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Microscopic particle separation plays vital role in various scientific and industrial domains. In this
Letter, we propose a universal non-equilibrium thermodynamic approach, employing the concept of
Shortcuts to Isothermality, to realize controllable separation of overdamped Brownian particles. By
utilizing a designed ratchet potential with temporal period τ , we find in the slow-driving regime
that the average particle velocity v̄s ∝ (1 −D/D∗) τ−1, indicating that particles with different
diffusion coefficients D can be guided to move in distinct directions with a preset D∗. Furthermore,

we reveal that there exists an extra energetic cost with a lower bound W
(min)
ex ∝ L2v̄s, alongside

a quasi-static work consumption. Here, L is the thermodynamic length of the driving loop in
the parametric space. We numerically validate our theoretical findings and illustrate the optimal

separation protocol (associated with W
(min)
ex ) with a sawtooth potential. This study establishes

a bridge between thermodynamic process engineering and particle separation, paving the way for
further explorations of thermodynamic constrains and optimal control in ratchet-based particle
separation.

Introduction.—Particle separation, a fundamental pro-
cess with broad applications in various scientific and in-
dustrial domain such as chemistry, biotechnology, materi-
als science, environmental science, and food industry, has
attracted significant research interest [1–7]. Conventional
separation methods relying on external forces or physical
barriers inherently exhibit limitations in terms of effi-
ciency, selectivity, and adaptability across diverse parti-
cle types [8–17]. For example, the membrane-based sep-
aration technology, extensively studied for water treat-
ment and energy conversion, suffers from the fouling and
instability issues [15, 16]. To overcome these limitations
and achieve efficient separation applicable to a wider
range of particle types, researchers are actively explor-
ing innovative methods and techniques.

Among the various of approaches explored, ratchet-
based approach emerged as a highly promising avenue for
particle separation [18–21]. By utilizing the driving force
induced by spatially asymmetric potential, ratchet-based
separation achieves directed motion of particles [18–28],
making it applicable for separating Brownian particles
with different diffusion coefficients. So far, in the stud-
ies of ratchet-based particle separation, significant em-
phasis has been placed on particle current and its opti-
mization [22, 28–32]. However, existing theoretical re-
sults in certain limiting cases are too complex for further
exploration [22, 29, 30, 32]. Moreover, as a thermody-
namic task, particle separation inevitably incurs an en-
ergetic cost, optimizing which is crucial for achieving en-
ergetically efficient separation [3, 33–36]. To the best of
our knowledge, there is currently a dearth of theoretical
studies investigating the energetic cost of generic ratchet-
based particle separation. The primary challenge leading
to these bottlenecks lies in analytically solving the parti-
cle’s evolution in a periodically asymmetric potential.
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FIG. 1. (a) Schematic diagram of ratchet-based particle sep-
aration using the Shortcuts to Isothermality. With the de-
signed potential, particles with different diffusion coefficients
experience distinct driving forces, enabling directed move-
ment in different directions. (b) Two-dimensional separation
of four types of particles. L and τ represent the spatial and
temporal period of the ratchet potential, respectively.

Recent advancements in thermodynamic process con-
trol [37–42] offer new insight into this issue, wherein re-
verse engineering playing a crucial role in tackling the
aforementioned challenge. In this Letter, we employ
the Shortcuts to Isothermality (ScI) [40] to revolution-
ize ratchet-based particle separation. ScI, a notable ad-
vancement in nonequilibrium thermodynamics, serves as
a transformative tool by facilitating rapid evolution of
systems to be controlled towards the thermal equilibrium
state of their original Hamiltonians through the auxiliary
potentials [40, 41]. Physically, particles experience an ef-
fective driving force [43] that depends on their diffusion
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coefficient D, as depicted in Fig. 1(a), leading to the
separation of particles with varying D. Leveraging the
remarkable capabilities offered by ScI, the designed par-
ticle evolution in ratchet-based separation is realized, al-
lowing for tractable analytical discussion on typical ther-
modynamic quantities including particle flux and energy
consumption. Moreover, our method can be extended to
higher-dimensional cases, as illustrated in Fig. 1(b), en-
abling efficient separation of various types of particles in
distinct directions.

Framework.—As the foundation of this study, we first
incorporate ScI into the ratchet-based particle trans-
port schemes. Consider a one-dimensional over-damped
Brownian particle coupled to a bath at constant tem-
perature T and driven by a spatial periodic potential
Uo ≡ Uo(x, λ⃗) with period L. Here λ⃗ ≡ λ⃗(t) is a para-
metric vector with N ≥ 1 components respectively de-
pendent on time t. According to ScI, a designed auxiliary
potential U∗

a (x, t) satisfying [43]

∂xU
∗
a (x, t) =

1

βD∗

˙⃗
λ ·
[
f⃗o(x, λ⃗) + j⃗(λ⃗)

]

ρo(x, λ⃗)
(1)

is exerted on the particle to make its evolution control-
lable. Here, D∗ serves as a reference diffusion coefficient
but does not necessarily need to be identical to D of the
Brownian particle, which is different from the original

ScI theory [40]. ρo(x, λ⃗) ≡ e−βUo(x,λ⃗)/
∫ L

0
e−βUo(x,λ⃗)dx is

the normalized equilibrium probability density over one
period 0 ≤ x ≤ L with β ≡ 1/(kBT ) and kB being

the Boltzmann constant, f⃗o(x, λ⃗) ≡
∫ x

0
∇⃗λρo(x

′, λ⃗)dx′,

and j⃗(λ⃗) is an arbitrary N -dimensional vector function.

