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We describe an experiment on an underdamped mechanical oscillator used as an information
engine. The system is equivalent to an inertial Brownian particle confined in a harmonic

potential whose center is controlled by a feedback protocol which measures the particle position
at a specific sampling frequency 1/τ . Several feedback protocols are applied and the power

generated by the engine is measured as a function of the oscillator parameters and the sampling
frequency. The optimal parameters are then determined. The results are compared to the

theoretical predictions and numerical simulations on overdamped systems. We highlight the
specific effects of inertia, which can be used to increase the amount of power extracted by the

engine. In the regime of large τ , we show that the produced work has a tight bound determined
by information theories.

1 Introduction
The thermodynamics of feedback controlled sys-
tems is a widely studied subject not only for
its large number of applications but also for
its fundamental aspects [1], which are partic-
ularly interesting in mesoscopic systems where
thermal fluctuations cannot be neglected. One
of these aspects is the connection between in-
formation and thermodynamics that goes back
to the famous Maxwell demon [2, 3]. Indeed
a mesoscopic machine may produce work from
its thermal fluctuations using the information
on the system state gathered by the feedback.
It has been proved that the produced power ẇ
is always bounded by some information acqui-
sition rate İ, i.e.

ẇ ≤ kBT İ, (1)

where kB is Boltzmann’s constant and T the
bath temperature [4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9]. The first
inequality of this form was derived by Sagawa
and Ueda for a single feedback loop [4], but sub-
sequently has been extended to include the re-
peated use of feedback [5, 8], allowing for the
application to continuously operating informa-
tion engines. Often I is the mutual information
Ix,y between the controlled variable x and the
outcome y of the measurement performed by

the feedback on the system. However this defi-
nition doesn’t take into account the relevance of
the feedback to the measurement. If the proto-
col is poorly chosen, the measured information
I can be high, while the work extraction will be
low. Ashida et al. [9] proposed another exten-
sion of the Jarzynski equality, which considers
backward processes. They define an unavailable
information Iu that is the part of the measured
information that is not used to extract work by
the chosen protocol. Their generalisation of the
Jarzynski equality is the following:

⟨exp (− w

kBT
− I + Iu)⟩ = exp

(
−∆F

kBT

)
, (2)

where ∆F is the free energy difference between
the final and initial states. The definition of
I used here is not the mutual information but
I(y) = − log(P (y)) where P (y) is the proba-
bility of getting the measurement outcome y.
Instead Iu = − log(PB(y)) relies on the proba-
bility PB(y) of getting the outcome y of the mea-
surements in the reverse process and is accessi-
ble experimentally only if the backward process
can be performed.

The properties of Eqs. 1, 2 have been inves-
tigated both theoretically [10, 6, 7, 8, 9] and
experimentally in several different systems [11,
12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20]. From the
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experimental side the results concerned over-
damped systems where the role of inertia can
be neglected. In this letter we investigate ex-
perimentally several protocols that allow us to
produce work from thermal fluctuations in an
underdamped system where inertia plays a role.
The results are compared with theoretical and
numerical results in overdamped systems and
although we find several analogies, there are
features that pertain only to underdamped sys-
tems.

( (

Figure 1: Experimental setup. The deflection of
the cantilever x is measured using an interfer-
ometer. The deflection is used by the feedback
loop to compute a voltage VFB(x) that gener-
ates a force on the cantilever, shifting the center
of the harmonic potential.

2 Setup
In our experiment a conductive micro-cantilever
(Mikromotive Octensis 1000S) acts as an un-
derdamped mechanical oscillator submitted to
thermal fluctuations. Fig. 1 sketches our setup,
which is similar to the one described in refs. [21,
22]. Specifically the first oscillation mode of the
cantilever is used as a underdamped harmonic
oscillator characterized by a stiffness k ≃ 5 ×
10−3Nm−1, a resonance frequency f0 = 1087Hz
and an effective mass m = k/(2πf0)

2. The qual-
ity factor of this oscillator can be tuned by re-
moving the air in the cantilever chamber, from
Q ∼ 10 at atmospheric pressure to Q ∼ 100 in
light vacuum (1mbar). The tip deflection x fol-
lows the dynamics of a 1D underdamped Brow-
nian particle. The standard deviation of x in
thermal equilibrium is σ =

√
kBT/k ≃ 0.8 nm.

