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We investigate the performance of a Brownian heat engine working in a heterogeneous thermal
bath where the mobility fluctuates. Brownian particle is trapped by the time-dependent harmonic
potential, by changing the stiffness coefficient and the bath temperatures, we perform a Stirling
cycle. We numerically evaluated the average work, power and efficiency. We compare our results
with the Brownian heat engine working in a homogeneous thermal bath. We find that for the
normal diffusive system, the performance of a Gaussian heat engine serves as an upper bound.
We also observe that the non-Gaussian position distribution decreases the stochastic heat engine
performance.

Introduction.—Exactly two hundred years ago, in
1824, Sadi Carnot discovered the universal upper bound
for heat engine efficiency, ηC = 1 − Tc/Th [1]. Here, Th

and Tc are the temperatures of hot and cold reservoirs,
respectively. The power output of the Carnot engine is
zero, which has no use. Finite power is crucial for practi-
cal applications. Therefore, efficiency at maximum power
(EMP) is another fundamental parameter to study real
heat engines. Novikov for atomic power plants, Curzon
and Ahlborn for endo-reversible heat engines showed that
the EMP is ηNCA = 1 −√Tc/Th [2, 3]. EMP for heat
engines has been actively investigated in the last four
decades [4–26].

Apart from macroscopic heat engines, micrometre-
sized heat engines have unique features where the fluc-
tuations become significant [27]. Sekimoto identified the
thermodynamic quantities, such as heat, work and inter-
nal energy for a Brownian particle at a single trajectory
level [28]. Now the framework is called stochastic ther-
modynamics [29, 30]. Schmiedl and Seifert modelled a
stochastic Carnot heat engine and showed that the EMP
is ηSS = ηC/(2−αηC) [31], where α represents the dissipa-
tion due to the finite-time processes. Using advanced ex-
perimental techniques, various microscopic heat engines
have been realized in the lab [46–48]. Subsequent stud-
ies on passive Brownian heat engines can be found Refs.
[32–45]. However, Krishnamurthy et. al showed that for
Brownian heat engine working in a bacterial bath has
a giant improvement in work output and efficiency [49].
Hence active heat engines got special attention [50–65].

Wang et. al discovered a new class of diffusion process
[66, 67], it shows ⟨x2(t)⟩ ∝ t with the Laplace distribu-
tion of position (for a shorter time)

ρ(x, t) ⋍ exp( −∣x∣
λ(t)) . (1)

Here, the characteristic decay length λ(t) varies as
√
t.

Many physical and biological systems exhibit normal dif-

fusion with the non-Gaussian distribution of position [68–
73]. It is named a Brownian yet non-Gaussian diffusion
(BNGD). This phenomenon can be well explained by the
concept of super-statistics [67, 68] and the diffusing dif-
fusivity (DD) model [74, 75]. In the DD model, the dif-
fusion coefficient is treated as a random variable and it
is given by the square of the Ornstein–Uhlenbeck (OU)
process [75].
In this Letter, we investigate the performance of Brow-

nian heat engine working in a heterogeneous thermal
bath and compare it with the performance of a Brown-
ian heat engine working in a homogeneous thermal bath.
Our results show that for the normal diffusive system,
the performance of the Gaussian heat engine serves as
an upper bound (see Figs. (2)). The non-Gaussian dis-
tribution of position reduces the stochastic heat engine
performance (see Figs. (2), (4), and (S4)).
Stochastic thermodynamics.—We only focus on the

overdamped regime. The following definitions are used
to calculate the average thermodynamic quantities. The
average internal energy is given by [31]

U = ∫ V (x,λ(t))ρ(x, t)dx. (2)

The average work done by the particle is defined as [29]

W = ∫ tf

ti
dt∫ ∂V (x,λ(t))

∂λ
λ̇ρ(x, t)dx. (3)