∇⃗λ ≡ (∂λ1
, ∂λ2

, . . . , ∂λN
) and Ȯ represents the time

derivative of an arbitrary physical quantity O.
Associated with the total potential U∗(x, t) =

Uo(x, λ⃗) + U∗
a (x, t), the evolution of the probability den-

sity ρ(x, t) of the particle is governed by the over-damped
Fokker-Planck equation [44]

∂tρ(x, t) = −∂xĴtρ(x, t), (2)

where Ĵt ≡ −D[β∂xU
∗(x, t) + ∂x] is the current opera-

tor. Due to the periodicity of the current operator, it
suffices to solve Eq. (2) in one period x ∈ [0, L] [24].
Specifically, we define the reduced probability density
ρs(x, t) ≡ ∑

n ρ(x + nL, t) and the reduced probability
current Js(x, t) ≡

∑
n J(x+ nL, t), where n ∈ Z and the

probability current reads

J(x, t) = Ĵtρ(x, t). (3)

Providing that ρ(x, t) is a normalized solution of Eq. (2),
ρs(x, t) is also a solution which satisfies the periodic con-
dition ρs(x, t) = ρs(x + L, t) as well as the conservation

condition
∫ L

0
ρs(x, t)dx = 1. Therefore, the relation be-

tween ρs(x, t) and Js(x, t) is the same as Eq. (3), and

the ensemble-averaged velocity of the Brownian particle

is defined as vs(t) ≡
∫ L

0
Js(x, t)dx.

When all the Brownian particles of interest possess
the same diffusion coefficient, it is natural to set D∗ =
D. As the result of the original ScI theory, we obtain
ρs(x, t) = ρo(x, λ⃗) from Eq. (2) and the initial condition
ρs(x, 0) = ρo(x, 0). For cases involving multiple particle
ensembles with different diffusion coefficients, we need to
solve ρs(x, t) at D∗ ̸= D. To carry out further analyt-

ical discussion, we assume that the parametric vector λ⃗
changes slowly enough over time, so that ρs(x, t) can be

expanded up to the linear term of
˙⃗
λ [45, 46] as follows

ρs(x, t) ≈ ρo(x, λ⃗) +
˙⃗
λ · ψ⃗(x, t), (4)

where ψ⃗(x, t) is a N -dimensional vector function to be

solved. The equilibrium state is recovered when
˙⃗
λ = 0.

Substituting Eq. (4) into Eq. (2) and neglecting the terms
containing quadratic time derivative, we obtain

∂ψ⃗(x, t)

∂x
+ β

∂Uo

∂x
ψ⃗(x, t) =

(
1

D
− 1

D∗

)[
f⃗o(x, λ⃗) + C⃗(t)

]

(5)

with C⃗(t) the constant of integration. Solving Eq. (5)

with boundary conditions ψ⃗(0, t) = ψ⃗(L, t) and∫ L

0
ψ⃗(x, t)dx = 0, we find C⃗(t) = −⟨f⃗o(x, λ⃗)⟩+, where

⟨· · · ⟩± ≡
∫ L

0
e±βUo(x,λ⃗) · · · dx/Z±(λ⃗) and Z±(λ⃗) ≡∫ L

0
e±βUo(x,λ⃗)dx. ψ⃗(x, t) = ψ⃗(x, λ⃗) is given in [43]. It

follows from Eqs. (3) and (5) that

Js(x, t) = − ˙⃗
λ · f⃗(x, λ⃗) +

(
1− D

D∗

)
˙⃗
λ · ⟨f⃗(x, λ⃗)⟩+, (6)

where f⃗(x, λ⃗) ≡ f⃗o(x, λ⃗) + j⃗(λ⃗).
Separating particles with different D.—We then inves-

tigate the particle flux in steady state. To induce steady-
state evolution, we consider that the Brownian particles
are periodically driven, namely, λ⃗(t) = λ⃗(t + τ) with
the temporal period τ . After enough periods, ρs(x, t)
will enter steady periodic evolution independent of the
initial condition [43]. According to Eq. (6), the aver-
age reduced probability current over a temporal period
J̄s ≡ τ−1

∫ t0+τ

t0
Js(x, t)dt is specifically obtained as

J̄s =
1

τ

(
1− D

D∗

)
Φrev −

1

τ

D

D∗

∮

I

dλ⃗ · j⃗(λ⃗), (7)

where

Φrev ≡
∮

I

dλ⃗ ·
∫ L

0
eβUo(x,λ⃗)∇⃗λ

∫ x

0
ρo(x

′, λ⃗)dx′dx
∫ L

0
eβUo(x,λ⃗)dx

(8)

is the integrated flow of reversible ratchets [23, 25] and I

is a closed trajectory of λ⃗.
As one of the main results of this Letter, Eq. (7) allows

Brownian particles with different D to averagely move at
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different velocities, thereby enabling their spatial sepa-
ration. We stress here that i) a spatially asymmetric

Uo(x, λ⃗) is necessary for generating non-zero Φrev [43];
ii) since Φrev and J̄s are geometric quantities in the N -
dimensional parametric space that only depend on the ge-
ometry of I, N ≥ 2 is required to result in non-zero Φrev

and J̄s. Obviously, the velocity difference among differ-
ent particles can be accordingly changed with j⃗(λ⃗), Φrev,

τ , and the setting of D∗. In particular, when j⃗(λ⃗) = 0,
the particles with D > D∗ and those with D < D∗ will
move in opposite directions, which is consistent with a
recent numerical study [28]. In real-world circumstances,
different types of particles possess differentD due to vari-
ations in their shape, size, surface structure, and other
characteristics [47–50]. Therefore, by choosing an appro-
priate D∗ to design U∗

a (x, t) according to Eq. (1), the
desired particle separation can be achieved. Noticing
J̄s is independent of x, it is naturally for us to define
the time-ensemble-averaged velocity of the particles as
v̄s ≡ τ−1

∫ t0+τ

t0
vs(t)dt = J̄sL. For practical case with

D∗ ∼ 10−5cm2/s, L ∼ 0.1µm, f = τ−1 ∼ 100kHz [28],
according to Eq. (7), ∆D/D∗ ∼ 1% can result in a ve-
locity difference ∆v̄s ∼ 0.1mm/s.

Energetic cost for particle separation.—As a thermo-
dynamic task, the energy consumption in driving the
particle is another typical quantity that requires signif-
icant attention, which can be analyzed with stochastic
thermodynamics [51, 52]. When the particles of inter-
est have entered the steady periodic state, their ener-
getics may be captured through the above-solved re-
duced probability density and reduced probability cur-
rent. According to the 1st law of thermodynamics, the
ensemble-averaged work needed in driving the particle is
W = ∆E − Q, where Q is the ensemble-averaged heat
absorbed by the particle and ∆E is the variation of in-
ternal energy E(t) ≡