In the following, we express all lengths in units
of σ and all energies in units of kBT .

The cantilever deflection is measured by an
interferometer [23] whose outputs are digitized

and sent to a field programmable gate array de-
vice (National Instrument FPGA 7975R) that
computes the deflection x [24]. The device can
be programmed to output a feedback voltage
VFB computed using x and a set of rules imple-
mented by the user. It is linked to a computer
that records all the relevant data from the ex-
periment.

The feedback voltage, VFB, output by the
FPGA is applied to the cantilever. A DC volt-
age, VDC ≃ 90V kept constant through all ex-
periments, is applied to a conductive flat surface
about 500 µm away. This results in a feedback
force on the cantilever FFB [25]:

FFB ∝ (VFB−VDC)
2 = (V 2

DC−2VDCVFB+V 2
FB).
(3)

The term V 2
DC is constant and only shifts the

equilibrium position of the oscillator. It is in-
cluded in changing the reference x = 0 to the
center of the new harmonic potential. Since the
maximum voltage VFB possible for the FPGA
is 1V, V 2

FB ≪ VDCVFB and we can further sim-
plify FFB. The resulting expression for the force
is FFB ∝ 2VDCVFB. The DC bias acts as an
amplification factor used experimentally to tune
the sensitivity of the cantilever to the feedback
force.

The delay of the feedback loop is about 1µs
which is three order of magnitude smaller than
the period of the oscillator t0 ≃ 1ms. Thus
the feedback is much faster than the oscilla-
tor dynamics [24]. Furthermore the use of the
FPGA device allows us to run different experi-
ments with different types of feedback without
any modification of the experimental setup con-
figuration.

3 Discrete sampling proto-
col

Here we focus on a protocol, illustrated in Fig. 2,
where the position of the particle x is read by
the feedback with a sampling rate τ . Starting
from equilibrium with a potential U(x,−L) =
1
2
(x + L)2 centered in −L, at each reading the

measured x is compared with a threshold h. If
x < h, nothing is done and we wait for a time
τ before performing a new measurement. If
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Figure 2: The discrete sampling protocol.
Starting with a potential U(x,−L) = 1

2
(x+L)2

centered in −L, every time step τ the position x
of the particle is measured. If x > h the poten-
tial center is switched from −L to L. In both
cases we wait a time τ before performing the
next measure.

x > h, the potential is instantaneously switched
to U(x,+L) = 1

2
(x − L)2. During this process,

the potential energy of the particle is lowered
and the internal energy of the particle decreases.
Since the potential is switched almost instanta-
neously, the heat q exchanged by the particle
with the bath and the kinetic energy change
∆K are both zero at the switching time. In-
stead the change in the internal energy of the
particle is

∆U =
1

2
(x− L)2 − 1

2
(x+ L)2 = −2Lx. (4)

Since q = 0 and ∆K = 0, ∆U = −w < 0 if
x > 0. By convention, w is defined as the work
performed by the particle on the feedback, thus
w > 0 means that the feedback is extracting
work from the particle. The particle is left in
the potential centered in L for a time τ . After-
wards a new cycle can be performed symmet-
rically, switching the potential from U(x, L) to
U(x,−L) when x < −h.

This protocol is similar to the protocol pro-
posed by T.Sagawa and M.Ueda [4]. The differ-
ence between the two protocols is that in our
protocol the particle switches back and forth
between two potential wells, centered in ±L,
whereas the protocol from Sagawa and Ueda
uses successive potential wells centered in −L,
L, 3L, etc.
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Figure 3: Experimental signals time traces.
The blue curve is the measured deflection of the
cantilever, x. The orange curve is the position
of the center of the potential well and takes val-
ues ±L. The green curve takes values ∓h and
is the threshold the deflection has to cross for
the potential to be switched. Red crosses mark
instants when the feedback reads the position
of the particle. Since the readings happen only
every time τ , the particle can cross the thresh-
old without feedback on the potential if it hap-
pens between the readings. Experiments with
τ ≃ 0.8 tr = 2 t0, L = 0.4, h = 0.8.

Experimentally, the position of the particle
is measured continuously with a sampling fre-
quency of 2MHz but the feedback is allowed
to act only at discrete times with a period τ .
Experimental signals are presented in Fig. 3.
From the measured trajectory and applied po-
tential, we can compute the work of the particle
on the electric field along the trajectory using
Stratonovich convention. We can then obtain
the statistics of the work performed by the par-
ticle each time the potential is switched.

