
Time-resolved Stochastic Dynamics of Quantum Thermal Machines

Abhaya S. Hegde,1, ∗ Patrick P. Potts,2, † and Gabriel T. Landi1, ‡

1Department of Physics and Astronomy, University of Rochester, Rochester, New York 14627, USA
2Department of Physics and Swiss Nanoscience Institute,

University of Basel, Klingelbergstrasse 82 CH-4056, Switzerland

Steady-state quantum thermal machines are typically characterized by a continuous flow of heat
between different reservoirs. However, at the level of discrete stochastic realizations, heat flow is
unraveled as a series of abrupt quantum jumps, each representing an exchange of finite quanta with
the environment. In this study, we present a framework that resolves the dynamics of quantum
thermal machines into cycles that are classified as engine-like, cooling-like, or idle. We explore the
statistics of each cycle type and its duration, enabling us to determine both the fraction of cycles
useful for thermodynamic tasks and the average waiting time between cycles of the same type. Our
framework presents a novel approach in characterizing thermal machines, with significant relevance
to modern experiments such as mesoscopic transport using quantum dots.

Introduction.— A typical quantum thermal machine
consists of a system situated between hot and cold ther-
mal baths, extracting or absorbing energy in the form of
work, as depicted in Fig. 1 [1–5]. As an engine, it extracts
work while transferring heat from hot to cold; as a refrig-
erator, it absorbs work to move heat from cold to hot.
In autonomous machines, this is usually pictured as a
continuous process, where heat and work constantly flow
through the system [6–8]. However, within the micro-
scopic domain, the stochastic nature of system and bath
interactions endows an alternative perspective where en-
ergy is exchanged with the baths in the form of abrupt
jumps. This is the basis for stochastic thermodynamics
in classical (Pauli) rate equations [9–11], as well as quan-
tum models in the quantum jumps formalism [12–23].

The jumps occur at random times and in random
“channels.” Let us broadly classify these channels as ei-
ther an injection (I) or an extraction (E) of energy into or
out of the hot (h) or cold (c) baths, resulting in four dis-
tinct types of monitored channels M = {Ih, Eh, Ic, Ec}.
Generalizing to multiple injection and extraction chan-
nels per bath is straightforward. The quantum trajec-
tory of such a machine, in the quantum jump unraveling,
appears as a random string of the form

IhEcIcIhEhEcIhIcEhIc . . . , (1)

along with their timestamps t1, t2, . . ., indicating when
each jump occurred. This representation of the dynamics
is grounded in experimental observations [24–34]. Note
that (1) accounts solely for events representing heat ex-
change with the environment. We assume work-based
events are undetectable, as they are often associated with
unitary drives [1].

The central question we address in this study is can
specific thermodynamic cycles be identified solely from
strings like (1) so that their statistics can be explored?
For instance, one might intuitively characterize the se-
quence IcEh as a refrigeration cycle, since an energy
quanta was injected from c to the system, and subse-
quently extracted to h suggesting work consumption.

FIG. 1. (a) In a quantum thermal machine (s), the injection
(I) and extraction (E) of heat is mediated by hot (h) and cold
(c) reservoirs. Within the quantum jump unraveling, these
processes are described by a series of random events occurring
at random times. (b-e) Four types of cycles denoted by pairs
I•E• and labeled by X. (b) Work extraction cycle (X = 1):
Heat is transferred from hot to cold bath, extracting work.
(c) Cooling cycle (X = 2): Excitations move from cold to hot
bath, consuming work. Work extraction and cooling cycles
are both categorized as useful cycles. (d, e) Idle cycles (X =
3, 4): No heat transfer occurs overall.

Similarly, IhEc could be seen as an engine-like process (or
accelerator [35]). These are both examples of “useful cy-
cles.” Conversely, pairs such as IhEh and IcEc are events
that fail to peddle quanta of energy overall, and incur no
entropy production. We refer to these as “idle cycles”.
While a machine might operate as an engine on aver-
age, the stochastic nature of these processes manifests in
individual realizations yielding different cycles [36].
Classifying cycles raises several meaningful questions,

such as

• What is the probability of each type of cycle?

• How are cycles related to steady-state currents?

• What is the time required to complete each cycle?

• How many idle cycles precede a useful one?

These questions relate to the extensive literature on Full
Counting Statistics (FCS) [37–39] and Fluctuation The-
orems [40–45]. Addressing them involves exploring time-
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resolved and cycle-resolved quantities, offering a nuanced
understanding of the dynamics.

In attempting to classify cycles this way, a challenge
arises when the system can withhold multiple excitations
at once. For instance, in the string (1), what meaning
should be ascribed to the substring IcIhEhEc? Because
excitations are indistinguishable, it is impossible to infer

if this was IcIhEhEc (two idles) or IcIhEhEc (a refrig-
eration followed by an engine cycle). While this is not
an issue as far as the average heat and work currents
are concerned, it does cause ambiguity in defining time-
resolved quantities. In this letter, we focus on systems
that can retain only one excitation at a time; i.e., when
injections and extractions alternate (I•E•I•E• . . .) in the
trajectory. This assumption is common in experiments
involving single [31–33] or double [46–50] quantum dots
in the Coulomb blockade regime, as well as realizations
of quantum heat engines [51, 52].

First, we establish the restrictions imposed by the
single-excitation hypothesis on a quantum Markovian
master equation. Then, we employ the tools of wait-
ing time distributions of the quantum jump unravel-
ing [14, 23, 53] to fully characterize the statistics of cycles.
Finally, we illustrate our results with a three-level maser
example.

Theory.— We consider a finite-dimensional system
weakly coupled to hot and cold baths. Work may be
performed either by a driven Hamiltonian H(t) or by ad-
ditional work reservoirs. It is assumed that the dynamics
can be described by a quantum master equation [54, 55]
(ℏ = kB = 1 throughout),

dρ

dt
= Ltρ ≡− i[H(t), ρ] +

∑
n

D[Kn]ρ (2)

+
∑

α∈{h,c},j

(
γ−
αjD[Lαj ] + γ+

αjD[L†
αj ]
)
ρ,

where D[L]ρ = LρL†− 1
2{L

†L, ρ}. Here, {Lαj} are jump
operators for the hot (α = h) and cold (α = c) baths,

with Lαj denoting extractions and L†
αj denoting injec-

tions, each occurring at rates γ∓
αj , respectively. Finally,

Kn are jump operators of work reservoirs, which are often
used in describing absorption refrigerators [56–60].

