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Usually, the Carnot efficiency cannot be achieved with finite power due to the quasi-static process,
which requires infinitely slow operation speed. It is necessary to tolerate extra dissipation to obtain
finite power. In the slow-driving linear response regime, this dissipation can be described as dissi-
pated availability in a geometrical way. The key to this geometrical method is the thermodynamic
length characterized by a metric tensor defined on the space of control variables. In this paper, we
show that the metric tensor for Langevin dynamics can be decomposed in terms of the relaxation
times of a system. As an application of the decomposition of the metric tensor, we demonstrate that
it is possible to achieve Carnot efficiency at finite power by taking the vanishing limit of relaxation
times without breaking trade-off relations between efficiency and power of heat engines.

I. INTRODUCTION

It is well-known that the upper bound of the efficiency
for a heat engine working between high (Th) and low (Tc)
temperature heat reservoirs is given by Carnot efficiency
ηC as

η ≤ ηC ≡ 1−
Tc

Th

, (1)

where the efficiency η is defined by the ratio between
work output W and heat intake Qin:

η ≡
W

Qin

. (2)

The achievement of Carnot efficiency is, however, usu-
ally unrealistic due to the infinitely long operation time
to make all the processes quasi-static [1–3]. Moreover,
the infinitely long operation time obviously leads to van-
ishing power, making the heat engine impractical. Thus,
it is necessary to be tolerant of extra dissipation caused
by finite time operation, also known as dissipated avail-
ability, to obtain finite power [4, 5]. In general, non-
vanishing dissipated availability will decrease the perfor-
mance of heat engines. How much performance decrease
we should be tolerant of was a key question of finite time
thermodynamics [3], and it was recently quantified as
trade-off relations between efficiency and power of heat
engines [6–11].
In the slow driving linear response regime in which

the system’s relaxation time is much shorter than the
time of the driving process, the dissipated availability is
described by using the linear response relations between
the control variables of a system and their conjugate ther-
modynamic forces [12]. Furthermore, the lower bound of
the dissipated availability is given by the thermodynamic
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length of the corresponding trajectory in the space of con-
trol variables [4, 12, 13]. A metric tensor, which is given
by the equilibrium time-correlation functions of thermo-
dynamic forces, was introduced to characterize the ther-
modynamic length [9, 10, 14, 15]. Recently, this geo-
metrical tool has found many applications in stochastic
thermodynamics [16–18].

Because the metric tensor is defined with the equilib-
rium time-correlation function between thermodynamic
forces [12], it is natural that the metric tensor depends
on the relaxation time of the correlation. In fact, it
was shown that the metric tensor is decomposed into the
product of timescale matrix and Fisher information ma-
trix [12, 15]. Such information on the timescales in metric
tensor may be useful for the analysis of the performance
of heat engines, as the relaxation times significantly affect
the efficiency and power of heat engines [11, 19–21].

In this paper, we explore the detailed structure of the
metric tensor in the framework of stochastic thermody-
namics. As the relaxation dynamics of the correlation
between thermodynamic forces fundamentally reflect the
dynamics of a system obeying Langevin equations, it is
natural that the metric tensor is decomposed in terms
of the relaxation times of the system, such as those of
position and momentum. We demonstrate this decom-
position analytically for a harmonic potential and nu-
merically for scale-invariant potentials by using Langevin
dynamics. As an application of the decomposition of the
metric tensor, we show that the compatibility of Carnot
efficiency and finite power is achieved in the vanishing
limit of relaxation times. Furthermore, it will be shown
that the compatibility is consistent with the trade-off re-
lations between efficiency and power.

The organization of the rest of the paper is as follows.
We first give an introduction to the metric tensor in ther-
modynamic geometry in section II. Then, we demon-
strate the decomposition of the metric tensor according
to different relaxation timescales in section III. As an
application of the decomposition of the metric tensor,
we show the compatibility of Carnot efficiency and finite
power and its consistency with the trade-off relation be-

http://arxiv.org/abs/2409.08546v2
mailto:li-zhen@g.ecc.u-tokyo.ac.jp
mailto:izumida@k.u-tokyo.ac.jp


2

tween efficiency and power in section IV. Finally, we give
concluding remarks in section V.

II. METRIC TENSOR IN THERMODYNAMIC
GEOMETRY

Let us consider the dynamics of a Brownian particle
described by the following underdamped Langevin equa-
tions for position x and momentum p:

ẋ =
p

m
, (3)

ṗ = −
∂V

∂x
−

ξ

m
p+ ζ(t). (4)

Here, the dot denotes the time derivative. m, ξ, and V =
V (x,Λi) denote the mass of the particle, friction coeffi-
cient, and a potential function with Λi (i = 1, 2, · · · ,M)
being M time-dependent parameters as “mechanical”
control variables, respectively. ζ(t) is the Gaussian white
noise satisfying the fluctuation-dissipation relation [22–
24]:

〈ζ(t)〉 = 0, 〈ζ(t)ζ(t′)〉 = 2ξkBT (t)δ(t− t′), (5)

where the bracket 〈· · · 〉 denotes the ensemble average,
T (t) is the time-dependent temperature of the heat reser-
voir as a “thermal” control variable, and kB is Boltzmann
constant. We collectively write all control variables as
Λµ ≡ (T,Λi). The Brownian particle may be regarded
as the working substance of a heat engine if tempera-
ture T and parameters Λi in the potential V are changed
periodically.
Following the framework in [9, 12, 15], we can de-

rive the linear response relations between the conjugated
thermodynamic forces Xµ and the changing rates of con-
trol variables Λµ:

〈δXµ〉 = 〈Xµ〉 − Xµ = −gµνΛ̇
ν , (6)

where Xµ ≡ 〈Xµ〉eq is the quasi-static value of Xµ with

〈· · · 〉eq denoting the ensemble average at equilibrium,
and δXµ ≡ Xµ −Xµ is the fluctuation of Xµ. The ther-
modynamic force Xi conjugated to Λi is given by

Xi ≡ −
∂H

∂Λi
(7)

as a generalized force, where H ≡ p2/(2m) + V is the
system’s Hamiltonian. Meanwhile, XT conjugated to T
is given by

XT ≡ −kB ln ρ (8)

as a stochastic entropy, where ρeq = ρeq(x, p) is the dis-
tribution of the system. The linear response coefficients
gµν are given by the equilibrium time-correlation func-
tions of the thermodynamic forces [12]:

gµν ≡
1

kBT

∫ +∞

0

ds 〈δXµ(s)δXν(0)〉eq . (9)

An operator solution for the time evolution of a func-
tion φ(s) can be given as [15]:

φ(s) = eL
†
FP

sφ(0), (10)

where

L†
FP ≡

p

m

∂

∂x
−

∂V

∂x

∂

∂p
−

ξ

m
p
∂

∂p
+ ξkBT

∂2

∂p2
, (11)

is the adjoint Fokker-Planck operator corresponding to
the Langevin equations (3) and (4) [22, 23]. With this
operator solution, we can find another expression for
δXT (s):

δXT (s) = eL
†

FP
sδXT (0)

= eL
†

FP
s
(

−kB ln ρeq + kB 〈ln ρeq〉eq

)

= eL
†
FP

s

(

H(0)

T
−

F

T
− S

)

= eL
†

FP
s

(

H(0)

T
−

U

T

)

=
H(s)

T
−

U

T
, (12)

if the system is initialized with the equilibrium distribu-
tion:

ρeq ≡ exp

{

−
1

kBT
(H −F)

}

, (13)

where F ≡ U − TS is the Helmholtz free energy with
U ≡ 〈H〉eq and S ≡ −kB 〈ln ρeq〉eq being the equilibrium

internal energy and the equilibrium entropy, respectively.
It is also worth noting that the fluctuations of thermo-

dynamic forces are given by

δXµ(0) = kBT
∂ ln ρeq
∂Λµ

, (14)

if we initialize the system as the equilibrium state [15].
In the slow-driving linear response regime, the dissi-

pated availability A for a process starting at time t = ti
and ending at time t = tf is given in a geometrical way
in terms of gµν :

A ≡

∫ tf

ti

gµνΛ̇
µΛ̇νdt. (15)

As a result of the second law of thermodynamics, we have
A ≥ 0, requiring the positive semi-definiteness of gµν .
There is a relation between dissipated availability A

and entropy generation rate σ̇:

A =

∫ tf

ti

T σ̇dt, (16)

where σ̇ ≡ Ṡ − J/T with S = 〈XT 〉 and J being the en-
tropy and the heat flux, respectively. To derive Eq. (16),
we start from the first law of thermodynamics:

d

dt
〈H〉 = J − 〈Xi〉 Λ̇

i, (17)
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where the changing rate of internal energy d 〈H〉 /dt is
equated with the heat flux J minus the instantaneous
power 〈Xi〉 Λ̇

i. Based on Eq. (17), we have [9]

−〈Xµ〉 Λ̇
µ = T σ̇ +

d

dt
(〈H〉 − TS) . (18)

Combined with Eq. (12), Eq. (18) becomes

−XµΛ̇
µ + gµνΛ̇

µΛ̇ν = T σ̇ +
d

dt
(U − TS) , (19)

by applying the linear response relation (6). Due to the
fact that dF = d(U − TS) = −XµdΛ

µ, we finally have

T σ̇ = gµνΛ̇
µΛ̇ν , (20)

and Eq. (16) combined with the definition of dissipated
availability in Eq. (15).
By applying the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality to

Eq. (15), we can find the lower bound of A for a given
process as

A ≥
L2

ti − tf
, (21)

where

L ≡

∫ tf

ti

√

gµνΛ̇µΛ̇νdt (22)

is the thermodynamic length of the trajectory corre-
sponding to the process in Λµ space with gµν serving
as a metric tensor.
For later use, we also introduce the overdamped

Langevin equation as

ẋ = −
1

ξ

∂V

∂x
+

1

ξ
ζ(t), (23)

which can be derived from the underdamped Langevin
equations (3) and (4) by assuming timescale separation
τp/τx ≪ 1 with τp and τx being the relaxation times
of momentum and position of the particle, respectively.
While the definition of gµν in this overdamped descrip-
tion is essentially the same as the underdamped one in
Eq. (9), the Hamiltonian is replaced by H = V and
the equilibrium distribution ρeq in Eq. (13) accordingly.
Moreover, the adjoint Fokker-Planck operator in Eq. (11)
should also be replaced as

L†
FP → G†

FP ≡ −
1

ξ

∂V

∂x

∂

∂x
+

kBT

ξ

∂2

∂x2
. (24)

III. DECOMPOSITION OF METRIC TENSOR

The metric tensor (9) can be decomposed into the
Hadamard product of the timescale matrix τµν and the
Fisher information matrix Iµν [12, 15]:

gµν = kBTτµν ⊙ Iµν , (25)