Here, V (x,λ(t)) is the external potential and λ(t) is the
time-dependent control parameter. ρ(x, t) is the proba-
bility distribution of position x at time t. The justifica-
tion for calling Eq. (3) as work can be found in Refs. [28]
and [76]. Using the first law like energy balance, we can
find the absorbed heat from the thermal bath as [33]

Q =W −∆U, (4)

where ∆U is the average change in internal energy during
the isothermal process.
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The Model .—When Brownian particles diffuse in the
heterogeneous medium it encounter varying mobility
with time. It can be due to the dynamical evolution of
the medium or due to the heterogeneity of the medium
[68–73, 77]. Chechkin et. al used the set of Langevin
equations to explain the diffusion of Brownian particles
in an environment with fluctuating mobility [75]. Here,
we consider the Brownian particle is trapped by the time-
dependent harmonic potential. Therefore, the Langevin
equation of motion is governed by the following equations

dx

dt
= −µ(t)λ(t)x +√2µ(t)κBT ξ(t), (5)

µ(t) = χ2(t), (6)

dχ(t)
dt

= −χ(t)
τ ′ + σζ(t). (7)

Here, x(t) is the position of the Brownian particle at
time t. λ(t) is the stiffness coefficient. We restrict our
studies to one dimension. µ(t) is the fluctuating mo-
bility [75]. κB is the Boltzmann constant and T is the
bath temperature. ξ(t) is the Gaussian white noise with⟨ξ(t)⟩ = 0, and ⟨ξ(t)ξ(t′)⟩ = δ(t − t′). µ(t) is defined
as a square of the random variable χ to make sure it is
positive. The random variable χ(t) is given by the OU
process (Eq. (7)) and its explanation can be found in
Ref. [75]. τ ′ is the correlation time of the OU process.
ζ(t) is also a Gaussian white noise with ⟨ζ(t)⟩ = 0, and⟨ζ(t)ζ(t′)⟩ = δ(t− t′). σ is the strength of the fluctuating
noise ζ(t). For simplicity, we consider the single ran-
dom variable χ(t). In general, χ(t) can have n degrees
of freedom. The distribution of χ(t) at time t is denoted
by f(χ, t) and it evolves according to the Fokker-Planck
equation [78]

∂f(χ, t)
∂t

= − ∂

∂χ
[− χ

τ ′ − σ2

2

∂

∂χ
] f(χ, t). (8)

For a stationary state, the distribution of χ becomes

f(χ) = 1√
πσ2τ ′ exp(− χ2

σ2τ ′ ) . (9)

We use the Euler-Muryama numerical method to inte-
grate the Eqs. (5)-(7). We set x(0) = 0, and χ(0) has
been chosen randomly from Eq. (9).

Now, we construct a thermodynamic cycle to study its
energetics. Experimentally realizing the Carnot cycle for
Brownian particles are very difficult they contain adia-
batic processes. However, Mart́ınez et. al accomplished a
microscopic adiabatic process for an underdamped Brow-
nian particle by precisely controlling the phase space vol-
ume [79]. Nevertheless, the microscopic adiabatic process
for a non-Gaussian system is not yet realized. Therefore,
we study the Stirling cycle, which consists of two isother-
mal processes at different temperatures and two isochoric

FIG. 1. The schematic diagram of the Brownian Stirling
cycle. The dashed purple parabolic curve represents the har-
monic potential. The probability distribution of x for cycle
time τ = 0.1 is depicted. The black solid line for a Brownian
heat engine. The blue, red, and green curves for a Brownian
yet non-Gaussian heat engine for the different sets of τ ′ and
σ obeying Eq. (12).

processes which connect them. The schematic diagram
of our Brownian Stirling cycle is given in Fig. 1.
Isothermal expansion process.—The Brownian particle

is kept in a hot reservoir at temperature Th with the ini-
tial stiffness coefficient λh. We linearly decrease the stiff-
ness coefficient (λ1(t) = λh − 2∆λt/τ , ∆λ ≡ λh − λl [40])
for the period t = 0 to t = τ/2, which is easily realizable in
experiments [46]. This is equivalent to the volume expan-
sion of the macroscopic heat engine in 3-dimension. We
perform m cycles before calculating the thermodynamic
quantities [83]. The work done by the particle during the(m + 1)th cycle is given by

w1 = −∆λ

τ
∫ (m+1/2)τ
mτ

x2(t)dt. (10)