We assume one can only monitor whether energy is in-
jected (extracted) to (from) the hot or cold baths with-
out identifying the specific jump operator (indexed by
j) responsible. Therefore, the four corresponding jump
superoperators are

JEαρ =
∑
j

γ−
αjLαjρL

†
αj , JIαρ =

∑
j

γ+
αjL

†
αjρLαj . (3)

As our first result, we prove in the Supplemental Mate-
rial [61] that the condition for the quantum trajectory to
have alternating injections and extractions (i.e. at most

a single excitation) is achieved, if and only if, there exist
two subspaces HE and HI spanning the system Hilbert
space H, such that:

Lαj = PELαjPI ∀ α, j; (4a)

PEH(t)PI = PIH(t)PE = 0; (4b)

PEKnPI = PIKnPE = 0, (4c)

where PE/I are projection operators onto HE/I , satisfy-
ing PE +PI = 1. Thus, the jump operators of the baths
must be block upper-triangular, while those of the work
reservoir, and Hamiltonian must be block diagonal in the
basis spanned by the states in the subspaces HE and HI .
Consequently, Lαj takes the system to HE by extract-

ing energy, while L†
αj directs it to HI by injecting. We

refer to HE and HI as post-extraction and post-injection
subspaces. While the unitary dynamics and work reser-
voirs can inject (extract) work into (out of) the system,
this result implies that such processes must occur within
each subspace. Transitions between these subspaces are
only feasible through interactions with the baths. An
example is the three-level maser [see Fig. 3 (a)]; other
examples are hinted in [61].

We henceforth assume, as is often the case, that there
exists a rotating frame where H(t) is time-independent,
and that the steady-state (Lρss = 0) in this frame
is unique. The single-excitation hypothesis implies a
conservation law for the average excitation current ex-
changed with the baths,

Iex := tr
{(

JEc
−JIc

)
ρss
}
= − tr

{(
JEh

−JIh

)
ρss
}
, (5)

which is deduced by noting that d
dt tr

{
PEρ(t)PE

}
→ 0

as the system approaches the steady-state. Equation (5)
does not imply that the heat currents to both baths are
equal, as jumps to each bath generally involve different
energies. Indeed, their mismatch accounts for the work
exchanged.
Statistics of cycles.— Under the single-excitation as-

sumption, the trajectories analogous to Eq. (1) can be
characterized in terms of the statistics of four possible
pairs: IhEc, IcEh, IhEh, and IcEc. We refer to each pair
I•E• as a “cycle” and label them as X = 1, 2, 3, 4, respec-
tively (see Fig. 1). X = 1 is a work extraction cycle [62]
and X = 2 a refrigeration cycle, while X = 3, 4 are idle
cycles.
We are interested in the long-time steady-state behav-

ior of strings of the formX1X2 . . . = I•E•I•E• . . ., adopt-
ing the convention that strings always begin with an in-
jection. Then, as explained in [61], the probability of
observing a specific sequence X1, . . . , Xn, with durations
τ1, . . . , τn, is given by

pX1,...,Xn
(τ1, . . . , τn) = tr

{
OXn,τn . . .OX1,τ1πE

}
, (6)

where

OX,τ ≡
∫ τ

0

dt JEX
eL0(τ−t)JIXeL0t, (7)
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and L0 = L −
∑

α(JEα
+ JIα) is the no-jump superop-

erator. In Eq. (6), we have introduced the jump steady-
state [61, 63]

πE =
(JEh

+ JEc
)ρss

tr
{
(JEh

+ JEc
)ρss

} ∈ HE , (8)

to ensure the jump sequence is stationary.
Marginalizing Eq. (6) over all (Xi, τi) except one yields

the probability that a single cycle is of type X and du-
ration τ ,

pX(τ) = tr
{
OX,τπE

}
. (9)

Integrating over τ yields the probability that the cycle is
of type X:

pX =

∫ ∞

0

dτ pX(τ) = tr
{
OXπE

}
, (10)

where OX =
∫∞
0

dτ OX,τ = JEX
L−1
0 JIXL−1

0 .
The average cycle time given it is of type X reads

E(τ | X) =
1

pX

∫ ∞

0

dτ τ pX(τ). (11)

In [61], we show

E(τ) =

4∑
X=1

E(τ | X)pX =
2

Khc
, (12)

where Khc is the dynamical activity of the baths repre-
senting the average number of jumps per unit time in the
steady-state.

The pX in Eq. (10) represent the relative occurrence
of each cycle type over many trajectories, regardless of
their duration. The proportion of p1/2 over p3/4 yields
information on the intermittency of the machine, reveal-
ing how often useful cycles occur over idle ones overall.
In [61], we prove that p1/2 and the excitation current
from Eq. (5) are related by

Iex =
p1 − p2
E(τ)

, (13)

which provides a fundamental connection between usual
steady-state currents and our results: the system func-
tions as an engine when p1 > p2, and as a refrigerator
when p1 < p2.

Statistics of useful cycles.— Drawing on the concept
of intermittency, we can further address the distribution
of idle cycles and the intervals between useful ones. Let
Ou = O1+O2 and Oid = O3+O4 denote the superoper-
ators associated with useful and idle cycles, respectively
(and similarly for Ou,τ and Oid,τ ). We find the probabil-
ity of n idles between two useful cycles to be [61]

Pu(n) =
tr
{
OuOn

idOuπE

}
tr
{
OuπE

} , n = 0, 1, 2, . . . (14)

FIG. 2. (a) Schematic of a three-level maser connected to
hot and cold baths and driven by a Rabi drive, illustrating
the four jump processes induced by the baths. All cycles for
this model are shown in (b-e) with (b) X = 1: work cycle,
(c) X = 2: refrigeration cycle, (d) X = 3: idle hot, and
(e) X = 4: idle cold.

and, similarly, the time interval t between them to be [61],

Pu(t) =

∞∫
−∞

dz

2π

tr
{
Õu,z(1− Õid,z)

−1OuπE

}
tr
{
OuπE

} eizt, (15)

where ÕX,z =
∫∞
0

dτ e−izτOX,τ . These probabilities
provide a refined overview on the performance of the ma-
chine. Remarkably, both these equations fully account
for the statistical dependence between cycles. This dis-
cussion concludes our characterization of the questions
posed in the beginning, taking into account not only the
behavior of individual cycles but also their correlations
in sequences of arbitrary length.
Example: Three-level system.— We apply our results

to a three-level maser [1, 64–72] whose schematic is de-
picted in Fig. 2. It is coupled to hot and cold baths at
energy ωα and temperature Tα with their populations
following a Bose-Einstein distribution given by n̄α =
[exp(ωα/Tα) − 1]−1. The maser is driven by a Hamilto-
nianH(t) = (ωh−ωc)σ11+ωhσ22+ϵ(eiωdtσ01+e−iωdtσ10)
with a Rabi drive of strength ϵ and frequency ωd. The
jump operators are Lh = σ02, Lc = σ12 (and Kn = 0)
with rates γ−