Iµν ≡

〈(

∂ ln ρeq
∂Λµ

)(

∂ ln ρeq
∂Λν

)〉

eq

. (26)

The Hadamard product results in a matrix where each
element is the product of the corresponding element in
the original matrices, and there is no dependence on
timescales for Iµν . Here, each element of τµν gives the
correlation time between thermodynamic forces δXµ and
δXν . This decomposition naturally comes from the defi-

nition (9) with δXµ(s) = eL
†
FP

sδXµ(0), where the relax-
ation time of the correlation appears from the integration
of the time-correlation function, and the time-correlation
functions at s = 0 take the form of the Fisher informa-
tion when considering Eq. (14). As multiple timescales,
the relaxation times of momentum τp and position τx,
appear in the Langevin system (3) and (4), it is natural
to consider that each component of τµν may be decom-
posed in terms of τp and τx, which will be demonstrated
in the following subsections.

A. Case of harmonic potential

Due to the linearity of Langevin equations (3)
and (4) [25, 26], and as the distribution remains Gaus-
sian type when initialized as the equilibrium one [25], it
is relatively easy to calculate the metric tensor gµν for a
harmonic potential V (x, k) = kx2/2. The position and
momentum relaxation times τx and τp of this case read

τx =
ξ

k
, (27)

τp =
m

ξ
. (28)

For the control variables Λµ = (T, k), gµν is given by [25–
27]:

gµν =





gTT gTk

gkT gkk





µν

=





mkB

ξT
+ ξkB

4kT
−mkB

2ξk
− ξkB

4k2

−mkB

2ξk
− ξkB

4k2
mkBT
4ξk2 + ξkBT

4k3





µν

.

(29)

Because the Fisher information in Eq. (26) is given by

Iµν =





1
T 2 − 1

2Tk

− 1
2Tk

1
2k2



 , (30)

the timescale matrix τµν is written as

τµν =





m
ξ
+ ξ

4k
m
ξ
+ ξ

2k

m
ξ
+ ξ

2k
m
2ξ

+ ξ
2k



 =





τp +
1
4
τx τp +

1
2
τx

τp +
1
2
τx

1
2
τp +

1
2
τx





(31)
in terms of the linear combination of τx and τp. The met-
ric tensor gµν in Eq. (29) is positive definite, which can
be checked from the positivity of its principal submatri-
ces (gTT > 0 and det(gµν) = mk2B/(16k

3) > 0). It is easy
to find that the positive definite gµν is decomposed into
two positive semi-definite parts:

gµν = gpµν + gxµν , (32)
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where

gpµν = τp





kB

T
−kB

2k

−kB

2k
kBT
4k2





µν

(33)

is proportional to the momentum relaxation time τp, and

gxµν = τx





kB

4T
−kB

4k

−kB

4k
kBT
4k2





µν

(34)

is proportional to the position relaxation time τx.
Here, we find that gpµν and gxµν , respectively, are degen-

erate and have zero-eigenvalue. The eigenvector (T, 2k)
subject to the zero-eigenvalue of gpµν defines the direction
of the underdamped adiabatic process of the Langevin
system (3) and (4) [27]; we obtain the adiabatic curve

T 2/k = const. by solving Ṫ /k̇ = dT/dk = T/(2k). Mean-
while, the eigenvector (T, k) for gxµν defines the direction
of the adiabatic process of the overdamped Langevin sys-
tem (23) [15]; we obtain the adiabatic curve T/k = const.

by solving Ṫ /k̇ = dT/dk = T/k. Here, the term “adia-
batic” means dS = 0 for the quasi-static entropy S.
Furthermore, gxµν in Eq. (34) is equal to the metric

tensor godµν for the overdamped dynamics (23) for the har-
monic potential [15]. This is consistent with the fact that
Eq. (23) is obtained in the overdamped limit τp/τx ≪ 1
and from the explicit form of Eqs. (32)–(34). In fact, two
properties, gµν → godµν in the sufficiently large ξ limit and

godµν ∝ τx, can be shown apart from the harmonic poten-
tial case, see Appendix A and Appendix B, respectively.

B. Case of scale-invariant potentials

Inspired by the case of the harmonic potential, we con-
jecture that the metric tensor for other potential func-
tions is also decomposed in the same form in terms of
the relaxation times τp and τx as

gµν = gpµν + gxµν , (35)

where

gpµν ∝ τp, (36)

gxµν ∝ τx. (37)

However, due to the nonlinear term ∂V/∂x in Eq. (4),
it is hard to directly calculate the metric tensor and de-
compose it. Here, we provide simulation results to show
numerical evidence to support our conjecture.
We consider the metric tensor for the following scale-

invariant potentials:

V =
kx2n

2n
(n ≥ 1), (38)

and control variables Λµ = (T, k) as examples. By di-
mensional analysis, we can identify the position relax-
ation timescale τx as

τx = ξk−
1
n (kBT )

−n−1
n , (39)

while τp is the same as the case of the harmonic potential
in Eq. (28). It should be noted that the mass m should
not appear in the position relaxation timescale, which is
related to the mass-independent overdamped Langevin
dynamics (23).
We nondimensionalize the equations for the numeri-

cal simulations. T and k can be nondimensionalized by
setting a unit T as Te and a unit k as ke:

T̃ ≡ T−1
e T, (40)

k̃ ≡ k−1
e k. (41)

Then, we nondimensionalize other quantities as

x̃ ≡ (kBTe)
− 1

2n k
1
2n
e x, (42)

p̃ ≡ (mkBTe)
− 1

2 p, (43)

t̃ ≡ m− 1
2 k

1
2n
e (kBTe)

n−1
2n t, (44)