The change in internal energy is given by ∆u1 =[λlx
2([m + 1/2]τ) − λhx

2(mτ)] /2. Using Eq. (4), we
can calculate the heat absorbed during the isothermal
expansion process as qh = w1 −∆u1.
Isochoric Cooling .—Keeping the stiffness coefficient

constant, we decrease the temperature of the bath from
Th to Tc instantaneously [84]. Therefore, ρ(x, t) does
not evolve. The work done by the particle during an
isochoric process is zero since there is no change in the
external control parameter [46].
Isothermal compression process.—Now, keeping the

bath temperature at Tc, we linearly increase the stiffness
coefficient (λ3(t) = λl −∆λ[1− 2t/τ]) for the time period
t = τ/2 to t = τ [40]. The work done on the particle is

w3 = ∆λ

τ
∫ (m+1)τ
(m+1/2)τ x

2(t)dt. (11)

The change in internal energy during the
isothermal compression process is ∆u3 =
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[λhx
2([m + 1]τ) − λlx

2([m + 1/2]τ)] /2. Therefore, the
heat ejected to the cold reservoir becomes qc = w3 −∆u3.

Isochoric Heating .—Finally, the bath temperature in-
creased from Tc to Th, instantaneously, while keeping the
stiffness coefficient constant [84]. Again, the isochoric
heating process does not contribute to the work. The
total work output delivered by the Brownian engine is−w = −w1 +w3 which is random. Therefore, the average
work output is given by −W = −⟨w1⟩ + ⟨w3⟩.

Numerical Simulation.—We consider the ensembles of
105 particle trajectories to compute the average quan-
tities. We set dt = 10−5s. The high and low values of
stiffness coefficients, respectively as λh = 5 pN/µm (pN-
pico Newton), and λl = 1 pN/µm [40]. Temperatures of
the hot and cold reservoirs, respectively as Th = 400 K,
and Tc = 300 K. κB = 1.38×10−5 pNµmK−1. The average
mobility becomes [83]

⟨µ⟩ = σ2τ ′
2

. (12)

We study the three different sets of σ and τ ′ which satisfy⟨µ⟩ = 25µmpN−1s−1. We show this set of values satisfying
the fluctuation-dissipation theorem [83]. To compare our
results with the homogeneous thermal bath, we set the
mobility µ = 25µmpN−1s−1 and consider the following
Langevin equation

dx

dt
= −µλ(t)x +√2µκBTς(t), (13)

ς(t) is the Gaussian white noise with ⟨ς(t)⟩ = 0, and⟨ς(t)ς(t′)⟩ = δ(t − t′).
Main Results.—Our findings are presented in this sec-

tion. All figures are plotted in a semi-logarithmic coordi-
nate (either x-axis or y-axis) except Fig. (4). Through-
out this Letter, the black solid line represents the Brow-
nian heat engine (BHE). The blue, green, and red curves
are representing the Brownian yet non-Gaussian heat en-
gine (BNGHE). The mean work output is plotted as a
function of cycle time τ in Fig. (2a). For initial cycle
times, the engine consumes work and it starts to deliver
work after a certain value of τ . We find that work out-
put saturates at larger cycle times. This work behavior
(from τ = 0.1 to τ = 50) can be well fitted by using the
low-dissipation model [11, 31], where the work is given
by [46]

−W = −Wqs + Σ

τ
. (14)