α = γα(n̄α + 1) and γ+
α = γαn̄α. Here,

σij = |i⟩⟨j| are the transition operators.
The post-extraction subspace is spanned by {|0⟩, |1⟩},

and the post-injection by {|2⟩}. As anticipated, the
Hamiltonian is block diagonal in the joint basis of these
subspaces. In this model, we find that the excitation
current is directly related to the steady-state heat and
work currents as Q̇h = ωhIex, Q̇c = −ωcIex, and
Ẇ = ωdIex [72] and add up to zero only at resonance.
Explicit formulas for the the cycle probabilities of this

model are provided in [61]. Figure 3 (b) illustrates pX(τ)
[Eq. (9)] as a function of time. The wiggles are reminis-
cent of coherent Rabi oscillations between |0⟩ and |1⟩. For
large τ , all probabilities scale as pX(τ) ∼ e−γτ cos(ϵτ)
where γ = (γh + γc)/2.
The marginals pX [Eq. (10)] are shown in Fig. 3 (c) as

a function of ratio of bath temperatures. The plot high-



4

FIG. 3. (a) Probability of observing a cycle X within a duration τ [Eq. (9)] at resonance ∆ = 0 and Th/Tc = 10. (b) Total
probability of observing a cycle X [Eq. (10)] and (c) expectation values for cycle duration [Eqs. (11), (12)] as a function of the
ratio of bath temperatures. A vertical line at Th/Tc = ωh/ωc separates the refrigerator and engine regimes. The inset shows all
expectation values nearly converge at resonance. The parameters are fixed (in units of Tc = 1) at γh = γc ≡ γ = 0.05, ωh = 8,
ωc = 2, ωd = 4, ϵ = 0.5 unless mentioned otherwise.

lights the different regimes of operation, which changes
from refrigeration to engine at Th/Tc = ωh/ωc. It is
noteworthy that

p1 − p2 ∝ n̄h − n̄c,
p3
p1

=
p2
p4

=
(n̄h + 1)γh
(n̄c + 1)γc

, (16)

implying that across all the parameter ranges, the prob-
abilities of idle cycles bound those of useful ones [61]. As
a result, it is always more likely to observe the machine
undergoing a cycle with no net heat transfer.

For small ϵ, the probability of a useful cycle pu :=
p1+p2 scales as ϵ2/(Γ2+∆2), where Γ = (n̄hγh+n̄cγc)/2
is the net decoherence rate and ∆ = (ωh − ωc) − ωd

is the detuning. This provides insights on maximizing
the occurrence of useful cycles: stronger pumps, more
resonant drives and lower damping. For this model
Eq. (14) simplifies to the geometric distribution, Pu(n) =
pu(1−pu)

n. The distribution of time between two useful
cycles [Eq. (15)] is analyzed in [61].

The average duration of cycles [Eqs. (11), (12)] are
plotted in Fig. 3 (c); for this model, it turns out that
E(τ | 1) = E(τ | 3) and E(τ | 2) = E(τ | 4). Noticeably,
the cycles tend to take much longer in the refrigeration
regime. Moreover, at resonance (∆ = 0), all conditional
averages tend to become very close (although not strictly
equal), as shown in the inset of Fig. 3 (c).

Conclusions.— We showed how to unravel the time-
dependent statistics of quantum thermal machines, which
allowed us to classify the stochastic dynamics in terms of
distinct types of cycles, describe how often each cycle oc-
curs, and how long they take. Our results encompass all
statistical correlations between cycles, and also connect
with known results in FCS for the average excitation cur-
rent and dynamical activity. This framework opens up
a new avenue for characterizing quantum thermal ma-
chines, based entirely on experimentally observable data.
In particular, our formalism could be readily employed

to analyse, e.g., mesoscopic transport in quantum dot
experiments, shedding light on the underlying thermo-
dynamics.

Of particular importance to this analysis is the notion
of intermittency — i.e., how often a machine is actually
performing a thermodynamically useful task. Since our
approach enables the identification of both useful and idle
cycles, we now have the tools to optimize the intermit-
tency for fixed efficiency and output power. Our results
[cf. Eq. (14)] also allow us to examine cycle “bunching”,
specifically how the occurrence of one useful cycle influ-
ences the probability of observing another immediately
after. These insights have the potential to significantly
deepen our understanding and interpretation of quantum
stochastic processes.
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Exp. 2007, P07020 (2007).

[12] H. Carmichael, An Open Systems Approach to Quantum
Optics, 1st ed., Lecture Notes in Physics Monographs
(Springer Berlin Heidelberg, Berlin, Heidelberg, 1993).

[13] J. Dalibard, Y. Castin, and K. Mølmer, Phys. Rev. Lett.
68, 580 (1992).

[14] H. M. Wiseman and G. J. Milburn, Quantum measure-
ment and control (Cambridge university press, 2009).

[15] J. P. Garrahan and I. Lesanovsky, Phys. Rev. Lett. 104,
160601 (2010).

[16] B. Donvil and P. Muratore-Ginanneschi, Nat. Commun.
13, 4140 (2022).

[17] H.-P. Breuer, Phys. Rev. A 68, 032105 (2003).
[18] K. Mølmer, Y. Castin, and J. Dalibard, J. Opt. Soc. Am.

B 10, 524 (1993).
[19] F. W. J. Hekking and J. P. Pekola, Phys. Rev. Lett. 111,

093602 (2013).
[20] G. Manzano and R. Zambrini, AVS Quantum Science 4,

025302 (2022).
[21] B. Leggio, A. Napoli, A. Messina, and H.-P. Breuer,

Physical Review A—Atomic, Molecular, and Optical
Physics 88, 042111 (2013).

[22] P. Menczel, C. Flindt, and K. Brandner, Phys. Rev. Res.
2, 033449 (2020).

[23] G. T. Landi, M. J. Kewming, M. T. Mitchison, and P. P.
Potts, PRX Quantum 5, 020201 (2024).

[24] J. C. Bergquist, R. G. Hulet, W. M. Itano, and D. J.
Wineland, Phys. Rev. Lett. 57, 1699 (1986).

[25] J. Bylander, T. Duty, and P. Delsing, Nature 434, 361
(2005).

[26] A. Hofmann, V. F. Maisi, C. Gold, T. Krähenmann,
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Supplemental Material for “Time-Resolved Stochastic Dynamics of Quantum Thermal
Machines”

Sections S1 to S5 prove various results mentioned in the main text, and the last section S6 pertains to the technical
details of three-level maser example.

