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For continuous-time Markov jump processes on irreducible networks and time-independent rate
constants, we employ a transition-based formalism to express the long-time precision of a single
integrated current over an observable channel in terms of precisions of the recurrence times of the
forward and backward jumps, and of an effective affinity that captures the thermodynamic driving
on that channel. This leads to a general lower bound for the stationary entropy production rate that
extends the well-known Thermodynamic Uncertainty Relation (TUR). Such an augmented TUR,
which incorporates the statistics of the recurrences, proves to be tighter than the standard one
far from equilibrium, and potentially offers new opportunities for the optimization and design of
biological and chemical out-of-equilibrium systems at the nanoscale.

I. INTRODUCTION

In small non-equilibrium systems, fluctuations play a
crucial role and set fundamental constraints on perfor-
mance. Stochastic thermodynamics provides the the-
oretical framework to quantify these limits, revealing
how precision, speed, and energetic cost are tightly in-
tertwined. A paradigmatic result in this direction is
the Thermodynamic Uncertainty Relation (TUR) [1-4],
which provides a quantitative link between fluctuations
and dissipation.

For Markov jump processes on irreducible networks
and reversible jumps, in particular, the TUR concerns
a general lower bound to the precision of any time-
integrated current. In this work, we shall focus on the

integrated steady current Ny = N, 5 — Nj ,,, where

i,; indicates the total number of jumps i — j in a
given time window of duration ¢, are bounded from be-
low by dissipation. Denoting by

PIX) = S (1)

the squared coefficient of precision of a random variable
X with non-zero mean, the bound reads

2

PN > pryrt (2)
revealing that higher precision (i. e. narrower fluctua-
tions) of Ay along any of the channels connecting the pair
of states («, 8) requires higher dissipation, quantified by

the (stationary) average entropy production rate o®®.
The TUR Eq. (2) represents a principle of broad rele-
vance for biochemical networks and molecular machines
[1, 2, 5-9]. Extensions of this idea also regard bounds on
multiple output currents [10] and on other performance
metrics. For example, lower bounds have been derived
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for first-passage times [11] and their fluctuations [12] in
Markov processes, for the number of coherent oscillations
(and timing precision) in biochemical clocks [13, 14], and
for information processing [15]. Similarly, the achievable
signal-to-noise ratio of sensory readouts is fundamentally
limited by dissipation [5]. In short, improving precision
or speed in small systems inevitably incurs an irreducible
thermodynamic cost.

Recent work has developed transition-based formula-
tions of dissipation bounds when only partial informa-
tion is available. In Ref.[16] it is demonstrated that the
log-ratio of waiting-time distributions for forward and
backward transitions encodes the cycle affinity, yielding a
lower-bound estimator for the total entropy production.
Similarly, any partial estimate of the entropy produc-
tion rate, derived from the statistics of visible transitions,
provides a value lower than ¢%. These ideas have been
extended into novel fluctuation relations. For instance,
stopping an experiment after a fixed number of visible
transitions recovers thermodynamic symmetry even in
the presence of hidden dynamics [17], and coarse-grained
fluctuation theorems have been formulated for multiple
observable currents [18]. Universal trade-offs between en-
tropy production and precision of counting observables or
waiting times were also recently obtained [19].

In this context, we further elaborate on a recently
introduced explicit formula for the precision coefficient
of an extensive current at time ¢ [20]. Employing a
decomposition of the moments of the recurrence times
in terms of the moments of inter-transition times be-
tween visible transitions, we obtain an exact expression of
lim; o0 t P[N;] in terms of an effective affinity A and of
the precisions P[Ta— 3], P[T3-a] of the recurrence times
of forward and backward transitions respectively. The
affinity A is the same that is obtained from the statis-
tics of the sequences of observable transitions [17, 21].
Exploiting this fact, we provide a lower bound on the
steady-state entropy production rate directly in terms
of lim_,oo t P[Ny], PlTa—p] and P[75-4). This formu-
lation links dissipation to experimentally accessible fluc-
tuations of currents and recurrence times. The bound
holds for any irreducible continuous-time Markov jump
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process and thus constrains the performance of nanoscale
systems — for example, it sets a minimal entropy produc-
tion required for a given precision in molecular motors or
biochemical sensing networks [5].

