full model with active particle bath

For notational conciseness, we will distinguish the
probability densities by their dependent variable in the
following, using the same symbol p for all of them. The
distributions p(—w) of the stochastic work per cycle ob-
tained from simulations of the active heat engine are
shown as translucent lines in Fig. 5(a). Vertical lines
at the mean work, W,y = —(w), intersect with the max-
ima of the distributions, showing p(—w) are symmetric
around —(w), which is a result of performing the cy-
cle almost quasi-statically [4]. (That the distributions
in the figure appear asymmetric is caused by the dou-
ble logarithmic scale.) The distributions exhibit a Gaus-
sian center around the mean work and exponential tails,
which is underscored by fitting Gaussian-Laplacian dis-
tributions (straight opaque solid lines) to the simulation
data. This shape of the work distribution is commonly
reported in the literature [4, 33-36]. The Gaussian cen-
ter corresponds to a large number of ‘typical trajectories’
yielding output work close to the mean value and is a
universal consequence of the central limit theorem. On
the other hand, the tails correspond to rare independent
collisions, yielding exceptionally large or small values of
work.



The distributions p(gi,) of the stochastic heat accepted
by the engine per cycle obtained from the simulations are
shown as translucent lines in Fig. 5(b), together with fits
by asymmetric Laplacian distributions. The heat dis-
tributions have broad asymmetric tails around a Gaus-
sian center, which is also much narrower than that of
the work distributions. This indicates that work done
by cyclic heat engines is a self-averaging quantity, whose
Gaussian character improves with increasing cycle dura-
tion, while the heat fluctuations can remain large even
for quasi-static driving [4, 37].

Figure 5(c) shows the distributions p(ns) of the
stochastic efficiency from our simulations. The proba-
bility distributions have very heavy tails, and all of their
moments diverge due to the sensitivity of the efficiency to
small denominators [38]. Higher physical relevance than
p(ns) has the large deviation function of the stochastic
efficiency [31, 32, 39-41]. We decided to calculate the
stochastic efficiency distributions because their complex
shape poses a stern test for the validity of the mapping
to the AOUP model. The classical efficiency distribu-
tion is bimodal with peaks at negative and positive 7,
for zero activity, corresponding to heat engine and re-
frigerator modes of operation of the system [38]. With
increasing activity, we find that p(n,) becomes unimodal
with a maximum at a positive 7.

B. Effective AOUP model

As our main results, we demonstrate in this section
that numerical distributions of work, heat, and efficiency
from the full model of Sec. II can be reproduced by an
effective AOUP model when the active noise F' is Gaus-
sian during the whole cycle and exponentially correlated
during the large-activity part of the cycle.

The AOUP model is described by coupled overdamped
Langevin equations for the probe position r and the ac-
tive noise term v, which can be interpreted as the swim

J

kmax
Wout = kB (Th - T(') log L + kB (Tﬂkmin + 1) [ATeH - (Th

min

where the effective temperature difference [10, 13]

D,
,Uka (Tﬂkmin + 1)

Alg =T, — T, + (11)

neglects the effect of a small swim speed during the cold
isotherm (T = T) for the effective model [13]. The noise

speed of an active particle,

P = —pkr + v+ \/2D&;
T =—v++2D,&,,

where the zero-mean, unit-variance Gaussian white
noises &; and &, represent fluctuations in an equilibrium
solvent [42, 43]. The equivalent of the force exerted on
the probe by the active bath in Eq. (1) is thus given
by F = v/pu, i.e., by the swim force of an effective mi-
croswimmer, a property that could hold more generally
for thermodynamic interfaces in active baths [44]. After
formally solving Eq. (9), one finds the velocity autocorre-
lation function (n(t)-n(0)) = 2D.e~*/" /7, where T plays
the role of a rotational diffusivity or persistence time of
the effective microswimmer. The values of the mobil-
ity u, trap stiffness k, and diffusivity D; in the effective
model (9) remain those of Sec. II. The active noise inten-
sity D,, and the persistence time 7, are determined from
fits to our above simulation data for the passive tracer in
the active bath.