S1. PROOF OF THE SINGLE-EXCITATION CONSTRAINTS ON A MASTER EQUATION

In this section, we prove the necessary and sufficient conditions given in Eq. (4) on the master equation from Eq. (2)
to achieve quantum trajectories that have alternating injections and extractions (I•E•I•E• . . . ) of excitations in a
system. Specifically, we comment on the structure of Hamiltonian, jump operators, and work reservoirs. In what
follows, without loss of generality, we shall drop the index referring to the bath α for jump operators Lαj as it is
not relevant for this proof in particular. We first assume that there are no work reservoirs. We also assume that the
Hamiltonian is time independent, even though the proof is unaltered otherwise.

We begin by imposing that any two successive extractions out of the system cannot occur. For any k, q and for all
times t1, t2, we demand

tr
{
JEk

eL0t2JEqe
L0t1ρ

}
= 0, (S1)

and likewise for two consecutive injections. Then, the action of a no-jump operator L0 is equivalent to an effective non-

Hermitian operator, L0ρ = −i
[
Heρ−ρH†

e

]
, where He = H−i

∑
j L

†
jLj/2. Thus, we can express eL0tρ = e−iHetρeiH

†
e t.

Expanding the extraction superoperators, we obtain

γkγq tr
{
Lke

−iHet2Lqe
−iHet1ρeiH

†
e t1L†

qe
iH†

e t2L†
k

}
= 0, (S2)

for γk, γq > 0. Since we want this to be true for all times t1 and t2, Taylor expanding e−iHet =
∑∞

n=0(−iHet)
n/n!

then allows us to conclude that this will be possible if and only if all powers of He satisfy the condition,

LkH
n
e Lq = 0, n = 1, 2, . . . (S3)

as well as

LkLq = 0 ∀ k, q. (S4)

Constraints on each jump operator

Setting k = q in Eq. (S4) renders L2
k = 0. Let us temporarily ignore the index for the jump operator. The condition

L2 = 0 means the jump operators must be nilpotent matrices of order two. From Ref. [S73] (p.no. 157) one can show
that for any such matrix, it is always possible to find a unitary matrix V such that L = V ΛV †, where

Λ = σ1

[
0 1
0 0

]
⊕ · · · ⊕ σr

[
0 1
0 0

]
⊕ 0d−2r, (S5)

with σ1 ≥ · · · ≥ σr > 0 being the positive singular values of L and ⊕ denoting direct sum. Here, d = dim(L) and
r = rank(L). It follows from the rank-nullity theorem [S73] that r ≤

⌊
d
2

⌋
. Thus, we can choose d − r orthonormal

vectors
{
|µi⟩

}d−r

i=1
satisfying Λ|µi⟩ = 0, as well as r vectors

{
|νj⟩
}r
j=1

satisfying Λ|νj⟩ = σj |µi⟩.
We now introduce a rotated basis defined by |ϵi⟩ = V |µi⟩ and |ιj⟩ = V |νj⟩, so that the jump operator L acts in the

following way:

L|ϵi⟩ = 0, (S6)

L|ιj⟩ =
r∑

i=1

ci|ϵi⟩, ci ∈ R. (S7)

From this, we can form orthogonal projectors, PE = span{|ϵ⟩} and PI = span{|ι⟩} that obey PE + PI = 1. This
reformulation allows us to express the operators as L = PELPI . Thus, we conclude that there is a basis of the Hilbert
space in which each jump operator is written as a strictly upper-triangular matrix.
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To further clarify the procedure, let us consider an explicit example for d = 5 with r = 2 case. According to our
proof, such a jump operator L must be unitarily similar to

Λ =


0 σ1 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 σ2 0
0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0

 ,

where σ1 ≥ σ2 > 0 are positive singular values of L. As one may verify, we can find the orthonormal set of vectors
and the action of Λ on them as,

|µ1⟩ = (1, 0, 0, 0, 0)T

|µ2⟩ = (0, 0, 1, 0, 0)T

|µ3⟩ = (0, 0, 0, 0, 1)T

Λ|µi⟩ = 0 for i = 1, 2, 3,

|ν1⟩ = (0, 1, 0, 0, 0)T

|ν2⟩ = (0, 0, 0, 1, 0)T

}
Λ|νi⟩ = σi|µi⟩ for i = 1, 2.

Now, the exact forms of unitary matrices V are dependent on L.

Joint injection/extraction subspaces for the entire set of jump operators

We now return to the full set of jump operators Lk. As just shown, to each one we can associate two orthonormal
projectors PEk

and PIk such that Lk = PEk
LkPIk , where each pair satisfies PEk

+ PIk = 1. Next, we show that all
PEk

must coincide. This follows from the additional condition supplied by Eq. (S4).
Since for any pair LkLq = (PEk

LkPIk)(PEq
LqPIq ) = 0, this must imply that PIkPEq

= (1 − PEk
)PEq

= 0. Thus
PEq

= PEk
PEq

, allowing us to conclude that PEq
= PEk

. This also implies that PIq = PIk leading to only two unique
projectors PE and PI which must be the same for all jump operators associated to the hot and cold baths.

Hamiltonian and work reservoir operators

From Eq. (S3), setting n = 1 we have that LkHLq = 0. This implies
(
PELkPI

)
H
(
PELqPI

)
= 0 which reduces to

PIHPE = 0 = PEHPI . This completes the proof for the case whereKn = 0 and the Hamiltonian is time-independent.
The steps proceed in analogously for time-dependent Hamiltonian too. Since the work reservoir jump operators

also do not induce any transitions between the subspaces HE and HI , it follows that PIKnPE = 0 = PEKnPI .
The converse holds true trivially; i.e., given the above forms for the jump operators and the Hamiltonian, it is

straightforward that conditions listed in Eq. (4) are satisfied.

Other schematic examples of thermal machines satisfying our condition

A key insight to take away is that the Hamiltonian cannot connect post-injection and post-extraction subspaces
for the single-excitation assumption to hold. To clarify the restrictions imposed by the assumption from a physical
point of view, we show in Fig. S1 a schematic of a four-level system for which the restriction is applicable and another
example for which it is not.