Here, Wqs is the quasi-static work (see Ref. [46] for its
expression), and Σ/τ is the dissipated work. Σ contains
the information about the protocol, and system bath in-
teraction. The value of Σ is different for each case. BHE
delivers the highest work as compared with the BNGHE.
However, BNGHE with τ ′ = 0.005, and σ = 100 (blue
curve) merges with BHE around τ = 10, and the other

two cases of BNGHE (red, and green curves) approaches
the BHE when the non-Gaussian parameter for the posi-
tion (Eq. (16)) approaches zero (see Figs. (4), and (S5)).
Now, we analyze the physical reason behind the higher
work output of BHE as compared with the BNGHE. For
that, we plotted the ⟨x(t)2⟩ during the cycle times in Fig.
(S3) [83]. It shows that ⟨x(t)2⟩ for a BHE covers a larger
area than the BNGHE which directly gives rise to the
higher work (see Eq. (3), and Fig. (S3)). Nevertheless,
this difference in the area becomes smaller and smaller
when τ turns larger and larger.
The performance of a stochastic heat engine is given

by the average power and efficiency

P = −W
τ

, η̄ = −W
Qh

. (15)

Fig. (2b) shows that the average power becomes positive
after a particular cycle time and it increases with τ . The
power attains its maximum (Pmax) at τ⋆ = 2Σ/Wqs due
to its functional form given in Eq. (14). Then starts to
decrease monotonically with τ . Since the rate at which
the −W increases with cycle time decreases for a larger τ .
We find that Pmax(BHE) > Pmax(BNGHE). The power
asymptotically approaches zero when τ is very large.
The average efficiency is plotted as a function of τ in

Fig. (2c). The η̄ increases monotonically with the cycle
time. We find that the η̄ (BHE) and η̄ (BNGHE) blue
curves are merging at larger cycle times. However, for
intermediate cycle times, the η̄ (BHE) is always higher
than the η̄ (BNGHE). One can notice that W , P , and
η̄ for the blue curves are slightly higher than the black
curve at larger cycle times. This is due to the smaller
number of trajectories for the DD system (see S4 of [83]
for the justification). Therefore, for the normal diffusion,
Brownian heat engine with Gaussian position distribu-
tion has the maximum performance.
The distribution of work and efficiency .— The work,

and efficiency distributions are plotted at cycle times τ =
0.01, 0.1, 1, and 10 in Fig. (3). Our results show that
for a shorter cycle time, the work of BHE spreads out
much more than the BNGHE. However, when τ increases
the spread interchanges. For τ = 10, the spread of BHE
is smaller than the BNGHE. Additionally, BNGHE with
τ ′ = 5000 and σ = 0.1 (green curve) has the greater spread
compared with the other two cases of BNGHE (red and
blue) at the larger τ . The efficiency distribution of BHE
and BNGHE are similar for a shorter time. However, at
a larger time, the spread of efficiency for BHE is smaller
as compared with BNGHE.
Non-Gaussian parameter .— To find the effect of non-

Gaussian distribution of position on the performance of
the BHE, we plotted the Γ(x) during the cycle times at
τ = 0.01, 0.1, 1, and 10 in Fig. (4). The non-Gaussian
parameter for the position is given by [81]

Γ(x) = k(x)
3
− 1. (16)
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FIG. 2. (a) The average work, (b) average power, and (c)
average efficiency are plotted as a function of τ (logarithmic
scale). The solid black line for BHE with constant mobility
µ = 25. The blue, red, and green curves for BNGHE with dif-
ferent sets of τ ′ and σ as indicated (with ⟨µ⟩ = 25). Horizontal
brown dot-dashed line in Fig. (c) represents the Carnot effi-
ciency ηC = 0.25. Insets are for shorter cycle times.

FIG. 3. (a-d) The distribution of work, and (e-h) the dis-
tribution of efficiency are plotted for different cycle times as
mentioned. The black line for BHE with µ = 25. The blue,
red, and green curves for BNGHE with different sets of τ ′ and
σ as indicated (with ⟨µ⟩ = 25). Y-axis in logarithmic scale.

