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1School of Mathematical Sciences, University of Nottingham, Nottingham, NG7 2RD, United Kingdom
2Centre for the Mathematics and Theoretical Physics of Quantum Non-Equilibrium Systems,

University of Nottingham, Nottingham, NG7 2RD, UK
3School of Physics and Astronomy, University of Nottingham, Nottingham, NG7 2RD, UK

Thermodynamic uncertainty relations (TURs) are general lower bounds on the size of fluctutations
of dynamical observables. They have important consequences, one being that the precision of
estimation of a current is limited by the amount of entropy production. Here we prove the existence
of general upper bounds on the size of fluctuations of any linear combination of fluxes (including
all time-integrated currents or dynamical activities) for continuous-time Markov chains. We obtain
these general relations by means of concentration bound techniques. These “inverse TURs” are
valid for all times and not only in the long time limit. We illustrate our analytical results with a
simple model, and discuss wider implications of these new relations.

Introduction. Thermodynamic uncertainty relations
(TURs) refer to a class of general lower bounds on the
size of fluctuations in the observables of trajectories of
stochastic systems. TURs were initially postulated as a
bound on the scaled variance of time-averaged currents
in the stationary state of continuous-time Markov chains
[1], and soon after proven (using “level 2.5” large devi-
ation methods [2–4]) to apply to the whole probability
distribution [5]. TURs were subsequently generalised to
various other dynamics and observables, including for fi-
nite times [6, 7], for discrete-time Markov dynamics [8],
for the fluctuations of first-passage times [9, 10] and for
open quantum systems [11–14], among many other ex-
tensions and alternative derivations (see for example [15–
24]). For a review see [25].

The most widely considered form of the TUR is for
the relative uncertainty (variance over mean squared) of
a time-integrated current being larger than (twice) the
inverse of the entropy production. This has immediate
dual consequences for inference and estimation [1, 25]:
increased precision in the estimation of the value of a
current from a stochastic trajectory requires increasing
the dissipation, or alternatively, the value of the entropy
production can be inferred from the fluctuations of one
or more specific currents which might be easier to ac-
cess. Similar uses of the TUR can be formulated using
the dynamical activity [26–28] for the estimation of time-
symmetric observables [9, 25].

Despite their success and generality, a limitation of
TURs is that they only provide lower bounds on the size
of fluctuations: except in the few cases where they are
tight, inference on the observable of interest is hindered
by the absence of a corresponding upper bound. Here
we correct this issue by introducing a class of general up-
per bounds for fluctuations of trajectory observables con-
sisting of linear combination of fluxes (number of jumps
between configurations [2]) of a continuous-time Markov
chain, which includes all currents and activities. For lack
of a better name, we call these “inverse thermodynamic

uncertainty relations”. The inverse TURs are valid for
all times, and like the large deviation formulation of the
TURs, they bound fluctuations at all levels. We prove
these general relations using concentration bound tech-
niques [29–34].

Notation and definitions. Let X := (Xt)t≥0 be a
continuous-time Markov chain taking values in the finite
state space E with generator W =

∑
x 6=y wxy|x〉〈y| −∑

x wxx|x〉〈x|, with x, y ∈ E. If X0 is distributed accord-
ing to some probability measure ν on the state space,
we denote by Pν the law of X and we use Eν for the
corresponding expected value. We assume that X is ir-
reducible with unique invariant measure (i.e. stationary
state) π. We are interested in studying fluctuations of
observables of the trajectory X of the form

A(t) =
∑

x 6=y
axyNxy(t),

where axy are arbitrary real numbers with
∑ |axy| > 0,

and Nxy(t) are the elementary fluxes, that is, the num-
ber of jumps from x to y up to time t in X. For a
time-integrated current the coefficients are antisymmet-
ric, while for counting observables (such as the activity),
they are symmetric.

The fluctuations of A(t) in the long time satisfy the
following theorems [35]:
(i) Strong Law of Large Numbers (holds almost surely)

lim
t→+∞

A(t)

t
= 〈a〉π :=

∑

x 6=y
πxwxyaxy.