ξ̃ ≡ m− 1
2 k

− 1
2n

e (kBTe)
−n−1

2n ξ, (45)

Ṽ ≡ (kBTe)
−1V (46)

ζ̃(t̃) ≡ k
− 1

2n
e (kBTe)

− 2n−1
2n ζ(t), (47)

where
〈

ζ̃(t)
〉

= 0 and
〈

ζ̃(t̃)ζ̃(t̃′)
〉

= 2ξ̃T̃ δ(t̃ − t̃′). The

dimensionless underdamped Langevin equations read

dx̃

dt̃
= p̃, (48)

dp̃

dt̃
= −

∂Ṽ

∂x̃
− ξ̃p̃+ ζ̃(t̃). (49)

Also, the dimensionless overdamped Langevin equation
reads

dx̃

dt̃
= −

1

ξ̃

∂Ṽ

∂x̃
+

1

ξ̃
ζ̃(t̃). (50)

The dimensionless metric tensor is also given by

g̃TT ≡ m− 1
2 k

1
2n
e k

−n+1
2n

B T
3n−1
2n

e gTT , (51)

g̃Tk ≡ m− 1
2 k

2n+1
2n

e k
−n+1

2n

B T
n−1
2n

e gTk, (52)

g̃kT ≡ m− 1
2 k

2n+1
2n

e k
−n+1

2n

B T
n−1
2n

e gkT , (53)

g̃kk ≡ m− 1
2 k

4n+1
2n

e k
−n+1

2n

B T
−n+1

2n
e gkk. (54)

With this, the expected form of the metric tensor is

g̃µν = g̃pµν + g̃xµν =
aµν

ξ̃
+ bµν ξ̃, (55)
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if the decomposition in Eqs. (35)–(37) is feasible. Mean-
while, for the metric tensor godµν of the overdamped dy-
namics, the expected form should be

g̃odµν = cµν ξ̃, (56)

in the dimensionless version.

We performed the numerical simulation in the follow-
ing way. For a given set of (T̃ , k̃), we first prepared a large
number of samples (x̃, p̃) from the equilibrium distribu-
tion by using the accept-reject sampling method [28].
Then, we simulated each (x̃, p̃) according to the Langevin
equations (48) and (49) or Eq. (50) with long enough sim-
ulation time t̃s and small enough time step dt̃. With these
(x̃, p̃), we calculated the fluctuations of thermodynamic
forces and the time-correlation functions at each time by
taking ensemble averages. Finally, we obtained g̃µν by
numerical integration of the time-correlation functions.
We used 4 × 105 samples for the initial equilibrium dis-
tribution, and performed the numerical simulations using
Euler-Maruyama method with t̃s = 100 and dt̃ = 0.01.

Figure 1 shows the simulation results of g̃µν as a func-

tion of ξ̃ for the scale-invariant potential V = kx4/4

(n = 2) with (T̃ , k̃) = (1, 1). We can find that g̃µν is well

fitted by φµν = aµν/ξ̃+ bµν ξ̃ with aµν and bµν being the
coefficients, where aµν ≃ aνµ and bµν ≃ bνµ [29]. Thus,
we have confirmed Eq. (55). We also find the degener-
ating behavior of aµν , which suggests the degeneracy of
g̃pµν as similar to the case of the harmonic potential.

Meanwhile, Figure 2 shows g̃odµν calculated by using the
overdamped Langevin dynamics Eq. (50), which is well

fitted by φod
µν = cµν ξ̃ with cµν being the coefficients with

cµν ≃ cνµ. We also find the degenerating behavior of cµν ,
which was shown in [15] for the scale-invariant potentials.

In the sufficiently large ξ̃ regime, we can also find bµν ≃
cµν , implying g̃µν ≃ g̃xµν ≃ g̃odµν in the overdamped limit
as expected (see also Appendix A). We also checked that
the same behaviors appear for the case of V = kx6/6
(n = 3) (data not shown).

Together with the timescales identified in Eqs. (28)
and (39), these findings give numerical evidence that the
decomposition in Eqs. (35)–(37) is feasible for the scale-
invariant potentials.

IV. COMPATIBILITY OF CARNOT
EFFICIENCY AND FINITE POWER

As an application of the decomposition of metric ten-
sor in section III, we consider the compatibility between
Carnot efficiency and finite power [19–21]. Such compat-
ibility may usually be forbidden by the trade-off relations
between efficiency and power [6–11]. In particular, in the
slow-driving linear response regime (6), the trade-off re-
lation between effective efficiency ε and power W/tcyc for
a heat engine operating with cycle time tcyc holds [9, 10].

Here, the effective efficiency

ε ≡
W

U
(57)

characterizes the ratio between the work output of the
heat engine

W ≡

∫ tcyc

0

〈Xi〉 Λ̇
idt (58)

and the net heat intake [9, 10, 25, 27]

U ≡ −

∫ tcyc

0

〈XT 〉 Ṫ dt. (59)

By defining the quasi-static work

W ≡

∮

XidΛ
i, (60)

and noting

ε ≃ 1−
A

W
(61)

in the slow-driving linear response regime, we obtain
the following trade-off relation between the effective effi-
ciency ε and power W/tcyc [9, 10]:

W

tcyc
≤ (1− ε)

(

W

L

)2

. (62)

Because of η/ηC ≤ ε, Eq. (62) can also be considered
the trade-off relation between efficiency η and power
W/tcyc [9].
The trade-off relation (62) forbids the compatibility of