4 Long times limit
We first study the limit τ → ∞. This situa-
tion corresponds to the case where the parti-
cle is back to equilibrium between each reading
of the feedback loop. Experimentally, we take
τ ≳ 6 tr, where tr = Q/(πf0) is the relaxation
time of the oscillator.

At each reading of x by the feedback loop, we
compute the work w extracted by the protocol.

3
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Figure 4: Probability distribution functions of
the work performed by the particle at each read-
ing of the feedback loop for L = 0.6 with h = 0,
h = 0.6 and τ ≳ 6 tr. The measured pdf is ob-
tained over 104 readings of the position. Events
are for w ≥ 0, which corresponds to work ex-
traction. A strong peak in w = 0 corresponds
to all the readings where x < h and the poten-
tial is unchanged, hence w = 0.

The probability distribution function (pdf) of
w is shown in Fig. 4 for the case L = 0.6 and
h = 0. As expected, all events corresponds to
w ≥ 0 and work is extracted by the feedback. A
strong peak is present at w = 0 and corresponds
to events where the feedback reads a position
x < h and does not switch the potential, leading
to zero work. There is also a small contribution
from events where x = h = 0 and the potential
is switched with w = 0, according to Eq. 4.

The parameters L and h can be chosen to
maximize the amount of work and the mean
work ⟨w⟩ extracted by the feedback at each
reading. Fig. 5 shows the extracted work as a
function of L at h = 0: it presents a maximum
in L = 0.6. One can also change the position
of the threshold h, however the optimal value
is h = 0. Indeed, if h < 0, then we are allow-
ing the system to switch when the particle is
in h < x < 0 with w < 0 according to Eq. 4.
In this case, the feedback is providing work to
the system to put it in a higher energy state
when the potential is switched. If h > 0, we are
imposing a minimal amount of work w0 = 2Lh
to be extracted each time x > h. It means that
each time the particle is measured at 0 < x < h,
no work is extracted: w = 0. Conversely, if the
potential was switched we would have w > 0.
The feedback is thus loosing occasions to extract
work. This has been verified experimentally by
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Figure 5: a) Mean work ⟨w⟩ as a function of L
with h = 0 in the limit τ → ∞. An optimum
appears for L = 0.6. b) Mean work ⟨w⟩ as a
function of the position of the threshold h in
the limit τ → ∞, for a fixed value of L = 0.6.

measuring the extracted power at different val-
ues of h and fixed value of L = 0.6. The re-
sulting pdf are shown in Fig. 4. The extracted
work as a function of h is shown in Fig. 5. As
expected the extracted work decreases as soon
as h ̸= 0.

Furthermore, we can easily compare the ex-
tracted power to theoretical predictions. In-
deed, the distribution of the outcome of the
reading is described by the equilibrium distribu-
tion in an harmonic potential centered in −L,
Peq(x,−L) = exp(−1

2
(x+L)2)/

√
2π. From this

distribution and using eq. 4, we can deduce the
probability distribution of the extracted work:

P(w) =


1
2

(
1 + erf

(
L+h√

2

))
δ(w) if w = 0,

1
2L

√
2π

exp
(
−1

2
( w
2L

+ L)2
)

if w > w0,

0 if w < w0.

(5)
This distribution is plotted in Fig. 4 for the case
L = 0.6 and h = 0 and shows a perfect agree-
ment to our experimental data. We can also
compute the mean extracted work as a function
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of L and h:

⟨w⟩ =
∫ h

−∞
0×Peq(x;−L)dx+

∫ +∞

h

2Lx×Peq(x;−L)dx

= L2

(
erf

(
L+ h√

2

)
− 1

)
+ L

√
2

π
e−

1
2
(L+h)2 ,

(6)

which gives the theoretical curves in Fig. 5.
Since the system has time to relax to equi-

librium between each reading by the feedback,
there is no memory of the previous reading or
of the previous switch in the potential. There-
fore it is equivalent to operate back and forth
between two potential wells or with successive
wells. Furthermore, as all measurements are
performed at equilibrium, inertia does not play
any role in the limit τ → ∞. In this regime our
protocol is equivalent to the one of Ref. [4], for
which analytical results have been derived by
Parks and coworkers [26]. They compute an-
alytically the average work extracted per event
for different values of L and h, in the case where
τ → ∞. They find that the largest work is ex-
tracted for L = 0.6 and h = 0, which corre-
sponds to the result that we obtain experimen-
tally.