∫
U∗(x, t)ρ(x, t)dx. The total po-

tential U∗(x, t) obtained by adding the integral of Eq. (1)

on Uo(x, λ⃗) is a tilted ratchet potential

U∗(x, t) = V ∗(x, t) +
ε∗(t)
L

x, (9)

where

ε∗(t) =
1

βD∗Z−(λ⃗)Z+(λ⃗)
˙⃗
λ · ⟨f⃗(x, λ⃗)⟩+ (10)

is the variation of U∗
a (x, t) from x0 to x0 + L, and

V ∗(x, t) ≡ Uo(x, λ⃗) +
∫ x

0
∂x′U∗

a (x
′, t)dx′ − L−1ε∗(t)x is

a spatial periodic function with period L. Here, we have
set U∗

a (0, t) = 0. Then the internal energy of the particle
turns out to be [43]

E(t) =

∫ L

0

V ∗(x, t)ρs(x, t)dx+
ε∗(t)
L

⟨x⟩ (11)

with ⟨x⟩ ≡
∫ L

0
xρs(x, t)dx being the ensemble-averaged

position of the particle. For periodic driving with λ⃗(t0) =

λ⃗(t0 + τ) and
˙⃗
λ(t0) =

˙⃗
λ(t0 + τ), the variation of the first

term in Eq. (11) vanishes in a temporal period. By notic-
ing ε∗(t0) = ε∗(t0 + τ) and ∆⟨x⟩ = v̄sτ , we obtain the
internal energy variation as

∆E = ε∗(t0)J̄sτ =

(
1− D

D∗

)
ε∗(t0)Φrev, (12)

which depends on the initial condition of the driving pro-
tocol. Such a initial value dependence diminishes as the
particle transport duration increases [43]. Hereafter, un-

less otherwise stated, we take j⃗(λ⃗) = 0 for simplicity.
Furthermore, the heat current reads Q̇(t) ≡∫
U∗(x, t)∂tρ(x, t)dx [51, 52], according to which the heat

absorption in a temporal period is given as [43]

Q = −
∫ t0+τ

t0

dtλ̇αλ̇βGαβ(λ⃗). (13)

Here,

Gαβ(λ⃗) ≡
1

βD∗Z−(λ⃗)Z+(λ⃗)

[
⟨fα(x, λ⃗)fβ(x, λ⃗)⟩+

−
(
1− D

D∗

)
⟨fα(x, λ⃗)⟩+⟨fβ(x, λ⃗)⟩+

] (14)

is a positive semi-definite matrix [43] with α, β =
1, 2, . . . , N , and the Einstein notation has been adopted
hereafter.
For a given closed driving trajectory in the parametric

space, Cauchy-Schwarz inequality implies that the heat
release in Eq. (13) is bounded from below as −Q ≥ L2/τ ,

where L ≡
∫ τ

0
dt

√
λ̇αλ̇βGαβ(λ⃗) is the so-called thermo-

dynamic length [41, 46, 53–55] of the driving loop. There-
fore, we have the work cost satisfying W ≥ ∆E + L2/τ ,
which, together with Eq. (7), yields the second main
result of this Letter

W ≥ ∆E +
D∗L2J̄s

(D∗ −D) Φrev
, (15)

where the equal sign is saturated when the integrand of
L is a time-independent constant [54, 55], namely,

τ

√
λ̇αλ̇βGαβ(λ⃗)− L = 0. (16)

Equation (15) indicates that the minimal extra energetic
cost (Wex ≡ W −∆E which is exactly the heat dissipa-
tion) for particle separation is directly proportional to the
particle flow, namely, faster particle separation (shorter
τ) requires more work consumption for given ∆E. In the
quasi-static limit (J̄s → 0), one has W → ∆E. More-
over, for given parametric loop and τ (which correspond
to a certain average particle velocity), Eq. (16) deter-
mines the optimal driving protocol associated with the
minimal Wex.
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FIG. 2. (a) One period of the original periodic potential

Uo(x, λ⃗). (b) The trajectory of the driving protocol λ⃗(t) is
a anticlockwise circle with radius R. (c) The tilted total po-
tential U∗(x, t) and the periodic steady reduced probability
density ρs(x, t) at a certain time.

Example.—We illustrate our general theoretical frame-
work with an example, where Uo is specific as the saw-
tooth potential which, shown in Fig. 2(a), is one of the
most common ratchet potential. The height λ1 and depth
λ2 of the potential serve as time-dependent parameters,
i.e., λ⃗ = (λ1, λ2). According to Eq. (7), Uo(x, λ⃗) re-
lates to the average particle probability current via Φrev.
Hence, the shape of the potential as well as the geometry
of the driving loop in the parametric space can be opti-
mized to induce large particle current. After comprehen-
sive evaluations [43], we find that it is favorable to set
α = 0.36 and the driving loop as a circle in Fig. 2(b).
Fig. 2(c) is a snapshot of the total potential U∗(x, t)
and the steady reduced probability density ρs(x, t) re-
spectively according to Eq. (9) and Eq. (4). ρs(x, t)
and the gradient of U∗(x, t) are both periodic in infinite
space. The dynamic equation of the over-damped Brow-
nian particles reads ẋ = −βD∂xU∗(x, t) +

√
2Dξ(t) [56],

where the normalized Gaussian white noise ξ(t) satisfies
⟨ξ(t)⟩ = 0 and ⟨ξ(t)ξ(t′)⟩ = δ(t − t′). We simulate the
movement of 105 particles by solving this equation with
Euler algorithm [43]. The quantities in the simulation
are nondimensionalized by L, β−1 and D∗. Õ denotes
the dimensionless O. For example, ṽs ≡ D∗−1Lvs.

We first validate the effectiveness of Eq. (7). The
time-ensemble-averaged velocities ˜̄vs of particles for dif-
ferent diffusion coefficients are plotted in Fig. 3(a) with
τ̃ ≡ D∗L−2τ = 20. The simulation data (red circles) are
in good alignment with the theoretical prediction (solid

line). In Fig. 3(b), we illustrate ˜̄vs as a function of τ̃ for
D/D∗ = 2 (circles) and D/D∗ = 1/2 (squares). As ex-
pected, the simulated marks coincide well with the theo-
retical lines in the slow-driving regime (τ̃ ≫ 1). Further-
more, the energetics of the particle can be consistently
obtained in simulations. By definition [51], the absorbed
heat and the input work of a particle from t to t + ∆t
are respectively ∆q = U∗(x+∆x, t+∆t)−U∗(x, t+∆t)
and ∆w = U∗(x, t + ∆t) − U∗(x, t), where ∆x is the
position variation within ∆t. We now test Eq. (15)
with three different protocols f(s) associated with the
driving loop (Fig. 2(b)) λ1 = R cos[2πf(s) + θ0], λ2 =
R sin[2πf(s) + θ0], where s ≡ t/τ and θ0 = π/6. The
time-dependent paths are demonstrated in Fig. 3(c):

Path-I: f1(s) =
∑i=3

i=1 ais
i with a1 = 2, a2 = −3, a3 = 2

(red dotted line) [57], Path-II: f2(s) = s (blue dashed
line), and Path-III: the optimal protocol (green solid line)
obtained numerically from Eq. (16) [43]. The correspond-
ing extra workWex are illustrated in Fig. 3(d), where the
dotted and dashed lines (plotted with Eq. (13)) and the
solid line (the lower bound of Eq. (15)) agree well with
the numerical results (marks). Clearly, the optimal pro-
tocol [58] indeed lead to lower Wex (green circles) than
those associated with Path-I (red triangles) and Path-II
(blue squares).