Carnot efficiency and finite power in usual cases. How-
ever, cases with L → 0 are exceptions. This is easy
to understand, as the vanishment of the thermodynamic
length implies the vanishment of dissipated availability
from Eq. (15). By considering the decomposition of the
metric tensor, it is expected that the vanishing limit of
relaxation times realizes such cases.
We demonstrate the above consideration by construct-

ing a Carnot cycle of a Brownian particle in a harmonic
potential V = kx2/2, of which the metric tensor is given
by (29) [25–27]. We construct the Carnot cycle as follows
(Figure 3):

(1) Isothermal process from A(T0, k0) to B(T0, c1k0):

T (t) = T0,

k(t) = (c1 − 1)k0t/t1 + k0.
(63)

(2) Adiabatic expansion process from B(T0, c1k0) to
C(c2T0, c1c

2
2k0):

T (t) = (c2 − 1)T0t/t2 + T0,

k(t) = c1k0[T (t)/T0]
2.

(64)
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FIG. 1. ξ̃ dependence of the dimensionless metric tensor g̃µν at (T̃ , k̃) = (1, 1) for the scale-invariant potential V = kx4/4.

Simulation results (dots) were fitted by the functions φµν = aµν/ξ̃ + bµν ξ̃ (solid curves) by using the least square method.

FIG. 2. ξ̃ dependence of the dimensionless overdamped g̃odµν at (T̃ , k̃) = (1, 1) for the scale-invariant potential V = kx4/4.

Simulation results (dots) were fitted by the functions φod

µν = cµν ξ̃ (solid curves) by using the least square method.

A B

CD

(1)

(2)

(3)

(4)

FIG. 3. Schematic illustration of the Carnot cycle with (1)
isothermal process; (2) adiabatic process; (3) isothermal pro-
cess; and (4) adiabatic process in T–k space, where a Brow-
nian particle in a controllable harmonic potential V = kx2/2
is used as a working substance.

(3) Isothermal process from C(c2T0, c1c
2
2k0) to

D(c2T0, c
2
2k0):

T (t) = c2T0,

k(t) = c22(1− c1)k0t/t3 + c1c
2
2k0.

(65)

(4) Adiabatic compression process from D(c2T0, c
2
2k0)

to A(T0, k0):

T (t) = (1 − c2)T0t/t4 + c2T0,

k(t) = k0[T (t)/T0]
2.

(66)

Here, c1 > 1 and c2 > 1 are two constants and ti (i =
1, 2, 3, 4) is the duration of each process. It is obvious
that tcyc = t1 + t2 + t3 + t4, Tc = T0, Th = c2T0, and the
corresponding Carnot efficiency is given by

ηC =
c2 − 1

c2
. (67)

It should be noted that the aforementioned condition
c1 > 1 and c2 > 1 imply that the points A, B, C, and D
in the T –k space in Figure 3 are distinguishable.
Now, we turn to the dissipated availability. Due to

Eq. (15) and the proposed decomposition of the metric
tensor (35)–(37), it is possible to achieve the vanishment
of the dissipated availability with finite operation time by
taking the vanishing limit of relaxation times. In fact, the



7

dissipated availability A for the cycle in Eqs. (63)–(66)
is given by

A =

4
∑

i=1

∫ ti

0

gµνΛ̇
µΛ̇νdt = Ap +Ax, (68)

Ap ≡ τp

[

kBT0(c1 − 1)2

4t1c1
+

kBT0(c1 − 1)2c2
4t3c1

]

, (69)

Ax ≡ τx

[

kBT0(c1 − 1)2(c1 + 1)

4t1c1
+

kBT0(c2 − 1)2(c2 + 1)

8t2c1c22

+
kBT0(c1 − 1)2(c1 + 1)c2

4t3c21
+

kBT0(c2 − 1)2(c2 + 1)

8t4c22

]

,

(70)

which is decomposed according to the momentum relax-
ation time τp and position relaxation time τx:

τp =
m

ξ
, τx =

ξ

k0
. (71)

The decomposition of the dissipated availability accord-
ing to the relaxation times in Eq. (68) results from the
decomposition in Eqs. (35)–(37) for the metric tensor.
If we take an appropriate vanishing limit τp → 0 and
τx → 0, we have A → 0, thus achieving η → ηC with
finite operation time tcyc.

To realize the above scenario, we need to specify
the way of taking the simultaneous vanishing relaxation
times τp → 0 and τx → 0 as it may significantly affect
the underlying dynamics. Here, we adopt the following
vanishing limit of the relaxation times:

τp =
m

ξ
=

θp
ǫ

→ 0 (ǫ → +∞), (72)

τx =
ξ

k0
=

θx
ǫ

→ 0 (ǫ → +∞), (73)

respectively, where θp and θx are two positive finite con-
stants, and ǫ is a dimensionless parameter. This vanish-
ing limit implies m ∼ ǫ−1 and k0 ∼ ǫ with the ratio being
kept finite as τp/τx = θp/θx.