In Sec. III, we found that the active noise ACF from
the simulations is exponentially correlated for sufficiently
high activity (Pe 2 10) for small probes (dy = d) [13, 26],
and intermediate activity (10 < Pe < 20) for larger
probes (dyp = 5d). We also found that sufficiently large
probes experience Gaussian active noise. For the param-
eters used in our study, the active noise was always close
to Gaussian for dy/d ~ 10. To fit the AOUP model to our
simulations, we thus extract the persistence time 7 from
the decay of the measured active noise ACF at the max-
imum Péclet number throughout the cycle. In the same
spirit, the magnitudes of the ACF's could be used to de-
termine also D,, but this would require measuring the
ACF for all Péclet numbers during the cycle. We there-
fore determined D, by instead requiring that the mean
work per cycle in the effective model equals that found
in the simulations. Therefor, we used the analytical ex-
pression for the mean work W, done in the considered
quasi-static cycle by a heat engine based on the effective
AQUP [13],

9)

kmax(Tﬂkmin + ]-)
kmin(T,U/kmax + 1) ’

—T.)] log

(

intensity of the effective model can then be expressed as

Wout — kB (Th - Tc) log BSmax

Da/pt = me - (12)
log o — log T

min

where Wy is the average work numerically measured in
the simulation.

Let us now test the ability of the effective AOUP model
to predict work, heat, and efficiency fluctuations of the
tracer. The bath activity Pe in the considered protocol



varies between a negligible minimum and a maximum
value. Our analysis in Sec. III implies that low activ-
ity universally implies double-exponential decay of the
ACF, and thus, the actual active noise cannot be expo-
nentially correlated during the whole cycle. Nevertheless,
the considered range of trap stiffnesses and mobilities im-
plies that the relaxation time of the probe position in the
harmonic trap, (uok)™!, is on the order of milliseconds,
i.e., much shorter than the relaxation time of the active
noise in a realistic parameter regime. The stiff trap thus
filters out correlations in the active noise occurring at
timescales longer than (ugk)~! from the probe dynam-
ics. During the brief relaxation episodes in the trap, the
noise ACF changes only very slowly and can thus ap-
proximately be fitted by an exponential even when it is
globally non-exponential.

Indeed, Figs. 6, 7, and 8 corroborate that, for a large
probe (dp = 10d), for which the active noise is Gaussian
for all Pe, the distributions obtained from the effective
AOUP model and the simulations agree nicely, regardless
of the precise form of the ACF. This holds, in particular,
for the broad heat and efficiency distributions. Devia-
tions in the tails of the work distributions are minimal in
Fig. 7 and increase as the part of the cycle during which
the active noise ACF is non-exponential grows. Simi-
larly, the probability densities nicely agree for a small
probe (dp = d) and low activity in Fig. 9, where the noise
ACF is approximately Gaussian with £ < 0.5. Increasing
noise activity and non-Gaussianity render the agreement
worse, as shown in Fig. 10, for which the ACF is exponen-
tial, but the position distribution is highly non-Gaussian.

To close this section, we note that increasing the probe
diameter increases the relaxation time of its position in
the harmonic trap. This means that for dy/d = 10, as
used in Figs. 6, 7, and 8, the cycle is perceived as effec-
tively 10 times faster by the probe than for dy/d = 1, as
in Figs. 9 and 10. As a result, the cycles for dy/d = 10
are no longer approximately quasi-static. Instead of sym-
metric work distributions [33], they, therefore, generate
a long exponential tail of positive work values.