S2. CYCLE STATISTICS IN THE LONG-TIME LIMIT

For a given initial state ρ, the probability of observing a trajectory of the sort given in Eq. (1) takes the form [S23],

P(t1, k1, . . . , tn, kn) = tr
{
Jkn

eL0tn · · · Jk1
eL0t1ρ

}
, (S8)
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FIG. S1. (a) Illustration of a four-level system that satisfies the constraints listed in Eq. (4) leading to the presence of at most
a single excitation at all times. The post-extraction subspace is spanned by the states |0⟩ and |1⟩, while the post-injection
subspace consists of states |2⟩ and |3⟩. (b) The post-extraction and post-injection subspaces are linked through a Rabi drive
which renders it incompatible with our constraints on the master equation and thus may end up having multiple excitations.

for all ki ∈ {Ih, Eh, Ic, Ec} representing the monitored channels and τi ≥ 0 referring to the time interval between the
jumps.

For the case of single-excitations, we shall replace ki’s with alternating injections and extractions. As in the main
text, we adopt the convention that the cycle always begins with an injection. For each pair (t1, t2), (t3, t4), . . . we
change variables from (ti, ti+1) → (τi, si − τi), and then integrate over si. Bundling each pair I•E• together then
forms a cycle. Carrying out this operation in Eq. (S8) yields

pX1,...,Xn
(τ1, . . . , τn) = tr

{
OXn,τn . . .OX1,τ1ρ

}
, (S9)

with the cycle superoperators OX,τ as defined in Eq. (7) such that X = 1 (implying the jump sequence IhEc) refers
to O1,τ =

∫ τ

0
dt JEc

eL0(τ−t)JIhe
L0t and so on. Equation (S9) differs from Eq. (6) of the main text only in the choice

of initial state which is left arbitrary here. Next, we justify for beginning in a specific initial state πE .
We are interested in the distribution (S9) in the long-time limit of operations of the machine. Specifically, we

consider the machine to be in operation for an extended period before we begin counting cycles. We therefore need
to choose the initial state ρ which makes Eq. (S9) stationary. Interestingly, it is not the steady-state of the master
equation that possesses this property, but rather the post-extraction part of jump steady-state (JSS) [S23]. The
steady-state captures how long the system stays in a given corner of Hilbert space, while the JSS captures how often
it visits that region, an intuition borrowed from classical stochastic processes [S74].

Given the unique steady-state Lρss = 0, we define the JSS via

π =
J ρss
Khc

, (S10)

where

J =
∑

α∈{h,c}

(JEα
+ JIα), (S11)

is the sum of all jump operators of hot and cold baths, and

Khc = tr
{
J ρss

}
, (S12)

is the dynamical activity of the hot and cold baths together – i.e., the average number of jumps per unit time in the
steady-state.

Because of the single-excitation hypothesis, the JSS in our case has to be block diagonal in the post-injection and
post-extraction subspaces

π = pEπE + pIπI . (S13)

To see this, we can expand Eq. (S10) to

π =
1

Khc

∑
α∈{h,c}

(JEα
+ JIα)ρss =

1

Khc

(∑
α,j

γ−
αjLαjρssL

†
αj

)
+

1

Khc

(∑
α,j

γ+
αjL

†
αjρssLαj

)
.
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Now, we define the (properly normalized) post-extracted and post-injected parts of the JSS, along with their weights
as follows:

πE =

∑
α,j γ

−
αjLαjρssL

†
αj∑

α,j γ
−
αj tr

{
L†
αjLαjρss

} , pE =
1

Khc

(∑
α,j

γ−
αj tr

{
L†
αjLαjρss

})
≡ KE

Khc
, (S14)

πI =

∑
α,j γ

+
αjL

†
αjρssLαj∑

α,j γ
+
αj tr

{
LαjL

†
αjρss

} , pI =
1

Khc

(∑
α,j

γ+
αj tr

{
LαjL

†
αjρss

})
≡ KI

Khc
, (S15)

leading to the desired form.
We can think of KE and KI as the dynamical activities of the HE and HI subspaces, representing the average

number of jumps going into each of them. As proved in Sec. S1, in case of single-excitation machines, the states
are partitioned into mutually exclusive subspaces. Consequently, the state has an equal probability of visiting either
subspace, leading to

pE = pI =
1

2
, KE = KI =

Khc

2
, π =

πE + πI

2
. (S16)

We shall now prove that the distribution (S9) is stationary when the initial state ρ is the post-extraction JSS πE .
The crucial point is that, due to the alternating nature of injections and extractions, the state immediately preceding
an injection must lie within the post-extraction subspace.

Proof of stationarity

To prove stationarity, it suffices to consider a sequence of two cycles of types X1 and X2, each with durations τ1
and τ2, respectively. The corresponding trajectory probability (S8) for the state πE is

pX1,X2
(τ1, τ2) =

τ2∫
0

dt2

τ1∫
0

dt1 tr
{
JEX2

eL0(τ2−t2)JIX2
eL0t2JEX1

eL0(τ1−t1)JIX1
eL0t1πE

}
. (S17)

Marginalizing over all quantities of the first cycle amounts to the following substitution:

∑
X1

∞∫
0

dτ

τ∫
0

dt JEX1
eL0(τ1−t1)JIX1

eL0t1 = MEMI , (S18)

where Mk = −
∑

α∈{h,c} Jkα
L−1
0 for k ∈ {I, E}. Combining these two operators gives

M = ME +MI = −JL−1
0 , (S19)

where the final equality follows from Eq. (S11). Notably, this operator has a special property that only the jump
steady-state satisfies [S63]:

Mπ = −JL−1
0 J ρss

tr
{
J ρss

} = −JL−1
0 (L − L0)ρss
tr
{
J ρss

} = π, (S20)

because Lρss = 0. Since L0 does not induce any transitions, it follows that MIπI = 0 = MEπE leading to,

MIπE = πI , (S21a)

MEπI = πE . (S21b)

Thus, marginalizing Eq. (S17) over the first cycle leaves us with

MEMIπE = MEπI = πE , (S22)

i.e., cycling back to where we started.
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As a result, we obtain the following, which subsequently proves the stationarity of Eq. (6):

∑
X

∞∫
0

dτ OX,τπE = πE . (S23)

This also ensures the proper normalization in Eq. (10),

∑
X

∞∫
0

dτ pX(τ) =
∑
X

pX = 1. (S24)

S3. MOMENTS OF WAITING TIME DURATION OF A CYCLE

The n-th moment of the waiting time, given a cycle of type X is a generalization of Eq. (11), and reads

E(τn | X) =
1

pX

∞∫
0

dτ τnpX(τ). (S25)

Substituting for the probability from Eq. (10) and changing the integration variable to u = τ − t results in the
following:

E(τn | X) =
1

pX

∞∫
0

dτ τn
∫ τ

0

dt tr
{
JEX

eL0(τ−t)JIXeL0tπE

}

=
1

pX

∞∫
0

dτ τn
∫ ∞

0

du tr
{
JEX

eL0uJIXeL0(τ−u)πE

}
Θ(τ − u)