The efficiency η and power W/tcyc for the cycle (63)–
(66) under the vanishing limit (72) and (73) are given by
(see Appendix C for the derivation)

η = ηC −
γ

ǫ
, (74)

W

tcyc
=

W

tcyc
−

αγ

ǫ
, (75)

where the quasi-static workW in Eq. (60) is given by [25,
27]

W = −

∮

kBT

2k
dk =

kBT0(c2 − 1) ln c1
2

, (76)

and α and γ are positive finite constants as

α ≡
kBT0c2 ln c1

2tcyc
, (77)

γ ≡
θx

2c2 ln c1

(

1−
1

c22

)(

1

c1t2
+

1

t4

)

+
θx

4t1c2 ln c1

(

c1 − 1

c1

)2(

c1 + 1 + 2c1
θp
θx

)

+
θx

4t3c22 ln c1

(

c1 − 1

c1

)2(

c1 + 1 + 2c1c
2
2

θp
θx

)

. (78)

In the vanishing limit of the relaxation times τp and τx
(ǫ → ∞), we find that the efficiency approaches the
Carnot efficiency ηC (Eq. (74)), while the power remains
the finite value W/tcyc (Eq. (75)). Thus, the compat-
ibility of Carnot efficiency and finite power under the
vanishing limit of the relaxation times (72) and (73) has
been achieved.
We show that this compatibility is consistent with the

trade-off relation (62) by estimating the ratio between
the left- and right-hand sides of (62) in the vanishing
limit of the relaxation times. Combined with the defini-
tion of effective efficiency (61), the trade-off relation (62)
becomes

W

tcyc
≤

AW

L2
, (79)

of which both the left and right-hand sides are constants.
For the protocol we adopted in Eqs. (63)–(66), we choose
c1 = c2 = 10 and t1 = t2 = t3 = t4, and θp = θx = θ.
Then, we can numerically evaluate the thermodynamic
length L in Eq. (22) as

L =
4
∑

i=1

∫ ti

0

√

gµνΛ̇µΛ̇νdt ≈ 5.900
√

kBT0

√

θ

ǫ
. (80)

The numerical result of the dissipated availability (15) in
this protocol is also estimated as

A ≈
272.201

tcyc
kBT0

θ

ǫ
. (81)

Thus, the ratio between the left- and right-hand sides of
Eq. (79) is given by

Atcyc
L2

≈ 7.820, (82)

by using Eqs. (80) and (81). Note that this is not such
a tight bound, as the protocol we chose for the Carnot
cycle is not the geodesic in T –k space.
Finally, we support the compatibility of Carnot effi-

ciency and finite power by showing its consistency with
the trade-off relation between efficiency and power that
applies to general Markov heat engines beyond the linear
response regime [6, 30]:

W

tcyc
≤ χTcη(ηC − η). (83)
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Here, χ is a positive factor depending on the system.
Again, it may still be possible for the power to remain
finite even η → ηC, if χ diverges with a proper rate at
the same time. In fact, it was pointed out that the van-
ishing limit of relaxation times of a system can lead to
the divergence of χ, realizing the compatibility of Carnot
efficiency and finite power [19–21].
The χ factor in the present case is given by (see App-

nedix C for the derivation)

χ = ωǫ− ϑ, (84)

where ω and ϑ are positive finite constants:

ω ≡
c22kB(t2 + 3t3 + t4)

3tcycθp
, (85)

ϑ ≡
c22kB ln c1

2tcyc
. (86)

It is obvious that χ diverges in the limit of ǫ → ∞
(Eqs. (72) and (73)). Due to this divergence, even when
η approaches ηC, χT0η(ηC − η), which corresponds to
the right-hand side of the trade-off relation (83), remains
finite as

χT0η(ηC − η) = ωγηCT0 − (ωγ + ϑηC)
γT0

ǫ
+

ϑγ2

ǫ2

→ ωγηCT0, (87)

showing that the compatibility of Carnot efficiency and
finite power is possible without breaking the trade-off
relation. It is also worth noting that the right-hand side
χT0η(ηC − η) in Eq. (83) may give a loose bound for the
power. In fact, We find that Eq. (87) is about 30 times
larger than W/tcyc for the same parameters we chose to
estimate the ratio between the left- and right-hand sides
of the trade-off relation (79).

V. CONCLUDING REMARKS

In this work, we showed the decomposition of the met-
ric tensor, which is a key element to quantify the dissi-
pated availability in the geometrical framework of ther-
modynamics [9, 10, 12, 15], in terms of the relaxation
times characterizing Langevin dynamics. This decom-
position was demonstrated by the analytically tractable
harmonic potential and the scale-invariant potentials by

the numerical simulations. Moreover, we applied the de-
composition of the metric tensor to show the compati-
bility of Carnot efficiency and finite power [19–21]. We
took the Carnot cycle using the Brownian particle in the
harmonic potential as an example. We found that the
dissipated availability in one cycle can be decomposed
according to the relaxation times due to the decompo-
sition of the metric tensor. The vanishing limit of the
relaxation times resulted in the vanishment of the dis-
sipated availability with finite cycle time and thus the
compatibility of Carnot efficiency and finite power. We
also showed that this compatibility is consistent with the
trade-off relations between efficiency and power.

There remain some future tasks. A fully theoretical
analysis of the dependence of the metric tensor on relax-
ation times is necessary to support the decomposition for
general potentials. As the different relaxation timescales
are shown to be proportional to different orders of friction
coefficient by dimensional analysis, the decomposition is
expected to be confirmed if the dependence on friction
coefficient is theoretically obtained for the metric tensor.