(iii) Central Limit Theorem (small deviations; holds in
distribution)

lim
t→+∞

A(t)− t〈a〉π√
t

= N (0, σ2
∞)

where σ2
∞ = limt→+∞ σ2

ν(t)/t and σ2
ν(t) is the variance of

A(t) if ν is the initial distribution (notice, however, that
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the limit does not depend on ν).
(iii) Large Deviation Principle

Pν
(
A(t)

t
= 〈a〉π + ∆a

)
� e−tI(∆a) for every ∆a ∈ R

for some rate function I : R → [0,+∞] which in gen-
eral is hard to determine and admits an explicit analytic
expression only for particular models.

In order to state our main result below we need to
introduce the following quantities. In the stationary
state π, the average of A per unit time is 〈a〉π =∑
x 6=y πxwxyaxy, while its static approximate variance is

〈a2〉π, with 〈a2〉π =
∑
x 6=y πxwxya

2
xy (it is the variance

of the random variable
∑
x 6=y axyÑxy, where we approx-

imate Nxy(t)/t with independent Poisson random vari-

ables Ñxy with intensity πxwxy). The maximum escape
rate is q = maxx wxx, and c = maxx 6=y |axy| the max-
imum amplitude of the coefficients that define the ob-
servable. Since we do not assume that W is reversible,
we denote by ε the spectral gap of the symmetrization
<(W) = (W + W†)/2, where the adjoint is taken with
respect to the inner product induced by the stationary
state π. Finally, the average dynamical activity per unit
of time at stationarity is 〈k〉π :=

∑
x6=y πxwxy.

Main results. We now state our three main results:
(R1) The variance σ2

π(t) of any time-integrated current
or flux observable A(t) in the stationary state has the
general upper bound

σ2
π(t) ≤ t〈a2〉π

(
1 +

2q

ε

)
(1)

Note that this is valid for trajectories of any length t.
(R2) The distribution of A(t)/t after time t starting from
an initial measure ν obeys a concentration bound

Pν
(
A(t)

t
≥ 〈a〉π + ∆a

)
≤ C(ν)e−tĨ(∆a), (2)

where ∆a > 0 is the fluctuation of A away from the
stationary average, and C(ν) := (

∑
x ν

2
x/πx)1/2 accounts

for the difference between ν and the stationary π, with
C(π) = 1. The bounding rate function is given by

Ĩ(∆a) =
∆a2

2
(
〈k〉πc2 + 2q〈a2〉π

ε + 5cq∆a
ε

) (3)

(R3) The rate function for A(t)/t is lower bounded by
Eq. (3) for every ∆a > 0, that is

Ĩ(∆a) ≤ I(∆a). (4)

(R1)-(R3) are extended straightforwardly to ∆a < 0 by
considering the observable −A(t).

Inverse TURs and bounds on precision. The most
direct use of TURs is in bounding the precision for esti-
mating a current from its time-average over a trajectory
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FIG. 1. Upper bound on current fluctuations. The full
(black) curve shows the exact rate function I(A/t) for the
current defined by a12 = 0.9, a13 = −0.9, a14 = −0.9, a23 =
0.9, a24 = −0.9, a34 = 0.9. The rate function is upper
bounded by the TURs: the dotted (blue) curve is the stan-
dard TUR using the entropy production, while the dot-dashed
(pink) is the TUR with the dynamical activity. The dashed
(red) curve is the inverse TUR: it lowers bound the rate func-
tion, which corresponds to an upper bound to fluctuations of
the current at all orders. Inset: sketch of the 4-state model.

in a non-equilibrium stationary state (NESS) π. We de-
fine the relative error εA of observable A as the ratio
between the variance of A and its average squared mul-
tiplied by t

ε2A = t
σ2
π(t)

〈A〉2π
=
σ2
π(t)

t〈a〉2π
. (5)

From the standard application of the TUR together with
the “inverse TUR” Eq. (1) we can bound the relative
error from below and above

2

Σπ
≤ ε2A ≤

〈a2〉π
〈a〉2π

(
1 +

2q

ε

)
(6)

where Σπ =
∑
x 6=y πxwxy log(πxwxy/πywyx) is the av-

erage entropy production rate in the NESS. The lower
bound is the known statement that a smaller error re-
quires larger dissipation. The upper bound states that
the error is controlled by the static uncertainty and by the
ratio between the largest and smallest relaxation rates in
the dynamics. Note that 2q/ε ≥ 1 (see [36, Lemma 1]).