Here, the kurtosis, k(x) = ⟨(x − ⟨x⟩)4⟩/Var(x)2 [80], and
the variance, Var(x) = ⟨(x − ⟨x⟩)2⟩. Fig. (4) shows that
the red and green curves have a higher Γ(x) than the
black and blue curves which has a direct consequence
on the performance of heat engines (see Fig. (2)). The
higher Γ(x) reduces the performance of stochastic heat
engine (see red, and green curves Figs. (2), (4), and
(S4)). For cycle time τ = 10 (Fig. (4d)), we find that the
Γ(x) of the red curve reduced drastically as compared
with τ = 1 (see Fig. (4c)) which is also reflected in the
performance of the heat engine (red curve surpassing the
green curve) (see Fig. (2)).

Conclusion.—In this Letter, we studied the perfor-
mance of a Brownian yet non-Gaussian heat engine in
detail, where the inhomogeneity of the thermal bath is
considered and we have compared our results with the
Brownian heat engine working in a homogeneous ther-
mal bath. We find that for a particular set of τ ′ and σ,
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FIG. 4. The non-Gaussian parameter is plotted as a function
of t at cycle times, (a) τ = 0.01, (b) τ = 0.1, (c) τ = 1, and (d)
τ = 10. The solid black line for BHE with constant mobility
µ = 25. The blue, red, and green curves for BNGHE with
different sets of τ ′ and σ as indicated (with ⟨µ⟩ = 25).

the BNGHE performance merges with the BHE perfor-
mance blue and black curves, respectively (see Figs. (2),
(4), and (S5)) when Γ(x) of BNGHE approaches 0. Fur-
ther, the BNGHE performance decreased by the presence
of non-Gaussianity in the system.

For a BHE working in a bacterial bath (which is super-
diffusive), it is shown that the increase in non-Gaussian
position distribution enhances the efficiency see Fig. (3)
of Ref. [49] which is in contrast to our results (normal
diffusion). However, Datta et. al pointed out that for a
non-equilibrium thermal bath, the second law of thermo-
dynamics needs to be modified [85]. Therefore, Whether
the non-Gaussian position distribution increase or de-
crease the performance of BHE for the super-diffusive
system needs to be analyzed. While writing our Letter,
we noticed the work of Sposini et. al [86]. They showed
that the non-Gaussian diffusion is useful when only a few
searchers are enough to reach the target like human fer-
tilization and when a large of searchers need to find the
target non-Gaussian distribution has a disadvantage.

Future outlook .—The Brownian yet non-Gaussian heat
engine can be realized in the lab. Spatial heterogeneity
can be created artificially [73] or one can use the Entan-
gled F-actin networks [66]. With the optical tweezers,
Brownian particle could be trapped by harmonic poten-
tial. Changing the laser intensity and bath temperatures,
the Stirling cycle can be accomplished [46]. It will be in-
teresting to study the energetics of DD models for active
systems [77]. Further, in our future study, we would like
to investigate the BNGHE with the external fluctuating
force [82], and also interested in extending the present

work to the quantum domain. For an anomalous (sub
or supper) diffusive system [87], finding the correlation
between the performance of BHE and the non-Gaussian
distribution of position would be intriguing. It is chal-
lenging to prove our results analytically.
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[79] I. A. Mart́ınez, É. Roldán, L. Dinis, D. Petrov, and R.
A. Rica, Phys. Rev. Lett. 114, 120601 (2015).

[80] A. Rahman, Phys. Rev. 136, A405 (1964).
[81] A.G. Cherstvy, S. Thapa, C. E. Wagner, and R. Metzler,

Soft Matter 15, 2526 (2019).
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In this supplemental material, we gave the details of the analytical and numerical results of our
study. The derivation for average mobility, and the definition for time-periodic steady-state. The
plots for average thermodynamic quantities such as input heat, ejected heat, and change in internal
energy. We plotted the power and efficiency with error bars. Total non-Gaussian parameter per cycle
time. Finally, we also presented our results for the free Brownian and Brownian yet non-Gaussian
diffusion.
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S1. THE AVERAGE MOBILITY OF THE FLUCTUATION MOBILITY MEDIUM