=
1

pX

∞∫
0

du tr
{
JEX

eL0uJIX

(∫ ∞

0

dτ τneL0τΘ(τ − u)

)
e−L0uπE

}
, (S26)

where we introduced Heaviside step function Θ(τ − u) in the second equality. Let us first solve the integral in the
parentheses,

In ≡
∫ ∞

0

dτ τneL0τΘ(τ − u)

= τn
(
−eL0τL−1

0

)
Θ(τ − u)

∣∣∞
τ=0

+ L−1
0

[
n

∫ ∞

0

dτ τn−1eL0τΘ(τ − u) +

∫ ∞

0

dτ τneL0τδ(τ − u)

]
= nL−1

0 In−1 + unL−1
0 eL0u

(S27)

where the first term in the second equality vanishes at both the limits τ = 0 and τ = ∞ (the latter is because of the
assumption that there are no dark subspaces). Solving this recursion relation yields,

In =

[
n−1∑
i=0

n!

(n− i)!
un−iL−(i+1)

0 − n!L−(n+1)
0

]
eL0u, (S28)

Plugging this back into Eq. (S26), we find

E(τn | X) =
1

pX

(
n−1∑
i=0

n!

(n− i)!
tr
{
JEX

L−(n−i+1)
0 JIXL−(i+1)

0 πE

}
− n! tr

{
JEX

L−1
0 JIXL−(n+1)

0 πE

})
. (S29)

For example, if n = 1, we obtain the expectation value for the duration of a given cycle X,

E(τ | X) = − 1

pX

(
tr
{
JEX

L−1
0 JIXL−2

0 πE

}
+ tr

{
JEX

L−2
0 JIXL−1

0 πE

})
. (S30)
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On the other hand, the unconditional waiting time is

E(τ) =

4∑
X=1

pXE(τ | X) = −
4∑

X=1

(
tr
{
JEX

L−1
0 JIXL−2

0 πE

}
+ tr

{
JEX

L−2
0 JIXL−1

0 πE

})
. (S31)

We can relate E(τ) in Eq. (S31) to the dynamical activity defined in Eq. (S12) through the notion of residence
times. We refer Pno(τ | ρ) = tr

{
eL0τρ

}
to denote the survival probability that the system remains in a given state

ρ for a time t. Since −dPno/dτ is then the waiting-time distribution, we can determine the average time the system
will remain in state ρ before jumping as

E(τ | ρ) = −
∞∫
0

dτ τ
dPno(τ | ρ)

dτ
= − tr

{
L−1
0 ρ

}
. (S32)

Specifically, starting in the jump steady-state yields the well-known result that the dynamical activity is the inverse
of the average waiting time in the jump steady-state,

E(τ | π) = −
tr
{
L−1
0 J ρss

}
Khc

= −
tr
{
L−1
0 (L − L0)ρss

}
Khc

=
1

Khc
, (S33)

where we used Lρss = 0 and tr
{
L(·)

}
= 0.

This relation can be extended to the unconditional expectations as well. To this end, we make use of the following
properties of the superoperators ME and MI :

tr
{
MEρ

}
= tr

{
PIρ

}
, (S34a)

tr
{
MIρ

}
= tr

{
PEρ

}
. (S34b)

Here, we show the first of these equations; the second is analogous. Notice that

tr
{
MEρ

}
= − tr

{
JEL−1

0 ρ
}
= − tr

{
JPIL−1

0 ρ
}
= tr

{
(L − L0)PIL−1

0 ρ
}
= tr

{
PIρ

}
, (S35)

since PI and L−1
0 commute. Also, recognize that PIMI = MI and PEME = ME .

Employing the above properties, we are now able to prove Eq. (12) of the main text:

E(τ) =
∑
X

∞∫
0

dτ τ

∞∫
0

dt tr
{
JEX

eL0(τ−t)JIXeL0tπE

}

=
∑
X

∞∫
0

du

∞∫
0

dt (u+ t) tr
{
JEX

eL0uJIXeL0tπE

}
= − tr

{
MEL−1

0 MIπE +MEMIL−1
0 πE

}
= E(τ | πI) tr

{
πI

}
+ E(τ | πE) tr

{
πE

}
= 2E(τ | π)

=
2

Khc
, (S36)

where the second equality is obtained through a substitution u = τ − t and the last equality follows from Eq. (S33).
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S4. CONNECTION WITH THE AVERAGE EXCITATION CURRENT

Equation (13) of the main text provides a fundamental connection between the statistics of cycle and the average
excitation current, a much more standard measure to characterize the operation of an engine. In order to prove that
relation we shall first recast the probabilities from Eq. (10) as,

pX = tr
{
JEX

L−1
0 JIXL−1

0 πE

}
= 2 tr

{
JEX

L−1
0 JIXL−1

0 π
}

=
2

Khc
tr
{
JEX

L−1
0 JIXL−1

0 J ρss
}
, (S37)

where we have used Eq. (S16) in going to the second equality, and Eq. (S10) in the third. Since E(τ) = 2/Khc from
Eq. (S36), we have

pX
E(τ)

= tr
{
JEX

L−1
0 JIXL−1

0 J ρss
}

= tr
{
JEX

L−1
0 JIXL−1

0 (L − L0)ρss
}

= − tr
{
JEX

L−1
0 JIXρss

}
, (S38)

where we used tr
{
L(·)

}
= 0 in the last step. Thus, we can express

p1 − p2
E(τ)

= tr
{
JEh

L−1
0 JIcρss

}
− tr

{
JEc

L−1
0 JIhρss

}
= tr

{
(L − L0 − JEc

− JIh − JIc)L−1
0 JIcρss

}
− tr

{
JEc

L−1
0 (L − L0 − JEc

− JIc − JEh
)ρss

}
= tr

{
JEc

ρss
}
− tr

{
JIcρss

}
≡ Iex, (S39)

which proves Eq. (13). In simplifying the above, we repeatedly used tr
{
L(·)

}
= 0 and L = L0+JIh +JEh

+JIc +JEc
.

Notice that the terms implying two consecutive injections or extractions are naturally traceless in our framework.

S5. PROBABILITIES FOR OBSERVING INTERMEDIATE CYCLES BETWEEN TWO OF THE SAME
CYCLES

Equations (9) to (13) in the main text refer to the statistics of individual cycles. However, armed with the full
trajectory distribution (6), we can take this a step further and ask questions pertaining to the occurrence of multiple
cycles in specific orders, and how correlations between outcomes might affect them. In particular, here we prove the
following two results from the main text:

• Eq. (14): the probability that there are n idle cycles between two useful ones;

• Eq. (15): the probability that it takes a time t between the conclusion of two useful cycles.