II. FRAMEWORK

We consider a Markov jump process on an irreducible
network with a finite number of states. We assume with-
out loss of generality that pairs of states are connected
by a single bidirectional transition channel with a time-
independent transition rate constant k;; from state ¢ to
state 7 and kj; from j to ¢, ensuring that o* is well de-
fined at stationarity [22]. The state space probability p,
evolves according to the master equation

dp;
dt

with [R];; = —k;i(1—9;5)+ 035 Zn# ki, the rate matrix.
For a pair of states o and 3, we are interested in the
extensive current

A/t :Néaﬁ - é—)oﬂ (4)

= —Rpy, (3)

+,; denoting the number of times the transition i — j

occurs in a time window of duration ¢. Assuming that the
system is initially found at stationarity, the integrated
current NV; is on average (N;) = Jt with J the stationary
probability current J = pFkag — PFksa = Fop — Fpa,
where Fj; = pi®k;; is the stationary flux from ¢ to j.

An exact formula for the precision coefficient P[N;] of
an extensive current N; was recently found in Ref.[20].
In particular, denoting with € = J/w the rectifying effi-
ciency, with w = Fog + Fjo the dynamical activity (or
traffic) along the observed channel, and introducing the
coefficient ¢y = (1 —€2)/€2, for long observation times we
have [20]

1

Too = tliglot PIN:] = o + CO(<TO¢~>,3|O£> + <T5%Oé|5>)
+ Plra—p] — P[T/B—m]. (5)
J
where the coefficients
2 N N2
Plrioy) = Tl ©)

(Tims)?
quantify the precision of the recurrence times 7;_, ;, whose
mean values satisfy (r,_,;) = Fgl The quantities
(Tissjlzo) in Eq.(5), instead, represent the average oc-
currence times conditioned to the starting state xg.

The expression Eq. (5) represents our starting point:
by employing the transition-based framework developed
in Refs. [16-18, 21], we can derive a linear relation be-
tween the average recurrence times (7, ;) and the av-
erage conditional occurrence times (7;_jz,). We briefly
introduce the transition-based framework below.

III. VISIBLE TRANSITIONS’ DYNAMICS

To simplify the notation, let £ € {1, ]} denote the vis-
ible transition in its two possible directions, T: a —
and |: 8 — «, and let s(¢) and t(¢) denote the source
and target states of ¢ respectively. The inverse transition
¢ is obtained by swapping the source and target states
of /. Under the assumption that only the forward and
backward jumps over the single monitored channel are
observable, the time series of the output consists of se-
quences of transitions £ € {1,} and the inter-transition
times 7y := T [Fig. 1(c)].

It is a well established fact that sequences of single
observable bidirectional transitions are generated by a
discrete-time stochastic matrix P whose elements are the
trans-transition probabilities [17, 18, 21]

[Pleer = p(t]€') = k(O)[S™ s (eye(er) (7)

The trans-transition probability p(¢|¢) is the probabil-
ity that the next observed transition is £ € {f,]} given
that the previous one was ¢/ € {1,]}, regardless of the
time between the two occurrences, with k(¢) = kscoyee)
and p(¢|¢") 4+ p(f|¢') = 1 [see Fig.1(b)].
S := RM™¥ [23], also known as survival matrix, is ob-
tained from the rate matrix R as [S];; = [R];; for all ¢, j
except for [S]ag = [S]ga = 0. Given the trans-transition
probabilities Eq. (7), we can define the effective affinity,
or force,

The matrix

p(T|1)
p(I 1)

A =log (8)

which drives the non-equilibrium current along the ob-
served channel. The reduced effective entropy production
rate

ol = JA, (9)

which is obtained solely from the observation of sequences
of transitions regardless of the inter-transition times,
lower bounds the stationary entropy production rate ¢
of the full system, with equality holding for unicyclic net-
works [21].

Additionally, the knowledge of the probability density
of the inter-transition times allows the estimation of an
extra entropic contribution o7 related with transition-
time asymmetries, providing the refined lower bound
o > o' 4+ 07 [21].