The Fokker-Planck equation for the Langevin Eq. (7) becomes

∂f(χ, t)
∂t

= − ∂

∂χ
[− χ

τ ′ − σ2

2

∂

∂χ
] f(χ, t). (S2)

Here, f(χ, t) is the probability distribution of χ at time t. Solving the Eq. (S2) with the initial value χ(0) ≡ χ0, we
get the following probability distribution

f(χ, t∣χ0,0) = 1√
πσ2τ ′ (1 − exp [−2t

τ ′ ]) exp
⎡⎢⎢⎢⎢⎣
− (χ − χ0 exp [− t

τ ′ ])2
σ2τ ′ (1 − exp [−2t

τ ′ ])
⎤⎥⎥⎥⎥⎦ . (S3)

Now, the χ0 is drawn randomly from the below steady-state distribution

f(χ0) = 1√
πσ2τ ′ exp(− χ2

0

σ2τ ′ ) . (S4)
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Taking the average over χ0 [1]

f(χ, t) = ∫ ∞
−∞ f(χ, t∣χ0,0)f(χ0)dχ0. (S5)

We get the following probability distribution

f(χ) = 1√
πσ2τ ′ exp(− χ2

σ2τ ′ ) . (S6)

Using Eq. (S6), we get the average mobility as

⟨µ⟩ = ⟨χ2⟩ = 1

2
σ2τ ′. (S7)

S2. TIME-PERIODIC STEADY-STATE

When we perform a Stirling cycle for a given cycle time τ to an ensemble of Brownian particles. The final position
x(τ) (with x(0) = 0) is a random variable. To get the efficiency independent of x(0), first, we need to run many
cycles until ⟨x(nτ)2⟩ and ⟨x([n + 1]τ)2⟩ becomes equal, where n is the number of cycles performed. After this, the
probability distribution satisfies the following condition, pss(x, t) = pss(x, t + τ), which is called the time-periodic
steady-state (TPSS) [2–4]. If the ensemble of Brownian particles once reaches a TPSS, then it will no longer have the
memory of its initial position x(0) = 0µm(micrometer). Brownian particles in a homogeneous medium reach a steady
state after a few cycles. However, we don’t know in the beginning, the number of cycles required to reach the steady
state. Therefore, we keep track of the x2 at the end of each cycle and compare this with that of the previous cycle.
We keep the precision

Ω ≡ ⟨x([n + 1]τ)2⟩ − ⟨x(nτ)2⟩ < 10−6. (S1)

Once the above condition is satisfied, we start to calculate the average quantities like work, heat supplied, and ejected
heat for the cycles after this difference reaches a lower value than the fixed precision value. For cycles after this,
the x(mτ)2 and the other average quantities at the end of each cycle behave like random variables fluctuating about
some average values. We consider these values obtained at the end of cycles after reaching steady-state as identically
distributed random variables. Consequently, the random variable of the average of the cumulative sum of the x2 of
each particle at the end of cycles after reaching steady-state obeys the central limit theorem. Thus, the standard
deviation of this random variable for the N particles decreases for each added cycle after reaching the steady state. We
fixed another precision of 0.0007 for this standard deviation which will enable us to calculate the average quantities
with the desired statistical accuracy. Hence, the definition of the precision that determines the statistical accuracy
from the central limit theorem is¿ÁÁÁÀ 1

N

N∑
i

⎛⎝∑
Ncycst

m=1 xi(mτ)2
Ncycst

− ∑N
i=1∑Ncycst

m=1 xi(mτ)2
N ∗Ncycst

⎞⎠
2 < 0.0007. (S2)

where Ncycst is the number of cycles traversed after reaching the steady-state and m = 1 is the first cycle after reaching
the steady state. We set Ω < 10−7 for cycle times 0.01 to 0.1, and Ω < 10−6 for cycle times 0.2 to 10. However, due to
the limitation of our computational facility, we have used Ω < 10−5 for cycle times 20 to 50.