0 1 2 3 4
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0

0.05(a)

10
0

10
1

10
2

10
-2

10
-1

10
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-5 0 5-5
0

5

0

0.5

1(c)

20 40 60 80

10
0

10
1(d)

FIG. 3. (a) The time-ensemble-averaged velocity ˜̄vs as a
function of D/D∗ with τ̃ = 20. (b) ˜̄vs as a function of τ̃
for D/D∗ = 2 (circles and dashed line) and D/D∗ = 1/2
(squares and dotted line). (c) Three different driving proto-
cols, i.e., path-I (red dotted line), path-II (blue dashed line),
and path-III (green solid line). (d) The extra energetic cost
Wex as a function of τ̃ with D/D∗ = 2. The three data series
from top to bottom respectively correspond to path-I, path-II
and path-III. The marks and lines in (a)(b)(d) are simulation
results and analytical predictions, respectively. In the sim-
ulations, characteristic quantities are set as L = 1, β = 1,
D∗ = 1, and βR = 7, the number of particles is N = 105 and
the time step is ∆t̃ = 10−4.

Finally, we would like to make three remarks here.
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First, although generated under path-I, the results in
Fig. 3(a) and (b) are independent of the specific choice
of driving protocol f(s) since the time-ensemble-averaged
velocity is a geometric quantity (dynamic-independent)
in the parametric space. Second, in the slow-driving
regime (also known as long-time regime), the 1/τ -scaling
exhibited by the particle flux (Fig. 3(b)) and energetic
cost (Fig. 3(d)) is a typical manifestation of finite-time
irreversibility [40, 41, 46, 59–61]. Third, for practical
purposes, the developed ScI-ratchet can be straightfor-
wardly generalized to higher-dimensional space to simul-
taneously separate more kinds of particles, as demon-
strated in Fig. 1(b). Detailed information of this case is
given in [43].

Summary.— We develop a universal framework
that integrates thermodynamic process engineering into
ratchet-based particle transport, enabling directional
separation of Brownian particles with different diffusion
coefficients. By utilizing ScI, which allows controlled evo-
lution of particles towards an thermal equilibrium distri-
bution, we provide analytical expressions for key quan-
tities in the particle separation process, such as parti-
cle flux, heat dissipation, and required work. With the
thermodynamic geometry theory, we determine the opti-
mal separation protocol that minimize the energetic con-
sumption while maintaining a given particle flux. We also
demonstrate the extensibility of this approach in higher-
dimensional space.

Currently, the combination of thermodynamic geom-
etry and thermodynamic process control in optimizing
practical thermodynamic tasks, such as heat engine op-
timization [62–64] and information erasure [46, 65], has
attracted widespread research interest. Our work pro-
vides new application scenarios for this area and lays the
foundation for further incorporation of thermodynamic
process engineering into ratchet-based particle separa-
tion. In relation to this, it is interesting to investigate
ScI-assisted chiral separation [66–68] and mass separa-
tion [12, 69–71]. Our proposed Brownian particle sep-
aration method and the corresponding theoretical pre-
dictions can be experimental realized and tested in some
state-of-art platforms [72, 73].
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I. FRAMEWORK

A. Auxiliary potential

According to the Shortcuts to Isothermality (ScI) theory [1], an auxiliary potential Ua is exerted on the Brownian
particle originally driven by the time-dependent potential Uo, so that the probability distribution of the particle in the
phase space is described by the equilibrium probability density of Uo at constant temperature T . The form of Ua is
determined by the Fokker-Planck equation associated with the total potential Uo+Ua. Specifically, the Fokker-Planck
equation for the one-dimensional over-damped Brownian particle is

∂ρ(x, t)

∂t
= D

∂

∂x

(
β
∂Uo(x, λ⃗)

∂x
+ β

∂Ua(x, t)

∂x
+

∂

∂x

)
ρ(x, t), (S1)
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where D is the diffusion coefficient of the particle and β ≡ 1/(kBT ). By substituting the target density ρ(x, t) =

ρo(x, λ⃗) ≡ e−βUo(x,λ⃗)/
∫
e−βUo(x,λ⃗)dx into the above equation, the auxiliary potential is found to satisfy [1, 2]

∂Ua(x, t)

∂x
=

1

βD

˙⃗
λ ·
[∫ x

0
∇⃗λρo(x

′, λ⃗)dx′ + j⃗(λ⃗)
]

ρo(x, λ⃗)
. (S2)

To incorporate ScI into the ratchet-based particle transport scheme, considering that there are maybe particles with
different diffusion coefficients under the same driving condition, we modify the above equation as follows

∂U∗
a (x, t)

∂x
=

1

βD∗

˙⃗
λ ·
[∫ x

0
∇⃗λρo(x

′, λ⃗)dx′ + j⃗(λ⃗)
]

ρo(x, λ⃗)
, (S3)

where D∗ servers as a reference diffusion coefficient and ρo(x, λ⃗) is normalized on x ∈ [0, L] since Uo(x, λ⃗) is spatially

periodic. The probability density of the particle with D is no longer described by ρo(x, λ⃗) unless D = D∗ or
˙⃗
λ = 0.