5 Intermediate regime
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Exp. data (Q = 8)

Exp. data (Q = 20)

Simulation (overdamped)

Figure 6: Extracted power as a function of τ
in unit of tr, the relaxation time of the system.
In blue, experimental data with L = 0.6, h =
0 and Q = 8 in the underdamped regime. In
green, experimental data with L = 0.6, h = 0
and Q = 20. In orange, data from simulations
of an overdamped brownian particle.

Operating the engine in a regime of large τ
leads to work extraction, but due to the long

0 1 2 3 4

w
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)

τ →∞
τ = 0.28 tr = 0.7 t0

τ = 0.4 tr = t0

Figure 7: Probability distribution function of
extracted work after readings for L = 0.6, h =
0, Q = 8, with τ = 0.28 tr = 0.7 = 1 t0 (purple)
and τ = 0.4 tr = 1 t0 (red), compared with the
distribution for τ → ∞ (blue).

time between cycles, the extracted power P =
⟨w⟩/τ is very low. A way to increase the power
output of the engine is to reduce the time be-
tween cycles τ by not letting the system totally
relax between cycles. We measure the extracted
work while keeping L = 0.6 and h = 0 fixed
but varying the sampling time from τ = 0.1t0
to τ = 3t0. For comparison, simulations of
an overdamped 1D Brownian particle under the
same feedback protocol are performed. We sim-
ulate the trajectories of overdamped particles
for a potential switching between U(x,−L) and
U(x,+L), and compute the work extracted for
different values of L and h. The simulations
are performed using a standard Euler scheme,
simulating an overdamped Langevin equation,
with viscosity γ, stiffness k, and relaxation time
tr = γ/k. The simulation starts with a position
sampled from equilibrium distribution. Its du-
ration is typically 100 tr, the first 5 tr are dis-
carded to reach a steady state, and the time
step of the simulation is dt = 0.004 tr. The
change of the potential is allowed only every
time interval τ which is changed between 0 and
tr. Trajectories from the simulation are then
analyzed similarly as the experimental ones. To
compare the two results, we use tr as the unit of
time, which is different in the two systems. In
the underdamped, inertial, regime tr = Q/(πf0)
while in the overdamped regime tr = γ/k. Fig-
ure 6 shows the comparison of the power ex-
tracted for the two regimes. Using tr as a unit
for times, the curve of the overdamped regime
appears as a lower enveloppe for the curve of
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the underdamped regime. The green curve in
Fig. 6 shows results from an experiment with
higher quality factor (Q = 20), obtained by low-
ering the pressure in the experiment, confirming
that tr is indeed the correct time scale. The ex-
tracted power in the underdamped regime is al-
ways higher than for the overdamped. This can
be understood as in the underdamped regime
the system is an oscillator exploring the phase
space faster than its overdamped counterpart,
thus reaching faster the threshold h.

However, anomalies on the curve appear for
the underdamped regime at specific values of
τ , where the extracted power drops. To under-
stand these anomalies, we plot on Fig. 7 the pdf
of the extracted work for different values of τ :
0.4 tr and 0.28 tr corresponding respectively to
the red and purple crosses on Fig. 6. Two ef-
fects can be noticed. First the peak in w = 0
is stronger for the anomalous case. This means
that more measurements have to be performed
before the particle is found on the right side of
the threshold. The second effect is that in the
anomalous case, the spread of the non-zero part
of the pdf is smaller. Since w = 2Lx, this means
that the particle is found closer to the threshold
when the measurement is performed. Both ef-
fects contributes to a reduction of the extracted
power and can be understood as a synchronisa-
tion effect between our measurements and the
natural oscillation of the underdamped particle.
Indeed, the anomalies of Fig. 6 fall exactly on
integer and half-integer values of t0, the period
of the oscillator, specifically in the example of
Fig. 6 at Q = 8, τ = t0 ≃ 0.4 tr.