S3. THE AVERAGE INPUT HEAT, EJECTED HEAT, AND CHANGE IN INTERNAL ENERGY

The average input heat is plotted in Fig. (S1a). It shows that Qh decreases monotonically with τ and saturates at
a larger cycle time. We find that the Brownian heat engine (BHE) absorbs the larger input heat as compared with the
Brownian yet non-Gaussian heat engine (BNGHE). The average ejected heat is plotted in Fig. (S1b). Qc increases
monotonically with cycle time and saturates at a larger τ . Again, the BHE ejects the larger heat as compared with
the BNGHE. The average change in internal energy after completing a cycle is plotted as a function of τ in Fig. (S1c).
It shows that the mean change in internal energy fluctuates around zero and it has to be noted that this fluctuation is
a hundred times smaller than that of Qh and Qc values. The fluctuation in ∆U is due to the finite value of dt = 10−5
in our numerical integration of Eqs. (5) -(7) and (13) as well as due to the less number of trajectories (in our case
105). See also Fig. (3) in Ref. [5] for further explanations.
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FIG. S1. (a) The average input heat, (b) average ejected heat, and (c) average change in internal energy are plotted as a
function of cycle time τ (logarithmic scale). The solid black line for BHE with µ = 25. The blue, red, and green curves for
BNGHE with different sets of τ ′ and σ as indicated obeying Eq. (12), ⟨µ⟩ = σ2τ ′/2 = 25.

S4. POWER, AND EFFICIENCY WITH ERROR BARS

We plotted the power and efficiency with error bars for a cycle time τ = 5 to τ = 50 (so that the error bars are
visible) and we only considered black (BHE) and blue (BNGHE) curves in Fig. (S2). We observe that the BNGHE
efficiency becomes higher than the BHE, it is because of numerical error, not a physical phenomenon. Our reasoning
as follows, diffusing diffusivity system requires (at least) 106 trajectories to minimize the fluctuations at a reasonable
level (see Figs. S5 (c), and (d) for the difference) which is unfeasible for heat engine with our computational facility
(where only 105 trajectories are considered). However, Chechkin et. al [6] showed that the diffusing diffusivity system
approaches the Gaussian distribution of position at a very large time (see Figs. (1) and (3) of Ref. [6]). Although 106

trajectories are considered in Ref. [6], we could still see the fluctuation in Kurtosis (see Figs. (3) of Ref. [6], and also
Figs. S5 (c), and (d) for our case). The average work, and input heat depend on the ⟨x(t)2⟩ through Eqs. (3) and (4).
When Brownian yet non-Gaussian diffusion and Brownian diffusion have the same Gaussian distribution of position
at a larger cycle time will lead only to the same power and efficiency. Therefore, the difference visible between the
BHE and BNGHE performance in Fig. (S2) is solely a numerical error.

S5. THE AVERAGE POSITION SQUARE

To understand the BHE and BNGHE work output, we plotted the ⟨x(t)2⟩ during the cycle times at τ =
0.01, 0.1, 1, and 10 in Fig. (S3). We find that for a cycle time, τ = 0.01, the ⟨x(t)2⟩ keeps increasing even af-
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FIG. S2. (a) The average power, and (b) efficiency with error bars are plotted as a function of cycle time τ (logarithmic scale).
The solid black line for BHE with µ = 25. The blue dot-dashed curve for BNGHE with τ ′ = 0.005, σ = 100, and ⟨µ⟩ = 25.
ter the isothermal compression process starts (see Fig. S3a) which makes the total work positive. As we know work
is the path variable, we get different work for different cases. Fig. (S3 c, and d) shows that the black, and blue curves
merge which gives rise to roughly equal work outputs. The asymmetry of ⟨x(t)2⟩ which we (particularly) observe in
Figs. (S3c) and (S3d) are the reasons behind the negative work. It has to be noted that the area under the curve is
directly proportional to the average work (see Eq. (3)) with the -ve sign for time t = 0 to t = τ/2 and +ve for t = τ/2
to t = τ .