Recall that the useful cycles are X = 1, 2 and the idle cycles are X = 3, 4. Starting with the cycle superoperators in
Eq. (7), we define

Ou = O1 +O2, Oid = O3 +O4, (S40)

and similarly for Ou,τ and Oid,τ .
The proof of Eq. (14) is straightforward. We are seeking the probability of observing n idle cycles until a next

useful one given that we have already observed a useful cycle. Post the first useful cycle, the state is updated to
OuπE/ tr

{
OuπE

}
. We then readily obtain,

Pu(n) =
tr
{
OuOn

idOuπE

}
tr
{
OuπE

} . (S41)

To prove Eq. (15) we proceed as follows. Suppose we are interested in observing a specific cycle X = x by time t
such that we implicitly assume only other cycles X ̸= x occur until then. This cumulative probability PX=x,t is then
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an infinite sum where each term defaults to observing X in the last trial while assigning the probability for observing
X until the last but one,

PX=x(t) = pX=x(t)

+
∑
X1

t∫
0

dt1 pX1,X2=x(t1, t− t1)

+
∑

X1,X2

t∫
0

dt2

t2∫
0

dt1 pX1,X2,X3=x(t1, t2 − t1, t− t2)

+ · · · , (S42)

where we have made use of pX(t) from Eq. (9). Written in terms of the cycle operators, this becomes

PX=x(t) = tr
{
OX=x,tπE

}
+
∑
X1

t∫
0

dt1 tr
{
OX2=x,t−t1OX1,t1

πE

}

+
∑

X1,X2

t∫
0

dt2

t2∫
0

dt1 tr
{
OX3=x,t−t2OX2,t2−t1

OX1,t1
πE

}
+ · · · . (S43)

We can now recast it in terms of Eq. (6) after replacing for the duration of cycles, τi = ti − ti−1, for i = 1, 2, . . . with
τ1 = t1 and τn = t− tn−1,

PX=x(t) =

∞∑
n=0

∑
X1,··· ,Xn−1

∞∫
0

dτn · · · dτ1 tr
{
OXn=x,τnOXn−1,τn−1

· · · OX1,τ1
πE

}
δ

(
t−

∞∑
n=1

τi

)
. (S44)

Here we shall make use of the Fourier expansion of delta function, δ(t) =
∫∞
−∞ dz eizt/2π, and also introduce the

Fourier transformed version of the cycle operator,

ÕX,z =

∞∫
0

dt OX,te
−izt, (S45)

so that we can simplify the above to,

PX=x(t) =

∞∑
n=0

∑
X1,...,Xn−1

∞∫
−∞

dz

2π
tr
{
ÕXn=x,zÕXn−1,z

· · · ÕX1,z
πE

}
eizt.

Since all {Xk} for k = 1, · · · , n− 1 are identical so that Xk ≡ X, we can further reduce the above equation to,

PX=x(t) =
∑
{X}

∞∫
−∞

dz

2π
tr
{
ÕXn=x,z

( ∞∑
n=0

Õn−1

X,z

)
πE

}
eizt,

=
∑
{X}

∞∫
−∞

dz

2π
tr
{
ÕXn=x,z

(
1− ÕX,z

)−1
πE

}
eizt, (S46)

where we used the summation of infinite geometric series:
∑∞

n=0 x
n = 1/(1− x) for x < 1.

Given that we begin with a useful cycle, we can update the initial state to πE → OuπE/ tr
{
OuπE

}
. Summing over

the idle cycles for {X} = {3, 4} and over useful cycles for X = {1, 2} in Eq. (S46), we obtain the result from Eq. (15),

Pu(t) =
1

tr
{
OuπE

} ∞∫
−∞

dz

2π
tr
{
Õu,z

(
1− Õid,z

)−1OuπE

}
eizt. (S47)
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S6. EXPRESSIONS FOR STATISTICAL QUANTITIES IN THREE-LEVEL MASER

In this section, we provide the equations specific to three-level masers for the statistical measures introduced in the
main text. We begin with evaluating the essential operators involved in obtaining those measures. The computational
basis is spanned by |0⟩, |1⟩, |2⟩. We use the notation σij = |i⟩⟨j| throughout.

Time-independent Hamiltonian

The maser Hamiltonian is

H(t) = (ωh − ωc)σ11 + ωhσ22 + ϵ(eiωdtσ01 + e−iωdtσ10). (S48)

Choosing an appropriate rotating frame of reference X = ωdσ11+ωhσ22 and rotate according to Hrot = UHU† where
U = eiXt as in Ref. [S72], we obtain a time-independent Hamiltonian

H̃ = Hrot −X = ∆σ11 + ϵ(σ01 + σ10), (S49)

where ∆ = (ωh − ωc)− ωd is the detuning parameter. We use this Hamiltonian for all further evaluations.

Jump operators and steady-state

According to Eq. (3) the jump operators for the three-level maser appear as,

JEh
(ρ) = γh(n̄h + 1)σ02ρσ

†
02, JIh(ρ) = γhn̄hσ20ρσ

†
20,

JEc
(ρ) = γc(n̄c + 1)σ12ρσ

†
12, JIc(ρ) = γcn̄cσ21ρσ

†
21.

(S50)

In this case, the jump steady-state along with its post-extracted and post-injected parts are,

πE =

(
γc(n̄c + 1)

γh(n̄h + 1)
+ 1

)−1

|0⟩⟨0|+
(
γh(n̄h + 1)

γc(n̄c + 1)
+ 1

)−1

|1⟩⟨1|, (S51a)

πI = |2⟩⟨2|, (S51b)

π =
πE + πI

2
, (S51c)

Because there are no work reservoirs, the action of the no-jump superoperator can be described solely in terms of the
non-Hermitian Hamiltonian He = H̃ − i/2

∑
j L

†
jLj . For the maser, this reads

He =
1

2i

n̄hγh 2iϵ 0
2iϵ n̄cγc + 2i∆ 0
0 0 γc(1 + n̄c) + γh(1 + n̄h)

 . (S52)

Time-resolved probability of completing a cycle

Plugging the above operator forms into Eq. (9) describing time-resolved cycle probabilities, we obtain

p1(τ) =

τ∫
0

dt tr
{
JEc

eL0(τ−t)JIhe
L0tπE

}

=
γ2
hn̄h(n̄h + 1)γc(n̄c + 1)

γh(n̄h + 1) + γc(n̄c + 1)