Interestingly, employing the transition based formal-
ism we can provide a simple relation between the aver-
age recurrence times (7,_,;) and the average occurrence
times (Tijm conditioned to the source state, appearing
in Eq. (5), via the trans-transition probabilities Eq. (7).
In the following section, we use this fact to derive our
results.
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FIG. 1. (a) An example of Markov jump process where only bidirectional transitions along the channel connecting states o and
[ are observable. The shaded part thus represents the hidden part of the network. In this example, without loss of generality,
only one channel o — [ is present; however, multiple channels connecting o« and S may exist, and they can be incorporated in
the hidden part of the network, or can be lumped together in a single observable channel. Additionally, we assume that each
hidden channel is bidirectional, so that the entropy production rate o is well defined [22] and our results can be compared
with the standard TUR Eq. (2). (b) Network of the effective process in the space of transitions. The sequence of transitions
e {t,{}, with 7: @ — B and |: 8 — a, is generated from the discrete-time process with transition matrix P [see Eq. (7)]. (c)
A typical realization of the process N; where only 1 and | are observed. Specifically, a transition 1 increases the integrated
current AV; by 1, whereas a transition | decreases the current by 1. Here, we also indicate the inter-transition times 7/, between
successive occurrences of transitions £’ and ¢, and the recurrence times 7 of transitions £ € {1, |}, which are blind to consecutive
occurrences of the inverse transition .

IV. RESULTS and backward fluxes is related with the local thermody-
namic force F, we straightforwardly obtain F = log i EIH’%
The moments of the inter-transition times are obtained choosing ¢ =1 as the reference positive orientation of the

in terms of the survival matrix S [see Appendix A]. The  transition.

recurrence times 7,8 and conditional occurrence times To the best of our knowledge, Egs. (10) to (12) are
Ta—Blao» ON the Oth.el_" hand, are blind to the occurrences ;0] outcomes, the first one representing a direct propor-
of the reverse transition f — «a betvizeen two oceurrences tionality between recurrence times and conditional occur-
of a - f (the same holds for the inverse transition l?y rence times, the coefficient being expressed in terms of a
swapping « and f3). Therefore, they are expressed in  1.1¢ transition probability; the second one encodes the
terms of the survival matrix 8’ = R\ with [S)i; = information of the local forces via the statistics of alter-
[R];; but with only [S’]a—5 = 0. nated series of visible transitions only.

Let 745, denote the occurrence time at which £ € {1, |}
occurs conditioned to an initial state zg. The recurrence
time 74 is obtained from the conditional occurrence time
by setting xo = t(¢). We prove in Appendix A that

In Appendix B we also provide explicit expressions for
(t?) and <Tl2‘s(£)> in terms of trans-transition probabili-
ties and first and second moments of the inter-transition

o times Tere-
(Tejs(e)) = (Tae) + p(€|li) (752) (10) Finally, let us consider the pair of states (c, B8) and let
p(4)f) T:= a = B, }:= 8 — « along the considered channel

connecting « and 8. Also let J = F; — F)| denote the

with 74/, the time between transition ¢ (first) and tran-
o (first) stationary current. From Eq. (11) we get

sition ¢ (next). The recurrence times thus satisfy

(1) = p(L]0) <<Tas(5)> + (Té|s(z7)>> ; (11) . Sy (T4) — (1)

which provides immediately that o) ) = p(¢< T; B ]<?(T> Y .
} __(m-m

() _pl0) _ Iy (12) AR E A

(7o) p(ll0)  F
where we used (r¢) = F, ', being F the stationary flux ~ where we used p(¢|¢') = 1 — p(£|¢'). The first and second
along the direction of ¢. As the ratio between forward terms in Eq. (5) can be grouped in a single term, yielding
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FIG. 2. Plot of J against AP7 for 10° randomly generated
instances of the network in Fig. 1(a). The rate constants were
drawn as k = 10%, where X is uniformly distributed in the
interval [—3,0). Notably, there exist non-vanishing values of
AP” for J = 0, which is associated to dissipation occurring
in the hidden part of the network. As an example (in the
inset), we generated several instances (10°) of the same net-
work where the a and 8 are now disconnected, with uniformly
distributed rates between 0.1 and 1, so that p***" is the sta-
tionary (stalling) probability of the process. ks and kg are
then re-introduced from kas = kgap3 ™' /pi*" [28, 29], with
kg uniformly distributed between 0.1 and 1, thereby ensur-
ing that J = 0.