As an illustration of Eqs. (4) and (6) we consider the
fluctuations of currents in the 4-state model of Ref. [5].
The network of elementary transitions is shown in the
inset of Fig. 1. The rates are as in Ref. [5], w12 = 3,
w13 = 10, w14 = 9, w21 = 10, w23 = 1, w24 = 2, w31 = 6,
w32 = 4, w34 = 1, w41 = 7, w42 = 9 and w43 = 5.
A current is defined by the values of the six coefficients
ax>y = −ax<y which we take in the range axy ∈ [−1, 1].
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TUR

FIG. 2. Lower and upper bounds on the estimation error. (a) Relative error ε2A for estimating a current A from a
trajectory of length t = 10−2 in the NESS of the model of Fig. 1. We show results for 206 different currents A ∈ T. The full
(black) curve is the exact error. The standard TUR, dotted (blue) line, and the activity TUR, dot-dashed (pink) line, provide
lower bounds to the error which are independent of A. The inverse TUR, dashed (red) curve, gives an upper bound to the error
which varies with A. (b-d) Same for times t = 1, 102,∞, respectively. The data in all panels is ranked according to decreasing
values of the error at t = ∞. For comparison, the A corresponding to entropy production is shown according to the same
ranking: TUR bound (green circle), exact (white triangle), TUR (blue cross), activity TUR (yellow square).

To perform the analysis, we construct a mesh across the
space of current observables T = [−1, 1]6. We discretise
with a grid spacing of 10−1. Each point on this six-
dimensional mesh corresponds to a different current, and
in this way we get a reasonable representation of T.

Figure 1 shows the bounds for the long-time limit rate
function I(A/t) for one such current A ∈ T. The full
(black) curve is the exact rate function. It is calculated
from the “tilted” generator Wu =

∑
x 6=y e

uaxywxy|x〉〈y|−∑
x wxx|x〉〈x| as follows [35]: (i) the moment generat-

ing function (MGF) of A is Zπ,t(u) := Eπ[euA(t)] =
〈π|etWu |−〉, where |−〉 =

∑
x |x〉 is the “flat state”; (ii) at

long times Zπ,t(u) � etΛ(u), where the scaled cumulant
generating function (SCGF) Λ(u) is the largest eigen-
value of Wu; (iii) the rate function is obtained via a Leg-
endre transform, I(a) = supu[ua− Λ(u)].

The dotted (blue) curve in Fig. 1 is the usual TUR
using the entropy production [5]. The dot-dashed (pink)
curve is the alternative TUR which instead of Σπ uses
the average dynamical activity, 〈k〉π =

∑
x 6=y πxwxy [9,

37]. Both these curves are above the true rate function,
thus providing the usual lower bounds on the size of the
fluctuations of A. The dashed (red) curve is Eq. (4) and
lies below the rate function: this inverse TUR is an upper
bound on the size of fluctuations of A at all orders.

Figure 2 shows the bounds (6) on the precision error
(5), for all currents in the grid that scans T, both at
finite and infinite t. The full (black) curves are the exact
error ε2A, where the first two moments of A are obtained
from the first and second derivatives of the MGF Zπ,t(u)
evaluated at u = 0. The errors for all the currents are
plotted with rank ordered by their value at t = ∞, so
that in Fig. 2(d) they are monotonically decreasing. The

dotted (blue) lines are the lower bounds from the TUR
at either finite [6] or infinite [1] times. The dot-dashed
(pink) lines are the activity TUR, where in the l.h.s. of
Eq. (6) Σπ is replaced by 2〈k〉π. As the TURs do not
depend on the details of the current that they bound,
these curves appear constant in Fig. 2.

Figure 2 also shows the inverse TUR from the r.h.s. of
Eq. (6) as full (red) curves. This gives an upper bound
to the error. As the inverse TUR contains information
about the specific current through its static average and
second moment, the bound tracks the change in shape
of the exact error. Furthermore, in many instances the
ratio of the relative value of the upper bound to the error
is smaller than that of the error to the lower bound (note
the log scale in the plots).