B. Reduced probability density

Considering the slow-driving regime, the reduced probability density is expanded as ρs(x, t) = ρo(x, λ⃗) +
˙⃗
λ · ψ⃗(x, t)

where ψ⃗(x, t) is determined by Eq. (5) of the main text. The general solution of Eq. (5) is

ψ⃗(x, t) =

(
1

D
− 1

D∗

)
e−βUo(x,λ⃗)

∫ x

0

eβUo(x
′,λ⃗)
[
f⃗o(x

′, λ⃗) + C⃗(t)
]
dx′ +

(
1

D
− 1

D∗

)
B⃗(t)e−βUo(x,λ⃗). (S4)

From the conditions ρs(0, t) = ρs(L, t),
∫ L

0
ρs(x, t)dx = 1 and the definition of ρo(x, λ⃗), we obtain ψ⃗(0, t) = ψ⃗(L, t)

and
∫ L

0
ψ⃗(x, t)dx = 0 which are used to determine the expressions of C⃗(t) and B⃗(t):

C⃗(t) =C⃗(λ⃗) = −
∫ L

0
eβUo(x,λ⃗)f⃗o(x, λ⃗)dx∫ L

0
eβUo(x,λ⃗)dx

(S5)

B⃗(t) =B⃗(λ⃗) = −
∫ L

0
e−βUo(x,λ⃗)

∫ x

0
eβUo(x

′,λ⃗)
[
f⃗o(x

′, λ⃗) + C⃗(λ⃗)
]
dx′dx

∫ L

0
e−βUo(x,λ⃗)dx

. (S6)

The expression of ψ⃗(x, t) = ψ⃗(x, λ⃗) is totally determined by Uo(x, λ⃗).

Next, we numerically demonstrate that the approximate analytical probability density ρs(x, t) = ρo(x, λ⃗)+
˙⃗
λ·ψ⃗(x, λ⃗)

is consistent with the reduced distribution of the Brownian particles when they enter steady periodic state. Simulate

the evolution of the particles with Eq. (S22) where j⃗(λ⃗) = 0. The driving loop is βλ1 = βR cos(2πf(s) + θ0)
and βλ2 = βR sin(2πf(s) + θ0) where s ≡ t/τ , θ0 = π/6 and βR = 7. Beginning with a uniform distribution on
x ∈ [0, L], the particles enter the steady state after several driving periods, which means that their reduced probability
distribution on [0, L] is periodic. Figures. S1(a) and (b) show the evolution of the steady-state distribution under
the protocol along path-II and path-III defined in the main text, respectively. The normalized histograms in the
upper panels of Figs. S1(a) and (b) represent the actual distributions ρ(x, t)∆x at different time and those in the
lower panels represent the corresponding reduced distributions ρs(x, t)∆x ≡ ∑

n∈Z ρ(x + nL, t)∆x. The analytical
predictions (red lines in the lower panels) coincide well with the simulation results.

C. Necessity of asymmetric potential

According to Eq. (8) of the main text, the reversible integrated flow Φrev reads

Φrev =

∮

I

dλ⃗ ·
∫ L

0
eβUo(x,λ⃗)f⃗o(x, λ⃗)dx∫ L

0
eβUo(x,λ⃗)dx

. (S7)



3

FIG. S1. Evolution of the steady-state distribution. The histograms in the upper and lower panels represent actual and reduced
distributions, respectively. The red solid lines are analytical predictions. (a) The distributions under the protocol along path-
II. (b) The distributions under the protocol along path-III. The parameters in the simulations are τ̃ = 20, D/D∗ = 2,
β = L = D∗ = 1, the particle number N = 105 and the time step ∆t̃ = 10−4. The width of the histogram bars is ∆x = 10−2L.

If the potential Uo(x, λ⃗) is symmetric, namely, there is always a reference axis to make Uo(x, λ⃗) = Uo(−x, λ⃗) for any
x, then ρo(x, λ⃗) = ρo(−x, λ⃗) and f⃗o(x, λ⃗) = −f⃗o(−x, λ⃗). Defining y = −x, one has

Φrev =

∮

I

dλ⃗ · −
∫ L

0
eβUo(−y,λ⃗)f⃗o(−y, λ⃗)dy
−
∫ L

0
eβUo(−y,λ⃗)dy

=

∮

I

dλ⃗ · −
∫ L

0
eβUo(y,λ⃗)f⃗o(y, λ⃗)dy∫ L

0
eβUo(y,λ⃗)dy

=− Φrev

=0.

(S8)

Hence, an asymmetric Uo(x, λ⃗) is needed to generate non-zero Φrev which appears in the first term of the average
reduced probability current.
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D. Effective force

The dependence of the effective force on the diffusion coefficient can be used to explain the movements of different
particles in the same ratchet potential. The effective force Feff is defined as the time-ensemble average of force F (x, t),

i.e., Feff ≡ τ−1
∫ τ

0

∫
F (x, t)ρ(x, t)dxdt. For particles driven by Uo(x, λ⃗)+U

∗
a (x, t), F (x, t) = −∂xUo(x, λ⃗)−∂xU∗

a (x, t),
then we find

Feff =
1

τ

∫ τ

0

∫ [
−∂Uo(x, λ⃗)

∂x
− ∂U∗

a (x, t)

∂x

]
ρ(x, t)dxdt

=
1

τ

∫ τ

0

∫
1

β

(
1

D
J(x, t) +

∂ρ(x, t)

∂x

)
dxdt

=
1

τ

1

βD

∫ τ

0

∫
J(x, t)dxdt

=
1

τ

1

βD

∫ τ

0

∫ L

0

Js(x, t)dxdt

=
1

βD

∫ L

0

J̄sdx

=
v̄s
βD

.

(S9)

In the above derivation, we have used the definitions of J(x, t), Js(x, t), v̄s and the fact that ρ(x, t) vanishes at infinity.
The direction of Feff is consistent with the direction of the average velocity which explicitly depends on D/D∗ as
shown in the main text.