[see Appendix C]
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where we used the definition Eq. (8) for the effective affin-
ity A. Recalling the effective entropy production rate
ot = JA < 0% [21], we invert the expression above, ob-
taining our main result

0% > 2Jcoth™ (JTo — APT), (16)

with AP™ = P[ry] — P[ry]. Above, the quantity J7
is also known as Fano factor [24-26]. Remarkably, the
inequality (16) saturates for unicyclic networks because
o’ = 0* in such a special case [16, 21]. Note that AP”
can assume finite values even when J = 0, highlighting
the presence of hidden dissipation [see the inset in Fig. 2].
Conversely J can be non-null even if AP™ =0 [27]. Ad-
ditionally, Eq. (16) yields the bound |J7s% — AP7| > 1
because coth™ ! (z) is only defined for || > 1. This bound
also follows directly from Eq. (5) by taking into account
that |e] < 1.

The expression Eq. (16) reveals that a lower bound on
the stationary entropy production rate ¢® of the full
system is obtained after evaluating the factor T, =
lim; o t P[NV] at long times, and collecting the statistics
of the recurrence times 7,3 and 73_,4.

As a numerical check [see Fig.3], we performed ex-
tensive tests on randomly generated networks to confirm
that the bound Eq.(16) never falls above the true en-
tropy production ¢%. From the same plot, we see that

min(c® — &)

oS8 X ].02

FIG. 3. Comparison between lower bounds for the entropy
production rate 0*° obtained from the long-time precision co-
efficient of a single integrated current: standard TUR [Eq.
(2)] (circles) vs. asymptotic bound [Eq. (16)] (crosses). The
points are obtained from the same instances as in Fig. 2. The
values of ¢ are divided into equally sized intervals. Then,
for each interval, we pick the minimum value of the difference
0% — 6, for 6 = o TUR ¢, with of corresponding to the right-
hand side of Eq. (16). Each panel represents a different choice
of observable edge for the same network, highlighted by the
bidirectional arrow in the insets. This plot shows that while
the TUR does not reach saturation as ¢*° grows, the bound
Eq. (16) consistently saturates in a wide interval. The irregu-
larities at very high o are due to statistical errors given by
the limited amount of data falling in that region (less than 10
networks per interval, shaded region).

this bound outperforms the one obtained from the long-
time TUR, especially far-from-equilibrium. In particular,
the TUR estimate for o progressively worsens far from
equilibrium, while the bound Eq. (16) can still approach
saturation in the same regime.

V. DISCUSSION AND FINAL REMARKS

The bound ¢ < ¢ was originally formulated in terms
of stalling probabilities [28-30] or from the statistics of
sequences of visible transitions [17, 21], and it only ac-
counts for asymmetries of extensive current-like quanti-
ties. Here we have rephrased this inequality in terms
of directly measurable fluctuation statistics. Specifically,
our main result, Eq. (16), involves the long-time preci-
sions of a chosen integrated steady current A; and of
the forward and backward recurrence times associated



with the corresponding transitions. This reformulation
makes the connection between entropy production rate
and measurable precision parameters explicit, thereby
providing an augmented long-time TUR. It shows that
one can infer a minimal steady-state entropy production
rate from the asymptotic variability of the integrated
current A; and the asymmetry in the recurrence-times
fluctuations. The bound is meaningful whenever the ref-
erence current is nonzero, while for vanishing currents it
reduces to the trivial inequality ¢ > 0.

Unlike conventional TURs, which constrain current
fluctuations alone, the present inequality yields a more
stringent estimate of the dissipation rate. It remains ef-
fective even far from equilibrium, where the TUR be-
comes loose. In addition, Eq. (16) becomes exact for any
unicyclic network with arbitrary rate constants, whereas
the TUR saturates only under special conditions, as in
the linear response regime or for unicyclic networks with
homogeneous rates [1].