6 Short times limit

On Fig. 6, we can notice that the power goes to
0 as τ → 0. To understand this phenomenon,
we did experiments in the regime where τ ≪ tr.
This regime, in which x is sampled continu-
ously, can be studied as a first-passage prob-
lem of a particle in the potential U(x,−L) [or
in U(x, L)], whose trajectories start at −h [h],
as a result of the previous potential switch, and
end at h [−h]. Since the comparator reads the
position of the system continuously, the excur-
sion of the particle above the threshold is lim-

0 1 2 3 4
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(w
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τ →∞
h = 0σ

h = 0.6σ

Figure 8: Histograms of work measured at each
reading for τ = 0.004 tr, L = 0.6 and h = 0
(orange curve) and h = 0.6 (green curve). Since
τ ≪ tr, the potential is switched soon after the
particle reaches the threshold, which leads to
much narrower distributions compared to the
case τ → ∞ from figure 4 (reproduced here in
blue). The effect of moving the threshold h is
that the position of the histogram is switched
from around 0 to a non-zero value.

ited and the potential is switched as soon as the
particle reaches x = h. The work extracted is
then w = 2Lh and we can immediately see that
if h = 0, no work can be extracted as shown
by the pdf of the work in Fig. 8. If the thresh-
old is moved to h > 0, the work extracted will
be non-zero. However, as h is raised, the posi-
tion of the target threshold is moved away from
the initial position, and the time needed for the
particle to reach the threshold increases. As a
consequence there is an optimal value of h that
has to be found.

An experimental map of the power extracted
as a function of L and h is displayed in Fig. 9.
An optimum for the extracted power is found
at L = 0.6 and h = 0.75, giving an extracted
power P = 1.48 kBT/tr. To compare with the
overdamped case, we use the same simulation
technique as for the intermediate time regime,
taking τ = dt = 0.004 tr for consistency with
the experiments. From these simulations, we
can compute a map of the extracted power as we
do for the experiments. The resulting heatmap
is shown in Fig. 9 .

A huge difference can be seen between the two
regimes. In the overdamped case, the heatmap
is dominated by an increase in the extracted
power at large L with light dependence on h.
Optimal work extraction is achieved for L =
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Figure 9: a) Experimental heatmap of the ex-
tracted power as a function of L and h for
τ = 0.004 tr in the underdamped regime. The
optimal value is at L = 0.6 and h = 0.75.
b) Computed heatmap of the extracted power
as a function of L and h for τ = 0.004 tr in
the simulated overdamped regime. The optimal
value is at L = 0.75 and h = 0.

0.75 and h = 0, giving an extracted power of
P = 0.3 kBT/tr, smaller than the optimum in
the underdamped regime. The main difference
between the two results is that while in the un-
derdamped regime it is very efficient to work
with h ̸= 0, the overdamped regime is optimal
when h = 0. This can be understood as in the
underdamped regime the dynamic is ballistic,
thus the particle crosses 0 with some velocity
that will allow the particle to reach a non zero
threshold. In the overdamped regime, the vis-
cosity prevents such guesses on the future po-
sition of the particle and the optimal is for a
threshold in h = 0 from the same argument as
for τ → ∞.

As a conclusion, at small τ the power can be
optimized by tuning the values of L and h and
in the underdamped case this power becomes
very large. It is also interesting to notice that
in the overdamped case the largest power is ob-
tained at L = 0.75 and h → 0 which is very
different from the values of [26]. It is important
to point out that this difference comes from the
fact that our system oscillates from −L to L
whereas their system translates always in the
same direction.

Figure 10: The four kinds of trajectories in
our experiments. Two of them are possible in
the forward process (red arrow), and two are
singular and only possible in the backward pro-
cess (blue arrow). These singular trajectories
corresponds to cases where the particle is above
the threshold and the potential is unchanged,
or where the particle is below the threshold and
the potential is changed.

0.00 0.25 0.50 0.75 1.00 1.25 1.50

L
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1.0
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〉,
〈I
〉,
〈I
u
〉,
〈∆
I
〉

〈I〉
〈Iu〉
〈∆I〉
〈w〉

Figure 11: Blue: ⟨w⟩ measured experimen-
tally as a function of L in the regime of large τ ,
with h = 0. Orange: Theoretically predicted in-
formation I. Green: Theoretical prediction for
unavailable information Iu. Red: Comparison
with the predicted ∆I ≡ I − Iu.