II. ENERGETICS

A. Internal energy

According to the definition of internal energy, we have

E(t) =

∫
U∗(x, t)ρ(x, t)dx

=

∫
V ∗(x, t)ρ(x, t)dx+

ε∗(t)
L

∫
xρ(x, t)dx

=
∑

n∈Z

∫ (n+1)L

nL

V ∗(x, t)ρ(x, t)dx+
ε∗(t)
L

⟨x⟩

=
∑

n∈Z

∫ L

0

V ∗(x′ + nL, t)ρ(x′ + nL, t)dx′ +
ε∗(t)
L

⟨x⟩

=
∑

n∈Z

∫ L

0

V ∗(x′, t)ρ(x′ + nL, t)dx′ +
ε∗(t)
L

⟨x⟩

=

∫ L

0

V ∗(x′, t)
∑

n∈Z
ρ(x′ + nL, t)dx′ +

ε∗(t)
L

⟨x⟩

=

∫ L

0

V ∗(x, t)ρs(x, t)dx+
ε∗(t)
L

⟨x⟩,

(S10)

where the periodicity of V ∗(x, t) and the definition of ρs(x, t) have been used. Then we prove that the dependence
of ∆E on the initial time t0 diminishes as the particle transport duration increases. Considering t0 ∈ [0, τ ] is an
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arbitrary initial time, the variation of the internal energy from t0 to Nτ is

E(Nτ)− E(t0) =E(Nτ)− E(0) + E(0)− E(t0)

=N [E(τ)− E(0)] + E(0)− E(t0)

=Nε∗(0)J̄sτ + E(0)− E(t0)

=Nε∗(0)J̄sτ

(
1 +

1

N

E(t0)− E(t∗)

ε∗(0)J̄sτ

)
,

(S11)

where E(τ)−E(0) = ε∗(0)J̄sτ is given by Eq. (12) of the main text. When N ≫ 1, the average energy consumption
per single period becomes

E(Nτ)− E(t0)

N
≈ ε∗(0)J̄sτ, (S12)

which is independent of t0.

B. Ensemble-averaged heat adsorption

The ensemble-averaged heat current is

Q̇ =

∫
U∗(x, t)

∂ρ(x, t)

∂t
dx

=−
∫
U∗(x, t)

∂J(x, t)

∂x
dx

=− U∗(x, t)J(x, t)

∣∣∣∣
+∞

−∞
−
∫
F (x, t)J(x, t)dx

=−
∑

n∈Z

∫ (n+1)L

nL

F (x, t)J(x, t)dx

=−
∑

n∈Z

∫ L

0

F (x+ nL, t)J(x+ nL, t)dx

=−
∫ L

0

F (x, t)Js(x, t)dx

=

∫ L

0

[
∂Uo(x, λ⃗)

∂x
+
∂U∗

a (x, t)

∂x

]
Js(x, t)dx,

(S13)

where F (x, t) ≡ −∂xU∗(x, t) and Js(x, t) is the reduced probability current. In the above derivation, we have used the
fact that J(x, t) vanishes at infinity and the spatial periodicity of F (x, t). Substituting the expressions of ∂xU

∗(x, t)
and Js(x, t) into the above equation, we obtain

Q̇ =

∫ L

0

[
∂Uo(x, λ⃗)

∂x
+

1

βD∗

˙⃗
λ · f⃗(x, λ⃗)
ρo(x, λ⃗)

] [
− ˙⃗
λ · f⃗(x, λ⃗) +

(
1− D

D∗

)
˙⃗
λ · ⟨f⃗(x, λ⃗)⟩+

]
dx

=−
∫ L

0

∂Uo(x, λ⃗)

∂x
˙⃗
λ · f⃗(x, λ⃗)dx+

(
1− D

D∗

)
˙⃗
λ · ⟨f⃗(x, λ⃗)⟩+

∫ L

0

∂Uo(x, λ⃗)

∂x
dx

− 1

βD∗

∫ L

0

[
˙⃗
λ · f⃗(x, λ⃗)

]2

ρo(x, λ⃗)
dx+

1

βD∗

(
1− D

D∗

)
˙⃗
λ · ⟨f⃗(x, λ⃗)⟩+

∫ L

0

˙⃗
λ · f⃗(x, λ⃗)
ρo(x, λ⃗)

dx

=−
∫ L

0

∂Uo(x, λ⃗)

∂x
˙⃗
λ ·
[∫ x

0

∇⃗λρo(x
′, λ⃗)dx′

]
dx− ˙⃗

λ · j⃗(λ⃗)
∫ L

0

∂Uo(x, λ⃗)

∂x
dx+ 0

− 1

βD∗Z−(λ⃗)Z+(λ⃗)

〈[
˙⃗
λ · f⃗(x, λ⃗)

]2〉

+

+
1

βD∗

(
1− D

D∗

)
Z−(λ⃗)Z+(λ⃗)

[
˙⃗
λ · ⟨f⃗(x, λ⃗)⟩+

]2
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=−
[
Uo(x, λ⃗)

˙⃗
λ ·
∫ x

0

∇⃗λρo(x
′, λ⃗)dx′

] ∣∣∣∣
L

0

+

∫ L

0

Uo(x, λ⃗)
˙⃗
λ · ∇⃗λρo(x, λ⃗)dx− 0 (S14)

− 1

βD∗Z−(λ⃗)Z+(λ⃗)

〈[
˙⃗
λ · f⃗(x, λ⃗)

]2〉

+

+
1

βD∗

(
1− D

D∗

)
Z−(λ⃗)Z+(λ⃗)

[〈
˙⃗
λ · f⃗(x, λ⃗)

〉
+

]2

=0 +
˙⃗
λ · ∇⃗λ

∫ L

0

Uo(x, λ⃗)ρo(x, λ⃗)dx− ˙⃗
λ ·
∫ L

0

[
∇⃗λUo(x, λ⃗)

]
ρo(x, λ⃗)dx

− 1

βD∗Z−(λ⃗)Z+(λ⃗)

〈[
˙⃗
λ · f⃗(x, λ⃗)

]2〉

+

+
1

βD∗

(
1− D

D∗

)
Z−(λ⃗)Z+(λ⃗)

[〈
˙⃗
λ · f⃗(x, λ⃗)

〉
+

]2

=
˙⃗
λ · ∇⃗λ

∫ L

0

Uo(x, λ⃗)ρo(x, λ⃗)dx+
1

β
˙⃗
λ · ∇⃗λ lnZ−

− 1

βD∗Z−(λ⃗)Z+(λ⃗)

〈[
˙⃗
λ · f⃗(x, λ⃗)

]2〉

+

+
1

βD∗

(
1− D

D∗

)
Z−(λ⃗)Z+(λ⃗)

[〈
˙⃗
λ · f⃗(x, λ⃗)

〉
+

]2

Then, the heat absorbed by the particle in a temporal period is

Q =

∫ t0+τ

t0

Q̇dt

=

∮

I

dλ⃗ · ∇⃗λ

{∫ L

0

Uo(x, λ⃗)ρo(x, λ⃗)dx+
1

β
lnZ−

}

− 1

βD∗

∫ t0+τ

t0

dt

{
Z−(λ⃗)Z+(λ⃗)