The structure of inequality Eq. (16) also opens a route
for optimization. Since it couples the precision on the
integrated current N, recurrence-time precision, speed
(i.e. the average current J), and dissipation rate, it
provides a natural framework to study trade-offs among
these quantities. For example, one may tune the rate con-
stants to enhance the output’s precision at the expense of
higher energetic cost, or analyze the efficiency of molecu-
lar clocks and timers in terms of the balance between ac-
curacy and dissipation. Such applications highlight how
fluctuation-based bounds can go beyond inference and
might serve as design principles for nonequilibrium pro-
cesses.

The practical implications are broad. In biophysics,
steady currents and recurrence-time distributions are of-
ten experimentally accessible, thanks to single-molecule
tracking techniques, especially for rotary molecular mo-
tors (such as the F;-ATPase motor [31, 32]) and trans-

porters [8, 33, 34]. Furthermore, the randomness of cat-
alytic sites in single-molecule enzymology is central in the
field of statistical kinetics [24-26]. Because the bound
Eq. (16) is expressed in terms of observable fluctuations,
it provides a tangible route to quantify dissipation in
complex systems where affinities or full state information
remain hidden.

Looking forward, a particularly promising direction is
to explore more deeply the information contained in for-
ward and backward recurrence-time statistics. Asym-
metries between these distributions encode irreversibility
through their Kullback—Leibler divergence, potentially
providing a direct microscopic link to entropy produc-
tion. Here, we have shown that this information is al-
ready captured by differences in precision coefficients,
suggesting a systematic way to detect dissipation even
when average currents vanish. A detailed analysis of
these temporal asymmetries beyond the second moments
of the distributions might therefore sharpen the present
bound and clarify the mechanisms by which hidden dy-
namics contribute to entropy production.

Overall, our contribution lies in rephrasing a known
transition-based entropy production bound [Eq.(9)] in
terms of measurable precision coefficients, thereby clari-
fying the role of both currents and recurrence-time fluc-
tuations. This perspective not only strengthens thermo-
dynamic inference but also highlights new opportunities
for optimization and design, underscoring the relevance
of precision-based bounds for the study of nonequilibrium
processes in biological and chemical systems.
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Appendix A: Proof of Egs. (10) and (11)

Let 1: a — B be the transition from « to  through the chosen channel among the ones connecting « and 3, and
let |: B — « be its reversed counterpart. Also let S8’ := R\{L]}, ¢ € {1,l}, indicate the survival matrix derived for the
first exit time problem where the given transition ¢ is absorbant, and let S := RMTH indicate the survival matrix

where both 1 and | are absorbant.

According to our sign convention [see Eq. (3)], the average conditional occurrence time for transition £ is [20, 35]

(o) =D [(8)7] (A1)

n

nxo

Notice that the reverse transition ¢ can occur arbitrarily many times before £ occurs.



Here we show that the average occurrence times can be expressed as a linear combination of the inter-transition
times which are obtained from a first-exit problem where both 1 and | are absorbant, and therefore depend on the
survival matrix S. As stated in the main text, the four average inter-transition times (74¢) between consecutive
transitions ¢ and ¢ are [21]

S—2 ,
[ }s([)t(@ ) (A2)

(Tere) = —— ,
[S™ s

where s(¢) and t(¢) represent the source and target states of transition /.
Given an initial state zo at the initial time ¢y = 0, we are interested in the probability density p(7,¢|zo) associated

with the occurrence of £ in the time interval [r,7 + d7). Letting A/(£) indicate the number of times ¢ occurs before
the occurrence of ¢ given xq, the density p(7, £|xg) can be decomposed as

oo

p(r,tlxo) = > p(r, 6 {N (€) = n}|wo) (A3)

n=0

where
B T tn tn—1 to _ _ —_
(1, G AN (€) = n}|zg) = / dtn/ dtn,l/ dt,_o- / dty p(1, € tn, bitn—1,4; - ;t1,0|x0) (A4)
0 0 0 0

is interpreted as a convolution of probability densities of the kind [e*(ti’ti*)s]myyokzy, for suitable choices of the
states x,y and yg [see below]. In what follows we treat separately the case where xg = s(¢) and xg = t(¢) and we
study the problem by means of the Laplace transform £{p}.