Moreover, though we have theoretically shown that the
vanishing limit of the relaxation times leads to the com-
patibility of Carnot efficiency and finite power, we expect
that actual experiments such as [31] to verify the com-
patibility, in which the relaxation times of a system are
systematically controlled, will be conducted in the near
future.
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Appendix A: Metric tensor in overdamped limit

Here, we formally show gµν → godµν in the overdamped
limit from the definition (9) of the metric tensor using
the equilibrium time-correlation function. For the suffi-
ciently large ξ limit assuring τp/τx ≪ 1, the Langevin
system (3) and (4) naturally becomes the overdamped
one (Eq. (23)) as the inertia ṗ is negligible [22, 23, 32].
Meanwhile, the metric tensor will approach the over-
damped one. For example, for µ = ν = T , we have
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gTT =
1

kBT

∫ +∞

0

ds 〈δXT (s)δXT (0)〉eq

=
1

kBT

∫ +∞

0

1

T 2

〈[

p2(s)

2m
+ V (x(s)) −

〈

p2
〉

eq

2m
− 〈V 〉eq

][

p2(0)

2m
+ V (x(0))−

〈

p2
〉

eq

2m
− 〈V 〉eq

]〉

eq

ds

=
1

kBT

∫ +∞

0

1

T 2

〈[

p2(s)

2m
−

〈

p2
〉

eq

2m

] [

p2(0)

2m
+ V (x(0)) −

〈

p2
〉

eq

2m
− 〈V 〉eq

]〉

eq

ds

+
1

kBT

∫ +∞

0

1

T 2

〈

[

V (x(s)) − 〈V 〉eq

]

[

p2(0)

2m
+ V (x(0))−

〈

p2
〉

eq

2m
− 〈V 〉eq

]〉

eq

ds

≃
1

kBT

∫ +∞

0

1

T 2

〈[

p2(0)

2m
−

〈

p2
〉

eq

2m

][

p2(0)

2m
+ V (x(0)) −

〈

p2
〉

eq

2m
− 〈V 〉eq

]〉

eq

exp

(

−
2ξ

m
s

)

ds

+
1

kBT

∫ +∞

0

1

T 2

〈[

V (x(s)) − 〈V 〉eq

] [

V (x(0))− 〈V 〉eq

]〉

eq
ds

=
m

2ξ

1

T 2

〈[

p2(0)

2m
−

〈

p2
〉

eq

2m

][

p2(0)

2m
+ V (x(0))−

〈

p2
〉

eq

2m
− 〈V 〉eq

]〉

eq

+
1

kBT

∫ +∞

0

1

T 2

〈[

V (x(s)) − 〈V 〉eq

] [

V (x(0))− 〈V 〉eq

]〉

eq
ds

≃
1

kBT

∫ +∞

0

1

T 2

〈[

V (x(s)) − 〈V 〉eq

] [

V (x(0)) − 〈V 〉eq

]〉

eq
ds

= godTT , (A1)

where we used Eq. (12) in the second line. In the
above approximation, rapid damping of p2(s) in the over-
damped dynamics is the key [22, 23, 32]. This damping
can be characterized by

p2(s)

2m
−

〈

p2
〉

eq

2m
≃

(

p2(0)

2m
−

〈

p2
〉

eq

2m

)

exp

(

−
2ξ

m
s

)

,

(A2)
which is applied in the fifth line of Eq. (A1). To derive
Eq. (A2), we start from Eq. (10). By taking the partial
derivative of s in both sides, we have

∂

∂s

[

p2(s)

2m
−

〈

p2
〉

eq

2m

]

= L†
FP

[

p2(s)

2m
−

〈

p2
〉

eq

2m

]

. (A3)

We can decompose L†
FP

L†
FP = L†

re + L†
irr, (A4)

in terms of a reversible part L†
re

L†
re ≡

p

m

∂

∂x
−

∂V

∂x

∂

∂p
, (A5)

and an irreversible part

L†
irr ≡ −

ξ

m
p
∂

∂p
+ ξkBT

∂2

∂p2
. (A6)

In the sufficiently large ξ regime, we have

L†
FP ≃ L†

irr. (A7)

Combined with

L†
irr

[

p2(s)

2m
−

〈

p2
〉

eq

2m

]

= −
2ξ

m

[

p2(s)

2m
−

〈

p2
〉

eq

2m

]

, (A8)

where
〈

p2
〉

eq
= mkBT , Eq. (A3) becomes

∂

∂s

[

p2(s)

2m
−

〈

p2
〉

eq

2m

]

≃ −
2ξ

m

[

p2(s)

2m
−

〈

p2
〉

eq

2m

]

. (A9)

Equation (A2) can be obtained by solving Eq. (A9).
Moreover, we also apply

〈

[

V (x(s))− 〈V 〉eq

]

[

p2(0)

2m
−

〈

p2
〉

eq

2m

]〉

eq

= 0, (A10)

in the sixth line of Eq. (A1), as V (x(s)) does not depend
on p(0) in overdamped dynamics.
Such analysis can also be applied for other components,

which shows that the metric tensor approaches the over-
damped one in the sufficiently large ξ limit.
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Appendix B: Proportionality of relaxation time in
metric tensor for overdamped dynamics

We show godµν ∝ τx for general potentials. To this end,
we consider its dependence on ξ as

∂godµν
∂ξ

=
1

kBT

∫ +∞

0

ds
∂

∂ξ
〈δXµ(s)δXν(0)〉eq

=
1

kBT

∫ +∞

0

ds

〈[

∂

∂ξ
eG

†

FP
sδXµ(0)

]

δXν(0)

〉

eq

= −
1

kBTξ

∫ +∞

0

ds
〈[

sG†
FPe

G
†

FP
sδXµ(0)

]