〈[
˙⃗
λ · f⃗(x, λ⃗)

]2〉

+

−
(
1− D

D∗

)
Z−(λ⃗)Z+(λ⃗)

[〈
˙⃗
λ · f⃗(x, λ⃗)

〉
+

]2}

=0− 1

βD∗

∫ t0+τ

t0

dtZ−(λ⃗)Z+(λ⃗)

{〈[
˙⃗
λ · f⃗(x, λ⃗)

]2〉

+

−
(
1− D

D∗

)[〈
˙⃗
λ · f⃗(x, λ⃗)

〉
+

]2}

=−
∫ t0+τ

t0

dtλ̇αλ̇β
1

βD∗Z−(λ⃗)Z+(λ⃗)

{〈
fα(x, λ⃗)fβ(x, λ⃗)

〉
+
−
(
1− D

D∗

)〈
fα(x, λ⃗)

〉
+

〈
fβ(x, λ⃗)

〉
+

}

≡−
∫ t0+τ

t0

dtλ̇αλ̇βGαβ(λ⃗),

(S15)

where we have used the condition that the driving trajectory in the parametric space is a loop.

C. The positive semi-definiteness of Gαβ(λ⃗)

In the following, We present a proof that Gαβ(λ⃗) is a positive semi-definite matrix. First, Gαβ(λ⃗) = Gβα(λ⃗) by
definition. Secondly, for any N -dimensional vector v⃗ = (v1, v2, . . . , vN ), we have

v⃗G(λ⃗)v⃗T =vαGαβ(λ⃗)vβ

=vα
1

βD∗Z−(λ⃗)Z+(λ⃗)

{〈
fα(x, λ⃗)fβ(x, λ⃗)

〉
+
−
(
1− D

D∗

)〈
fα(x, λ⃗)

〉
+

〈
fβ(x, λ⃗)

〉
+

}
vβ

=
1

βD∗Z−(λ⃗)Z+(λ⃗)

{〈[
v⃗ · f⃗(x, λ⃗)

]2〉

+

−
(
1− D

D∗

)[〈
v⃗ · f⃗(x, λ⃗)

〉
+

]2}

≥ 1

βD∗Z−(λ⃗)Z+(λ⃗)

{[〈
v⃗ · f⃗(x, λ⃗)

〉
+

]2
−
(
1− D

D∗

)[〈
v⃗ · f⃗(x, λ⃗)

〉
+

]2}

=
1

βD∗Z−(λ⃗)Z+(λ⃗)

{
D

D∗

[〈
v⃗ · f⃗(x, λ⃗)

〉
+

]2}

≥0,

(S16)
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where the inequality ⟨[v⃗ · f⃗(x, λ⃗)]2⟩+ ≥ [⟨v⃗ · f⃗(x, λ⃗)⟩+]2 is obtained via the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality. Here, the inner
product of functions M and N is defined as

⟨M,N⟩ ≡ ⟨MN⟩+ =

∫ L

0
eβUo(x,λ⃗)MNdx
∫ L

0
eβUo(x,λ⃗)dx

. (S17)

Therefore, Gαβ is positive semi-definite and Q ≤ 0.

III. SIMULATION DETAILS

A. The dependence of Φrev on Uo(x, λ⃗) and the driving loop

The magnitude of the reversible integrated flow Φrev depends on the shape of the potential Uo(x, λ⃗) and the driving

loop in the parametric space. A large Φrev is favorable to induce efficient particle transport. The function Uo(x, λ⃗)
shown in Fig. 2(a) of the main text specifically reads

Uo(x, λ⃗) =





λ1
α

x

L
, 0 ≤ x/L ≤ α

λ1 +
λ2 − λ1
1− 2α

( x
L

− α
)
, α < x/L ≤ 1− α

λ2 −
λ2
α

( x
L

− 1 + α
)
, 1− α < x/L ≤ 1,

(S18)

where α is a tunable parameter. One obtains the expressions of Z±(λ⃗), ρo(x, λ⃗) and f⃗o(x, λ⃗) using Uo(x, λ⃗). According

to the Green’s theorem, for the two-dimensional parametric vector λ⃗ = (λ1, λ2), we have

Φrev =

∫∫

Σ

(
∂C1

∂λ2
− ∂C2

∂λ1

)
dλ1dλ2. (S19)

Here, (C1, C2) = C⃗(λ⃗) = −⟨f⃗o(x, λ⃗)⟩+ is given by Eq. (S5), and Σ is the region enclosed by I. To find favorable α
and driving loop, we calculate (∂λ2

C1 − ∂λ1
C2) on the parametric space and Φrev with different α, which are shown

in Fig. S2. According to Fig. S2(a), (∂λ2
C1 − ∂λ1

C2) is always positive and it exhibits larger values within a closed
region containing the origin. It is reasonable to choose the circle with a radius βR and a center at the origin as the
driving loop I. Since (∂λ2

C1 − ∂λ1
C2) is rather small when βλ1,2 > 7, we set βR = 7. Fig. S2(b) shows Φrev as a

function of α with fixed circular driving loop. The maximum value of Φrev appears around α = 0.36.

B. The optimal driving protocol

The optimal protocol λ⃗(t) associated with the driving loop βλ1 = βR cos(2πf(s) + θ0) and βλ2 =
βR sin(2πf(s) + θ0) can be numerically obtained from the equation

∆s =

√
∆λα∆λβGαβ(λ⃗)

L ≡ ∆l, (S20)

where s ≡ t/τ . Since the thermodynamic length L =
∫ τ

0
dt

√
λ̇αλ̇βGαβ(λ⃗) is independent of the protocol [3, 4], we

first calculate the value of L and generate a series of λ⃗, namely, {λ⃗(i)}, at s = 0,∆, 2∆, . . . , i∆, . . . , n∆ ≡ 1 with a
simple driving protocol f(s) = s (shown in Fig. S3(a)). Here ∆ is a small positive interval, n ∈ Z and 0 ≤ i ≤ n.

Then we calculate the value of ∆l(j) from λ⃗(j−1) to λ⃗(j), which gives the optimal variation of s denoted by ∆s
(j)
op

through Eq. (S20). Combining the series {λ⃗(i)} and {0, s(i)op =
∑i

j=1 ∆s
(j)
op }, one obtains the optimal driving protocol

illustrated in Fig. S3(b).
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FIG. S2. (a) The value of (∂λ2C1 − ∂λ1C2) on the parametric space. (b) Φrev as a function of α where the driving loop is a
circle with βR=7

.