τ∫
0

dt |⟨2|e−iHe(τ−t)|2⟩⟨0|e−iHet|0⟩|2

+
γhn̄hγ

2
c (n̄c + 1)2

γh(n̄h + 1) + γc(n̄c + 1)

τ∫
0

dt |⟨2|e−iHe(τ−t)|2⟩⟨0|e−iHet|1⟩|2. (S53)
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Likewise, we arrive at similar expressions for the other cycles:

p2(τ) =
γ2
h(n̄h + 1)2γcn̄c

γh(n̄h + 1) + γc(n̄c + 1)

τ∫
0

dt |⟨2|e−iHe(τ−t)|2⟩⟨1|e−iHet|0⟩|2

+
γh(n̄h + 1)γ2

c n̄c(n̄c + 1)

γh(n̄h + 1) + γc(n̄c + 1)

τ∫
0

dt |⟨2|e−iHe(τ−t)|2⟩⟨1|e−iHet|1⟩|2, (S54)

p3(τ) =
γ2
hγcn̄h(n̄h + 1)2

γh(n̄h + 1) + γc(n̄c + 1)

τ∫
0

dt |⟨2|e−iHe(τ−t)|2⟩⟨0|e−iHet|0⟩|2

+
γhn̄h(n̄h + 1)γ2

c (n̄c + 1)

γh(n̄h + 1) + γc(n̄c + 1)

τ∫
0

dt |⟨2|e−iHe(τ−t)|2⟩⟨0|e−iHet|1⟩|2, (S55)

p4(τ) =
γ2
h(n̄h + 1)γcn̄c(n̄c + 1)

γh(n̄h + 1) + γc(n̄c + 1)

τ∫
0

dt |⟨2|e−iHe(τ−t)|2⟩⟨1|e−iHet|0⟩|2

+
γhγ

2
c n̄c(n̄c + 1)2

γh(n̄h + 1) + γc(n̄c + 1)

τ∫
0

dt |⟨2|e−iHe(τ−t)|2⟩⟨1|e−iHet|1⟩|2. (S56)

These are plotted in Fig. 3 (a) of the main text.

Probability of observing a cycle of each kind irrespective of waiting times

Marginalizing the previous results over τ yield the probabilities pX of observing a cycle of type X [Eq. (10)]. Let
us introduce the simplifying variables:

Γ = 1
2 (n̄hγh + n̄cγc) , (S57a)

γ = 1
2 (γh + γc) , (S57b)

χ = n̄hn̄cγhγc, (S57c)

n̄ave =
Γ

γ
=

n̄hγh + n̄cγc
γh + γc

, (S57d)

κ =
χ

2Γ
=

n̄hn̄cγhγc
n̄hγh + n̄cγc

, (S57e)

γcl =
2ϵ2Γ

∆2 + Γ2
. (S57f)

The last quantity is the classical transition rate between |0⟩ and |1⟩ derived by assuming Lorentzian broadening in
Fermi’s golden rule, as explained in Ref. [S72]. With these definitions, we find

p1 = tr
{
JEc

L−1
0 JIhL

−1
0 πE

}
,

=
κ

2Γ

(
1 + 1

n̄c

)
(
1 + 1

n̄ave

)
(1 + κ

γcl

)−1

+

(
1 + 1

n̄h

)
(
1 + 1

n̄ave

)(1 + γcl
κ

)−1
 , (S58)

p2 = tr
{
JEh

L−1
0 JIcL−1

0 πE

}
=

κ

2Γ

(
1 + 1

n̄h

)
(
1 + 1

n̄ave

)
(1 + κ

γcl

)−1

+

(
1 + 1

n̄c

)
(
1 + 1

n̄ave

)(1 + γcl
κ

)−1
 , (S59)
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p3 = tr
{
JEh

L−1
0 JIhL

−1
0 πE

}
=

κ

2Γ

n̄hγh
n̄cγc

(
1 + 1

n̄h

)
(
1 + 1

n̄ave

)
(1 + κ

γcl

)−1

+

(
1 + 1

n̄h

)
(
1 + 1

n̄ave

)(1 + γcl
κ

)−1
 , (S60)

p4 = tr
{
JEcL−1

0 JIcL−1
0 πE

}
=

κ

2Γ

n̄cγc
n̄hγh

(
1 + 1

n̄c

)
(
1 + 1

n̄ave

)
(1 + κ

γcl

)−1

+

(
1 + 1

n̄c

)
(
1 + 1

n̄ave

)(1 + γcl
κ

)−1
 . (S61)

It is straightforward to verify that p1 + p2 + p3 + p4 = 1. Remarkably,

p1 − p2 =
1

2Γ

(
1

κ
+

1

γcl

)−1(
1 +

1

n̄ave

)−1(
1

n̄c
− 1

n̄h

)
, (S62)

p3
p1

=
p2
p4

=
(n̄h + 1)γh
(n̄c + 1)γc

. (S63)

As expected from Eq. (13), p1 − p2 relates to the particle current. In this model, this is indeed evidenced by its
dependence on the difference in Bose occupations, n̄h − n̄c. These expressions are plotted in Fig. 3 (b) of the main
text, where we also set γh = γc leading to the following conclusions:

• In the refrigeration regime (n̄h < n̄c), we have p3 < p1 < p2 < p4.

• In the engine regime (n̄h > n̄c), we have p4 < p2 < p1 < p3.

Thus, the idle cycle probabilities bound those of useful cycles across all parameter ranges.

Useful cycle probabilities

The probability of observing a useful cycle is pu := p1 + p2. Because the post-injection subspace in this case is
one-dimensional, it turns out that the cycles are independent of each other. As a consequence, the probability of
observing n idle cycles between two useful ones [Eq. (14)] will be given simply by the geometric distribution

Pu(n) = pu(1− pu)
n. (S64)

FIG. S2. Probabilities of useful cycles as a function of (a) number of intervening idle cycles n [Eq. (14)] and (b) time
interval t between them [Eq. (15)]. A steeper temperature gradient between the baths prompts faster heat transport while also
encouraging more idle cycles.
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Figure S2 (a) shows the mean and variance: ⟨n⟩ and Var(n) of this distribution. We find the optimal temperature
ratio Th/Tc = ωh/ωc minimizes the mean number of idle cycles. However, a steeper temperature gradient between
the baths does not necessarily result in efficient heat transport, as it also promotes the participation of idle cycles in
system dynamics. To quantify this, we turn to the time between two useful cycles given in Eq. (15) and computed
numerically in this case. The results plotted in Fig. S2 (b) show that a steeper temperature gradient facilitates faster
heat transport.
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