Derivation of results. We now give the main steps for
the proofs of results R1-R3. For details see [36].

Result R3 follows easily from R2: indeed from the def-
inition of large deviation principle and Eq. (2) is easy to
see that

inf
∆a′>∆a

I(∆a′) ≥ liminf
t→+∞

− 1

t
logPν

(
A(t)

t
≥ 〈a〉π + ∆a

)

≥ Ĩ(∆a). (7)

The inequality holds for ∆a′ ≥ ∆a due to the continuity
of Ĩ and inf∆a′≥∆a I(∆a′) = I(∆a) because it is non-
decreasing for ∆a ≥ 0.

To obtain R1 and R2, the first step is upper bounding
the moment generating function of A(t): we show that
for every u ≥ 0 the following holds true

Zν,t(u) ≤ C(ν)etΛ̃(u), (8)
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where

Λ̃(u) =
∑

x 6=y
πxwxy(euaxy − 1)

+
q〈a2〉πu2

ε
(
1− 5qcu

ε

) (9)

if 0 ≤ u < ε
5qc and +∞ otherwise. The bound (8) con-

sists of two parts: the first summation is the SCGF of∑
x 6=y axyÑxy, where Ñxy are independent Poisson ran-

dom variables with rates πxwxy; the second term takes
care of the correlations between the jumps of the Markov
chain. Equations (8) and (9) imply that for non-negative
u ∈ R

log(Zπ,t(u)) = 〈a〉πtu+
1

2
σ2
π(t)u2 + o(u2)

≤ 〈a〉πtu+
1

2
t〈a2〉π

(
1 +

2q

ε

)
u2 + o(u2) = Λ̃(u), (10)

and R1 follows easily. In order to show R2, first we up-

per bound Λ̃ with a different function ˜̃Λ using the fact
that

∑
x6=y axyÑxy ≤ c

∑
x 6=y Ñxy and that

∑
x 6=y Ñxy is

distributed as a Poisson random variable with intensity
given by the average dynamical activity rate 〈k〉π. Ap-
plying Chernoff’s method ([38, Section 2.2]), we get that

Pν
(
A(t)

t
≥ 〈a〉π + ∆a

)

≤ C(ν)e−t supu≥0[u(〈a〉π+∆a)− ˜̃Λ(u)] (11)

and to obtain R2 we prove ([36]) that Ĩ in (3) is domi-

nated by the Fenchel-Legendre transform of ˜̃Λ, that is

Ĩ(∆a) ≤ sup
u≥0

[(〈a〉π + ∆a)u− ˜̃Λ(u)] (12)

The technical part consists in proving Eq. (8) see [36]
for details. As we already mentioned, a simple calculation
shows that

Zν,t(u) = 〈ν| etWu |−〉 , u ∈ R (13)

for the “tilted” generator Wu =
∑
x 6=y(euaxy −

1)wxy|x〉〈y| + W, which is an analytic perturbation of
W. We consider the action of Wu on the inner product
space of complex functions defined on the state space E
endowed with the inner product

〈h, f〉π =
∑

x

πxh̄xfx.

Applying Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, we obtain that

Zν,t(u) ≤ C(ν)‖etWu‖,

where the norm of etWu is the one as an operator act-
ing on the inner product space we just defined. Lumer-
Phillips Theorem ([39, Corollary 3.20, Proposition 3.23])

implies that ‖etWu‖ ≤ etλ(u) ≤ et|λ(u)| where λ(u) :=
max{z : z ∈ Sp(<(Wu))}. What is left to do is to upper
bound |λ(u)|: for values of u small enough, perturbation
theory allows us to express λ(u) as

λ(u) =
∑

x 6=y
πxwxy(euaxy − 1) +

+∞∑

k=2

ukλ(k) (14)

From the explicit expression of λ(k)’s we can show that

|λ(k)| ≤ q〈a2〉π
ε

(
5qc

ε

)k−2

(15)

Taking u such that the geometric series converges, one
gets Eq. (8).