δXν(0)
〉

eq

= −
1

kBTξ

∫ +∞

0

s
d

ds
〈δXµ(s)δXν(0)〉eq ds

=
1

kBTξ

∫ +∞

0

ds 〈δXµ(s)δXν(0)〉eq

=
godµν
ξ

, (B1)

where we applied Eq. (10) and the adjoint Fokker-Planck

operator G†
FP for the overdamped dynamics in Eq. (24)

to obtain δXµ(s). Following derivatives,

∂

∂ξ
eG

†

FP
s =

1

ξ
sG†

FPe
G

†

FP
s, (B2)

d

ds
eG

†

FP
s = G†

FPe
G

†

FP
s, (B3)

are also applied in the third and fourth lines, respectively.
Integration by parts and the following relation

lim
s→+∞

s 〈δXµ(s)δXν(0)〉eq = 0, (B4)

which ensures the convergence of the integration in
Eq. (9), are used in the fifth line. By solving Eq. (B1), we
obtain godµν = Kµνξ with Kµν being a matrix independent
of ξ.
If the potential V can be described in a series form,

V =

∞
∑

n=1

kn
n
xn, (B5)

we can obtain a set of timescales τn without mass m for
all kn 6= 0 by dimensional analysis:

τn ∼ ξk
− 2

n
n (kBT )

−n−2
n . (B6)

All these timescales and their combination ταi τ
1−α
j are

proportional to ξ, which implies that the position relax-
ation timescale is proportional to ξ:

τx ∝ ξ. (B7)

Thus, the metric tensor for overdamped dynamics should
be proportional to τx as godµν is proportional to ξ.

Appendix C: Derivation of Eq. (74), Eq. (75), and
Eq. (84)

We show the derivation of the efficiency η in Eq. (74),
power W/tcyc in Eq. (75), and χ factor in Eq. (84) for
the Carnot cycle (63)–(66).
The linear response relation (6) is applicable when the

driving speed is much slower than the system’s relaxation
speed, which can be applied in the vanishing limit of
relaxation times. The linear response coefficient, which
also serves as the metric tensor, is given by Eq. (29) if
we choose the control variables as Λµ = (T, k). Thus, for
〈Xk〉, we have

〈Xk〉 = Xk − gkµΛ̇
µ

= −
kBT

2k
+

(ξ2 + 2mk)kB
4ξk2

Ṫ −
(ξ2 +mk)kBT

4ξk3
k̇,

(C1)

and the work of the Carnot cycle (63)–(66) reads

W =

4
∑

i=1

∫ ti

0

〈Xk〉 k̇dt

=
kBT0(c2 − 1) ln c1

2
−

kBT0ξ

4k0

(

1−
1

c22

)(

1

c1t2
+

1

t4

)

−
kBT0ξ

8k0t1

(

c1 − 1

c1

)2(

c1 + 1 +
2k0mc1

ξ2

)

−
kBT0ξ

8k0c2t3

(

c1 − 1

c1

)2(

c1 + 1 +
2k0mc1c

2
2

ξ2

)

.

(C2)

The heat intake Qin of the Carnot cycle (63)–(66) is
given by [21]

Qin =
∑

Qi>0

Qi, (C3)

Qi =

∫ ti

0

ξ

m

(

kBT −

〈

p2
〉

m

)

dt (i = 1, 2, 3, 4), (C4)

where Q2 and Q4 during the adiabatic processes should
vanish. With the definition of Xk in Eq. (7) and the
replacement of δXT in Eq. (12), we have

〈

p2
〉

−
〈

p2
〉

eq
= 2m (T 〈δXT 〉+ k 〈δXk〉) . (C5)

Combined with the linear response relations (6),
〈

p2
〉

can
be expressed as

〈

p2
〉

= mkBT −
m2kB
ξ

Ṫ +
m2kBT

2ξk
k̇, (C6)

where
〈

p2
〉

eq
= mkBT . Finally, the heat intake is given

by

Qin = Q3 =
kBT0c2 ln c1

2
. (C7)
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With the work W in Eq. (C2) and the heat intake Qin

in Eq. (C7), it is easy to obtain the efficiency η:

η =
W

Qin

= ηC −
ξ

2k0c2 ln c1

(

1−
1

c22

)(

1

c1t2
+

1

t4

)

−
ξ

4k0t1c2 ln c1

(

c1 − 1

c1

)2(

c1 + 1 +
2k0mc1

ξ2

)

−
ξ

4k0t3c22 ln c1

(

c1 − 1

c1

)2(

c1 + 1 +
2k0mc1c

2
2

ξ2

)

.

(C8)

We can express the efficiency η in Eq. (C8) and the power
W/tcyc with W given in Eq. (C2) in terms of ǫ as

η = ηC −
γ

ǫ
, (C9)

W

tcyc
=

W

tcyc
−

αγ

ǫ
, (C10)

where α and γ are given in Eqs. (77) and (78), respec-
tively.

The χ factor in Eq. (83) for the case of harmonic po-
tential is given as [8, 21]

χ =
ξT 2

h

tcycT 2
c m

2

4
∑

i=1

∫ ti

0

1

T

(

T − Tc

Th − Tc

)2
〈

p2
〉

dt

=
ξc22

tcycm2

4
∑

i=1

∫ ti

0

1

T

(

T − T0

c2T0 − T0

)2
〈

p2
〉

dt, (C11)

where the temperatures of heat reservoirs Tc = T0 and
Th = c2T0 are set according to the Carnot cycle (63)–
(66). By applying Eq. (C6), we can further calculate χ
in Eq. (C11) as

χ = ωǫ− ϑ, (C12)

where ω and ϑ are given in Eqs. (85) and (86), respec-
tively.
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