7 Information

For the case of τ → ∞, we can apply the meth-
ods from Ashida and coworkers [9]. Our feed-
back measures exactly the position of the par-
ticle x at each reading. The extracted informa-
tion is then I(x) = − log(Peq(x;−L)). We can
notice that ⟨I⟩ is independent of the protocol
used and is therefore constant throughout our
experiments for any value of L or h, as shown
on the orange curve of Fig. 11.

For a given measurement, different feedbacks
can be applied, resulting in more or less work ex-
traction depending on the smartness of the cho-
sen protocol. In Ref. [9], the notion of unavail-
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able information is introduced to give a tighter
bound on the extracted work for information
engines. Our understanding of this quantity is
that it describes the amount of information that
is measured from the system but unused by the
protocol.

This unused information can be computed by
studying the time reversal of the process. In
the forward protocol, the outcome m of a mea-
surement at time tm imposes the protocol λ,
which depends on the measurements only at
time t > tm. However, in the reverse process,
the protocol depends on m at times t < −tm,
before the measurement. Due to causality a
feedback cannot be performed and the proto-
col has to be imposed beforehand. This makes
some trajectories, that are forbidden in the di-
rect process, possible in the reverse. Such tra-
jectories are called singular trajectories.

For our protocol, there are four kinds of tra-
jectories presented in Fig. 10. The proposed
way of computing the unused information Iu
in [9] is based on computing the probability of
these singular trajectories for a given measure-
ment outcome:

Iu = − log (P (Non-singular trajectories)) (7)

In our experiment, this corresponds to an un-
used information Iu(x) = − log(Peq(x;−L)) for
an outcome x < h where the potential is un-
changed, and Iu(x) = − log(Peq(x; +L)) for an
outcome x > h, where the potential is changed.

For measurements where x < h, I(x) = Iu(x),
and as the potential is unchanged for these tra-
jectories, w = 0, which gives ∆I = I − Iu =
w. For measurements x > h, the potential is
changed, which leads to work extraction with
w = 2Lx. Computing ∆I in this case give
∆I = − log(Peq(x;−L)/Peq(x; +L)) = 2Lx,
which also leads to ∆I = w. Here, Iu catches
the dependency of the work extraction on the
protocol and depends on the value of L chosen,
as illustrated by the green curve on Fig. 11.

We finally have that w−∆I = 0 for all mea-
surement outcomes and the generalized Jarzyn-
ski equality, ⟨ew−∆I⟩ = 1, is satisfied. Fig. 11
shows in blue the experimentally measured ⟨w⟩
as a function of L for τ = 6 tr and h = 0 (same
data as Fig. 5). We compute and plot in red

the expected value of ∆I as a function of L.
We get that ∆I is a tight bound for ⟨w⟩ thus
the inequality ⟨w⟩ ≤ ∆I is saturated. While
our protocol might not be optimal and doesn’t
use all the measured information, no energy is
lost by our realization of the protocol and we
achieve the maximal work extraction for this
given protocol. In this sense we achieve a loss-
less information engine [17], an engine in which
all the used information is converted into ex-
tracted work.

8 Conclusion

As a conclusion, we have studied experimentally
the behavior of an underdamped harmonic os-
cillator in presence of thermal noise and a feed-
back that acts as a demon. Thanks to the de-
mon the harmonic oscillator behaves as an in-
formation engine able to produce work from the
information gathered by the demon on the state
of the system. Several feedback protocols have
been applied by tuning the system parameters
and the feedback sampling time. We find the
optimal choice of the parameters for the under-
damped and overdamped oscillators. We show
that the relaxation time is the good timescale
to compare the two regimes and that the over-
damped regime acts as a lower bound for the
underdamped regime. Specific synchronisation
effects arise when the sampling time is a mul-
tiple of the frequency of the underdamped os-
cillator, making the choice of the sampling time
a key parameter when operating underdamped
information engine. In the limit of very short
sampling times, we highlight strong differences
in the optimal parameters for the two regimes.
Finally we find that in the limit of very large
sampling time the produced work is bounded by
the difference between the measured informa-
tion, which depends on the measurement, and
the unused information, which depends on the
feedback performed. The same bound is much
more difficult to obtain for finite τ and will be
the subject of future investigation. While we
achieve maximal work extraction for our chosen
feedback, it might be possible to increase the
efficiency of the engine by using the same mea-
surement with a different feedback, thus lower-
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ing the amount of unused information.
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