Outlook. Here we have proved a general class of upper
bounds on the size of fluctuations of time-integrated cur-
rents and other flux observables of trajectories. These
bounds complement the lower bounds provided by the
much studied thermodynamic uncertainty relations, and
therefore we have tentatively called our results inverse
TURs. Our bounds, results R1-R3 above, apply to fluc-
tuations at all orders and at all times. As for TURs,
the more direct use is in bounding estimation errors, see
Fig. 2 for an example. We note that in contrast to the
standard TUR, our bounds do depend on details of the
current of interest, and in many cases they provide a
much better estimate to the size of the error than the
TUR. Having upper and lower bounds is important as
they limit the range of values for fluctuations.

There are many possible extensions and refinements of
our results here. We have focused on continuous-time
Markov chains, but analogous bounds should be obtain-
able for discrete time dynamics. Our bounds have as an
input the spectral gap of the generator, which is not easy
to obtain in systems with too large state spaces. How-
ever, the gap can be estimated from time correlations
[40, 41], which could allow to extend these results to
many-body systems. Further approximations may also
allow to formulate the inverse TURs in terms of oper-
ationally accessible quantities. We also note that the
classical results here will have a corresponding generali-
sation for open quantum dynamics by exploiting gener-
alisations of concentration bounds to the quantum case,
see e.g. [34]. We hope to report on such extensions in
future publications.

Acknowledgements.- This work was supported by
the EPSRC grant EP/T022140/1.

[1] A. C. Barato and U. Seifert, Thermodynamic uncertainty
relation for biomolecular processes, Phys. Rev. Lett. 114,
158101 (2015).

[2] C. Maes and K. Netocny, Canonical structure of dynam-
ical fluctuations in mesoscopic nonequilibrium steady
states, Europhys. Lett. 82, 30003 (2008).



5

[3] L. Bertini, A. Faggionato, and D. Gabrielli, From level
2.5 to level 2 large deviations for continuous time markov
chains, arXiv:1212.6908.

[4] L. Bertini, A. Faggionato, and D. Gabrielli, Flows, cur-
rents, and cycles for markov chains: Large deviation
asymptotics, Stoc. Proc. Appl. 125, 2786 (2015).

[5] T. R. Gingrich, J. M. Horowitz, N. Perunov, and J. Eng-
land, Dissipation bounds all steady-state current fluctu-
ations, Phys. Rev. Lett. 116, 120601 (2016).

[6] P. Pietzonka, F. Ritort, and U. Seifert, Finite-time gen-
eralization of the thermodynamic uncertainty relation,
Phys. Rev. E 96, 012101 (2017).

[7] J. M. Horowitz and T. R. Gingrich, Proof of the finite-
time thermodynamic uncertainty relation for steady-
state currents, Physical Review E 96, 020103 (2017).

[8] K. Proesmans and C. V. den Broeck, Discrete-time ther-
modynamic uncertainty relation, EPL 119, 20001 (2017).

[9] J. P. Garrahan, Simple bounds on fluctuations and un-
certainty relations for first-passage times of counting ob-
servables, Phys. Rev. E 95, 032134 (2017).

[10] T. R. Gingrich and J. M. Horowitz, Fundamental bounds
on first passage time fluctuations for currents, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 119, 170601 (2017).

[11] K. Brandner, T. Hanazato, and K. Saito, Thermody-
namic bounds on precision in ballistic multiterminal
transport, Phys. Rev. Lett. 120, 090601 (2018).

[12] F. Carollo, R. L. Jack, and J. P. Garrahan, Unraveling
the large deviation statistics of markovian open quantum
systems, Phys. Rev. Lett. 122, 130605 (2019).

[13] G. Guarnieri, G. T. Landi, S. R. Clark, and J. Goold,
Thermodynamics of precision in quantum nonequilib-
rium steady states, Phys. Rev. Research 1, 033021
(2019).

[14] Y. Hasegawa, Quantum thermodynamic uncertainty re-
lation for continuous measurement, Phys. Rev. Lett. 125,
050601 (2020).