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1
-8

-6

-4

-2

0

2

4

6

8

(a)

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1
-8

-6

-4

-2

0

2

4

6

8

(b)

FIG. S3. Different driving protocols along the same loop. (a) f(s) = s. (b) The optimal protocol.

C. Numerical algorithm for particle dynamics simulation

We adopt the Euler algorithm of the over-damped Langevin equation to simulate the motion of the Brownian
particles of interests [5]. The variation of the particle position from t to t+∆t is

∆x = −βD∂U
∗(x, t)
∂x

∆t+
√
2D∆tω(t), (S21)

where ω(t) is a standard Gaussian random variable. To reduce the numerical errors in simulations, we perform
nondimensionalization on the quantities in the above equation with L, β−1, D∗. The nondimensionalized equation
reads

∆x̃ = −D̃ ∂Ũ
∗(x̃, t̃)
∂x̃

∆t̃+
√

2D̃∆t̃ω(t̃) (S22)

with t̃ = D∗L−2t, x̃ = L−1x, D̃ = D∗−1D, Ũ∗ = βU∗. In the simulation, the number of particles is N = 105 and the
time step is ∆t̃ = 10−4.
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D. Heat and work in the simulation

According to the energetics of the discrete Langevin equation [6], the absorbed heat ∆q and input work ∆w of the
Brownian particles within the time interval ∆t are given by

∆q =U∗(x+∆x, t+∆t)− U∗(x, t+∆t), (S23)

∆w =U∗(x, t+∆t)− U∗(x, t), (S24)

which are due to the variation of the particle state and the potential parameter, respectively. Obviously, these
definitions ensure the energy conservation law ∆U∗ = ∆q + ∆w for each particle. In the limit of ∆t → 0, the
ensemble-averaged heat current given by Eq. (S23) becomes

Q̇ =⟨q̇⟩

= lim
∆t→0

〈
U∗(x+∆x, t+∆t)− U∗(x, t+∆t)

∆x

∆x

∆t

〉

=

〈
∂U∗(x, t)

∂x
ẋ

〉

=

∫
ρ(x, t)

∂U∗(x, t)
∂x

J(x, t)

ρ(x, t)
dx

= U∗(x, t)J(x, t)

∣∣∣∣
+∞

−∞
−
∫
U∗(x, t)

∂J(x, t)

∂x
dx

=

∫
U∗(x, t)

∂ρ(x, t)

∂t
,

(S25)

where ⟨· · · ⟩ represents the average over different particle trajectories. This is exactly the same with the definition of
heat current we used in the theoretical derivations.

E. Particle separation in 2D space

We consider a two-dimensional ratchet to separate four kinds of particles respectively with diffusion coefficients
D1 > D2 > D3 > D4. We achieve this purpose in two steps: first separate them in the x direction and then divide
them into two groups for further separation in the y direction. In the first step, we apply a driving force Fx(x, t) in

the x direction to these particles, where Fx(x, t) = −∂xUo(x, λ⃗)− β−1D∗−1
x ρ−1

o (x, λ⃗)
˙⃗
λ · f⃗(x, λ⃗) with D2 > D∗

x > D3.
The dynamic equations in the first step are

ẋ =− βD
∂Uo(x, λ⃗)

∂x
− D

D∗
x

˙⃗
λ · f⃗o(x, λ⃗)
ρo(x, λ⃗)

+
√
2Dξx(t), (S26a)

ẏ =
√
2Dξy(t), (S26b)

where ξx(t) and ξy(t) are independent normalized Gaussian white noise. The four types of particles will be separated
from left to right due to their different average velocities v̄1x < v̄2x < v̄3x < v̄4x. In the second step when the particles
with D2 and D3 have been largely separated, we add the driving force in the y direction on the particles. To achieve

efficient separation, the particles with D1,2 experience FyL(y, t) = −∂yUo(y, λ⃗) − β−1D∗−1
yL ρ−1

o (y, λ⃗)
˙⃗
λ · f⃗(y, λ⃗) while

the particles with D3,4 experience FyR(y, t) = −∂yUo(y, λ⃗) − β−1D∗−1
yR ρ−1

o (y, λ⃗)
˙⃗
λ · f⃗(y, λ⃗). Here, D∗

yL > D∗
x > D∗

yR
The dynamic equations in the second step are

ẋ =− βD
∂Uo(x, λ⃗)

∂x
− D

D∗
x

˙⃗
λ · f⃗o(x, λ⃗)
ρo(x, λ⃗)

+
√
2Dξx(t), (S27a)

ẏ =− βD
∂Uo(y, λ⃗)

∂y
−D

[
Θ(−x+ v̄mt)

D∗
yL

+
Θ(x− v̄mt)

D∗
yR

] ˙⃗
λ · f⃗o(y, λ⃗)
ρo(y, λ⃗)

+
√
2Dξy(t), (S27b)
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FIG. S4. The ratchet potential used for particle separation in 2D space at time tmodτ = 0.5τ . (a) Potential in the first step.
(b) Potential in the second step.

where Θ(x) is the Heaviside step function and v̄m ≡ (v̄2x + v̄3x)/2. The average velocities in the y direction of the
particles satisfy v̄1y < v̄2y and v̄3y < v̄4y. The four types of particles will be transported in different directions due to
their different velocity vectors.

We simulate Eqs. (S26a-S27b) with the sawtooth potential and the driving protocol βλ1 = 7 cos(2πt/τ + π/6),

βλ2 = 7 sin(2πt/τ + π/6). j⃗(λ⃗) is set to be j1(λ⃗) = −β2λ2/30 and j1(λ⃗) = β2λ1/30. The diffusion coefficients in the
simulation are D1 = 10Dm, D2 = 25Dm/7, D3 = 5Dm/3, D4 = Dm/5, D

∗
x = 2Dm, D∗

yL = 25Dm/2 and D∗
yR = Dm

where Dm is a constant with the same dimension of diffusion coefficient used to perform nondimensionalization on the
dynamic equations. The applied potential is illustrated in Fig. S4. The driving period is τ = 10D−1

m L2, the particles
number corresponding to each D is N = 105 and the time step is ∆t = 5 × 10−5D−1

m L2. The separation results are
shown in Fig. 1(b) of the main text where β = L = Dm = 1.
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