S6. TOTAL NON-GAUSSIAN PARAMETER PER CYCLE TIME

To find the effect of non-Gaussian position distribution on the performance of a stochastic heat engine, we calculate
the total non-Gaussian parameter per cycle time using the following equation

Π(x) = ∫ τ
0 Γ(x, t)dt

τ
. (S3)

We plotted Eq. (S3) in Fig. (S4). We find that for heat engine at τ = 1, and τ = 10 the higher Π(x) decreases the
stochastic heat engine performance (see Fig. (2)).

S7. FREE: BROWNIAN AND BROWNIAN YET NON-GAUSSIAN DIFFUSION

To analyze the free diffusion in heterogeneous and homogeneous thermal baths, we substitute λ(t) = 0 in Eqs.
(5), and (13), respectively, of the main paper. Therefore, our Eqs. (6)-(8) becomes Eqs. (19a)-(19c) of Ref. [6].
We numerically calculated the mean-squared displacement (Fig. (S5a)), mean mobility (Fig. (S5b)), non-Gaussian
parameter Γ(x) (Fig. (S5c) with 105 trajectories), and Γ(x) (Fig. (S5d) with 106 trajectories) are plotted as a
function of time. Fig. (S5c) shows that Γ(x) fluctuates highly with time. Fig. (S5a)) shows that the Brownian
diffusion and Brownian yet non-Gaussian diffusion (with three sets of τ ′ and σ) are obeying the normal diffusion
condition ⟨x2(t)⟩ ∝ t. Fig. (S5b) shows average mobility fluctuations mainly depend on the value of σ. To show
we need a very high number of trajectories for Brownian yet non-Gaussian diffusion [6], Γ(x) with 106 trajectories
is plotted in Fig. (S5d). The high fluctuation of Γ(x) in Fig. (S5c) is reduced in Fig. (S5d). However, it is not
feasible with our computing facility to consider the 106 trajectories for the Brownian yet non-Gaussian heat engine
which takes an enormous time to reach the time-periodic steady-state. Therefore, we considered only 105 trajectories
for both BHE and BNGHE for the qualitative study.

The probability distributions of x are plotted at time, t = 1, and t = 10 in Fig. (S6), and it can be compared with the
Fig. (1) of Ref. [7]. It shows that the Brownian yet non-Gaussian diffusion consist of fast and slow-moving Brownian
particles when we compare with the normal Brownian diffusion. At the bottom, the probability distributions away
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FIG. S3. The average x2 is plotted as a function of time during the cycle times at (a) τ = 0.01, (b) τ = 0.1, (c) τ = 1, and (d)
τ = 10. The solid black line for BHE. The blue, red, and green curves for BNGHE with different sets of τ ′ and σ as indicated.

FIG. S4. Total non-Gaussian parameter per cycle time is plotted as a function of cycle time. The solid black line for BHE
with µ = 25. The blue, red, and green curves for BNGHE with different sets of τ ′ and σ as indicated with ⟨µ⟩ = 25. Horizontal
dashed purple line for Π(x) = 0.

from the Gaussian (black curve) are due to the fast-moving Brownian particles. At the top, probability distributions
above the Gaussian curves are due to the slow-moving Brownian particles as mentioned in Ref. [7].
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FIG. S5. (a) The mean-squared displacement, (b) average mobility ⟨µ⟩ = ⟨χ2⟩, (c) non-Gaussian parameter for x with 105

trajectories, and (d) non-Gaussian parameter for x with 106 trajectories are plotted as a function of time. The solid black line
for Brownian diffusion. The blue, red, and green curves for Brownian yet non-Gaussian diffusion with the different sets of τ ′
and σ as indicated.

FIG. S6. The probability distribution of x is plotted at different times, (a) t = 1, and (b) t = 10. The solid black line for
Brownian diffusion with µ = 25. The blue, red, and green curves for Brownian yet non-Gaussian diffusion with the different
sets of τ ′, and σ as indicated with ⟨µ⟩ = 25. Y-axis in logarithmic scale.
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