[15] M. Polettini, A. Lazarescu, and M. Esposito, Tight-
ening the uncertainty principle for the currents,
arXiv:1605.09692.

[16] A. Dechant and S.-i. Sasa, Entropic bounds on currents in
langevin systems, Physical Review E 97, 062101 (2018).

[17] A. C. Barato, R. Chetrite, A. Faggionato, and
D. Gabrielli, Bounds on current fluctuations in period-
ically driven systems, New Journal of Physics 20, 103023
(2018).

[18] C. Nardini and H. Touchette, Process interpretation of
current entropic bounds, The European Physical Journal
B 91, 1 (2018).

[19] H.-M. Chun, L. P. Fischer, and U. Seifert, Effect of a
magnetic field on the thermodynamic uncertainty rela-
tion, Physical Review E 99, 042128 (2019).

[20] T. Koyuk and U. Seifert, Operationally accessible bounds
on fluctuations and entropy production in periodically
driven systems, Physical review letters 122, 230601
(2019).

[21] T. Koyuk and U. Seifert, Thermodynamic uncertainty re-
lation for time-dependent driving, Physical Review Let-

ters 125, 260604 (2020).
[22] L. P. Fischer, H.-M. Chun, and U. Seifert, Free diffusion

bounds the precision of currents in underdamped dynam-
ics, Physical Review E 102, 012120 (2020).

[23] A. Dechant and S.-i. Sasa, Fluctuation–response in-
equality out of equilibrium, Proceedings of the National
Academy of Sciences 117, 6430 (2020).

[24] K. Liu, Z. Gong, and M. Ueda, Thermodynamic uncer-
tainty relation for arbitrary initial states, Physical Re-
view Letters 125, 140602 (2020).

[25] J. M. Horowitz and T. R. Gingrich, Thermodynamic
uncertainty relations constrain non-equilibrium fluctua-
tions, Nature Physics 16, 15 (2020).

[26] J. P. Garrahan, R. L. Jack, V. Lecomte, E. Pitard, K. van
Duijvendijk, and F. van Wijland, Dynamical First-Order
Phase Transition in Kinetically Constrained Models of
Glasses, Phys. Rev. Lett. 98, 195702 (2007).

[27] V. Lecomte, C. Appert-Rolland, and F. van Wijland,
Thermodynamic formalism for systems with Markov dy-
namics, J. Stat. Phys. 127, 51 (2007).

[28] C. Maes, Frenesy: Time-symmetric dynamical activity in
nonequilibria, Phys. Rep. 850, 1 (2020).

[29] P. Lezaud, Chernoff-type bound for finite Markov chains,
Ann. Appl. Probab. 8, 849 (1998).

[30] P. W. Glynn and D. Ormoneit, Hoeffding’s inequality for
uniformly ergodic markov chains, Stat. Prob. Lett. 56,
143 (2002).

[31] B. Jiang, Q. Sun, and J. Fan, Bernstein’s inequality for
general markov chains (2018).

[32] J. Fan, B. Jiang, and Q. Sun, Hoeffding’s inequality for
general markov chains and its applications to statistical
learning, J. Mach. Learn. Res. 22, 1 (2021).

[33] T. Benoist, L. Hänggli, and C. Rouzé, Deviation bounds
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UPPER BOUND ON THE LAPLACE TRANSFORM OF A(t)

Recall that the the tilted generator is defined as

Wu =
∑

x 6=y
(euaxy − 1)wxy |x〉 〈y|+ W

Using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we can write

Zν,t(u) =
〈ν
π
, etWu−

〉
π
≤
∥∥∥ν
π

∥∥∥
π
‖etWu‖, ‖etWu‖ := sup

‖f‖π=1

‖etWuf‖π.

Using Lumer-Phillips theorem ([1, Corollary 3.20, Proposition 3.23]), we can further upper bound

‖etWu‖2 ≤ etλ(u) ≤ et|λ(u)|

where λ(u) := max{z : z ∈ Sp(<(Wu))}.