1. Case 1: 29 =s({)

Let us consider the case zo = s({). The integrand in Eq. (A4) becomes, for each n,

(k(D)" (H [e_(ti_tifl)s} s(e)s(@) ’ (45)

P, it 1, 6=+ 511, E]s(€)) = K(0) [‘fh_ms] (0)s(¢)

i=1

—tS

with t9 = 0. The Laplace transform of e~ reads

/ dte="e="S = (ul 4+ 8)~! = S(u)~, (A6)
0

with I the indentity matrix and where we defined S(u) = (ul +S), which satisfies S(0) = S and -£S(—u)~! =
S(—u)~2. The Laplace transform of Eq. (A3), by considering Eq. (A5) along with Eq. (A6), is then

L{p(r. (0} (w) = KOS (@) a2 50" (18@) Tapar)) (A7)
n=0

By taking the derivative (d£(—u)/du),_, we obtain the average occurrence times Eq. (10) conditioned to the source
state of ¢:

- M+1
T, _ k’(z)[s(_u)_ﬂs(f)s(l) im )t i 1= [k(ﬁ)[S(—u)*l]s@s(z)]
et} = (1 - k()[S(—U)‘l]sw)s(e))u_o o | RO w0 g, == E(O)[S(=u)a@s(e)
u=0
(A8)
KOS Luto  HOE o k(O[S ls@se) 7 (A9)

"1 kDS Na@e (1 - k(Z)[S_l]s(Z)s(z))2

where we used the partial sum for the geometric series and then summed after taking v = 0. Finally, by considering

that s(¢) = t(¢) and by recognizing the inter-transition times Eq. (A2) and the trans-transition probabilities Eq. (7),
we obtain Eq. (10):
4
(Ta1s(0)) = (Ta0) + — 57 (T0)- (A10)
p({|

)
~—

~
~—



2. Case 2: 29 =t(()

Similarly to the previous case, the Laplace transform of Eq. A3 for zq = t(¢) = s(¢) reads

L{p(t, £1£(0) }(u) = k(O)[S(w) ae)e() + FORDS(w) s(0)s(0)[S (W) ™ eizys(@) Z ([S(U)_l]s(2)5(4)>n k(O™ (A11)
n=0

Taking (dL(—w)/du),_, and using similar arguments to those used to get Eq. (A10) we obtain the average occurrence
times conditioned to the target state of ¢, which is exactly the average recurrence time (1) of transition ¢. This
corresponds to Eq. (11)

e, p@D,
m>mm(mmﬂmwmmym+wmm@ (A12)
= p(10) ({7e1a(0) + () - (A13)

Appendix B: Second moments of recurrence times and conditional occurrence times

Taking the second derivative (d?L(—u) /duz)u:O of Egs. (A7) and (All), we obtain the second moments of the
distributions of 7, and 7y|(s) respectively. Using similar arguments to those used for Eqs. (A10) and (A13), we obtain

<ﬁ>=maa(y+2§§2@axwmw+vu»+2(gﬂ2) waﬁ>. (B1)
where
=+ ) + 2t + BT a2y 4 B ), (®2)

which is independent of /.
For the occurrence times conditioned to the source state of £ we find the second moments

2\ _ 2 pl0), ., plll), 5 pUDY o
(Tose)) = () + QW@'@O(TM + m@?ﬁ +2 (p(ﬂ)) (Tz2) (B3)

Appendix C: Proof of Eq. (15)

Given the stochastic matrix Eq. (7), the steady state of the transition space vector q* = (q3°, qu)T is such that

q* = Pg®®. It can be easily verified that qf = p(T 1)/ (| 4) +p{]1) and af = p(L [ D)/ (1) +p{ | D),
from which we obtain the direct relation between the rectifying efficiency € and g*:

_ (D) —pU D)
p(t )+ | 1)

e=q*(1) —q*(}) (1)

Since the factor entering Eq. (5) can be expressed as

1

2
Ty “

Co —

by using Eq. (14) we obtain that

i L (pt D +pU DY L (A
ol + e = 5 (SRS = 7 (55 )

where we also used p(¢|¢') = 1 — p(¢|¢') and Eq. (8). Plugging the expression above into Eq. (5), we finally obtain
Eq. (15).