V. CONCLUSION AND OUTLOOK

We studied a numerical model of a cyclic bacterial heat
engine for varying sizes of the colloidal tracer and differ-
ent swim speeds of the surrounding active bath parti-
cles. We identified parameter regimes where an effective
AOUP toy model exhibits the same stochastic thermody-
namics as a full-fledged Brownian dynamics simulation of
the engine. The most important condition is that active
noise experienced by the tracer is Gaussian, which occurs
for moderate bath activities when the tracer particle is
several times larger than the bath particles but also for
comparable particle sizes and low activities. Secondly,
the noise autocorrelation function should be exponential,
which occurs for intermediate activities. However, the
latter requirement can be softened by using stiff traps,
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FIG. 6. Distributions of stochastic work w, heat ¢, and

efficiency 7)s in the effective AOUP model (dashed lines) com-
pared to the full model (solid lines) for a large probe size (do =
10d). The bath activity during the cycle was varied in the
interval Pe € [1,10], or equivalently, Teg € [296 K, 2556 K].
From Figs. 2(d) and 3, it follows that the active noise is in
this parameter regime almost Gaussian. From Fig. 4(b), it
further follows that the noise ACF is exponential along the
hot isotherm.

inducing fast relaxation of the tracer position, and fil-
tering out the non-exponential part of the noise autocor-
relation function. Such stiff traps are commonly used in
current experiments with bacterial heat engines [8], mak-
ing the AOUP an ideal model to reproduce or analyze the
measured data. Noteworthy, we have performed a sim-
ilar analysis using the active Brownian particle (ABP)
model [10], which is very similar to the AOUP except
that the active noise fluctuations are non-Gaussian, find-
ing no nontrivial parameter regime where the fluctuations
of the full-fledged model and the ABP model would agree.

When the mapping of the tracer dynamics in the active
bath to that of the effective active Ornstein-Uhlenbeck
particle works, the latter can be used to predict, with
good to perfect accuracy, work, heat, and efficiency dis-
tributions or the corresponding large deviation functions,
which are usually hard to measure in experiments. Be-
sides computer simulations, for simple piecewise constant
protocols, one can solve for these distributions even ana-
lytically, using the techniques described in Refs. [4, 37].
To be specific, our analysis shows that the effective mod-
els should capture the experimental results in Ref. [8] for
tracers (slightly) larger than the bacteria and for bac-
terial swim speeds v, ~ O(10pms~—!). Our operational
approach to coarse-graining could also be useful to find
effective models in other situations.



d(]/d: 107 Pe € [1720}
10° \ \

rna‘ny—bod}‘/ systcn‘l —

S b AOUP model --- 1
-
g i / ]

U

10—3 i | I | I | |

10—5:““\““:10—2‘\‘\‘\‘\‘\‘
0 100 200 0 02040608 1 1.2

qin/kBTc Ns = _w/Qin

FIG. 7. As Fig. 6 but for Pe € [1,20] and thus T.g €
[296 K, 14857 K], corresponding to Gaussian active noise and
compressed exponential ACFs, as shown in Fig. 4(b).
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FIG. 8. As Fig. 6 but for Pe € [1,40] and thus T.ag €

[296 K, 61 027 K], corresponding to Gaussian active noise and
compressed exponential ACFs, as shown in Fig. 4(b).
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and stretched exponential ACF, as shown in Fig. 4(a)
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noise and exponential ACF, as shown in Fig. 4(a).

Appendix A: Local density distributions in the
active bath

To quantify the tendency of bath particles to cluster
upon increasing their activity, as seen in Figs. 4(d), (e),
where the clustering is additionally fostered by the pres-
ence of the probe, we analyzed the distribution of local
densities in the ABP bath also without the probe parti-
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FIG. 11. The distribution p(¢¢) of local density ¢¢ of ABPs
around the global packing fraction ¢ = 0.2 is unimodal, but
broadens with increasing activity. This indicates the growing
size and number of dense motility-induced particle clusters.

cle and for an increased particle number of N = 10%. We
used a Voronoi tessellation [45] to assign each particle 4
an area A;, defined by its Voronoi cell. And we defined
a local density ¢,; = wd?/4A; for the bath ABP of di-
ameter d. Computing a histogram for ¢ ; and averaging
over 4000 particle configurations then gave the empirical
distributions p(¢¢) shown in Fig. 11. We observe that
the tails representing regions of enhanced local density
¢¢ > ¢ are becoming increasingly pronounced for high
activities, suggesting a growing tendency of the ABPs to
cluster.
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