In order to upper bound |λ(u)|, first we find an alternative expression for small u’s using perturbation theory. Since
W is irreducible, so is <(W) and Perron-Frobenius theory implies that λ(0) = 0 is an algebraically simple eigenvalue.
Moreover, if we introduce the notation Jxy = wxy |x〉 〈y|, we can write

<(Wu) = <(W) +
∑

k≥1

uk

k!
B(k), B(k) :=

∑

x6=y
akxy<(Jxy).

Being <(Wu) an analytic perturbation of <(W), perturbation theory (see [2, Section 2] and references therein for
details) ensures that if we can find α, β > 0 such that ‖B(k)‖ ≤ αβk−1 for k ≥ 1, then for |u| ≤ (2αε−1 + β)−1 (ε is
the spectral gap of <(W)) we can write

λ(u) =
∑

k≥1
ukλ(k) (1)

with

λ(k) =

k∑

p=1

(−1)p

p

∑

ν1+···+νp=k, νi≥1
µ1+···+µp=p−1, µj≥0

1

ν1! · · · νp!
tr(B(ν1)S(µ1) · · ·B(νp)S(µp))

︸ ︷︷ ︸
=:λ

(k)
p

, (2)

where S(0) = − |−〉 〈−| and S(µ) = (<(W) + |−〉 〈−|)−µ − |−〉 〈−|. Notice that ‖S(µ)‖2 ≤ ε−µ.
The following lemma provides the estimates required for bounding the convergence radius and the coefficients of

the series in equation (1). We recall the following quantities:

q := max
x∈E

wxx, 〈a2〉π :=
∑

x 6=y
πxwxya

2
xy, c := max

x 6=y
|axy|.
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Lemma 1. The following estimates hold true for k ≥ 1:

1. ‖B(k)‖ ≤ qck,

2. ‖B(k)(1)‖π ≤ 〈a2〉1/2π q1/2ck−1,

3. 2q/ε ≥ 1.

Proof. Notice that


∑

x 6=y
akxyJxy



†

=
∑

x 6=y

πy
πx
wyxa

k
yx |x〉 〈y| .

Since B(k) =
∑
x 6=y a

k
xy<(Jxy), we have that

‖B(k)‖ ≤

∥∥∥∥∥∥
∑

x 6=y
akxyJxy

∥∥∥∥∥∥
=

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥


∑

x6=y
akxyJxy



†∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

and

‖B(k) |−〉 ‖π ≤ max





∥∥∥∥∥∥
∑

x 6=y
akxyJxy |−〉

∥∥∥∥∥∥
π

,

∥∥∥∥∥∥
∑

x 6=y
akxyJ†xy |−〉

∥∥∥∥∥∥
π



 .

1. Let f : E → R be a function. Then

∥∥∥∥∥∥
∑

x 6=y
akxyJxy(f)

∥∥∥∥∥∥

2

π

=
∑

x∈E
πx


 ∑

y: y 6=x
wxya

k
xyfy




2

≤
∑

x 6=y
πxwxxwxya

2k
xyf

2
y

≤ qc2k
∑

x 6=y
πxwxyf

2
y = qc2k

∑

y∈E
πywyyf

2
y ≤ q2c2k‖f‖2π.

In the first inequality we applied Jensen’s inequality, while in the last equality we made use of the fact that π is
invariant for W.

2. With analogous tricks, one obtains the following:

∥∥∥∥∥∥
∑

x 6=y
akxyJxy |−〉

∥∥∥∥∥∥

2

π

=
∑

x∈E
πx


 ∑

y: y 6=x
wxya

k
xy




2

≤
∑

x 6=y
πxwxxwxya

2k
xy

≤ qc2(k−1)〈a2〉π

and

∥∥∥∥∥∥
∑

x 6=y
akxyJ†xy |−〉

∥∥∥∥∥∥

2

2

=
∑

x∈E
πx


 ∑

y: y 6=x

πy
πx
wyxa

k
yx




2

≤
∑

x 6=y
πywxxwyxa

2k
yx

≤ qc2(k−1)〈a2〉π.

3. For notation convenience, let us identify E with the ordered set {1, . . . , |E|}. Let us consider the diagonalization
of <(W) = U∗ΛU, where U is the matrix having as rows the coordinates of a orthonormal basis of eigenvectors (we
can pick U having real entries) and Λ is the diagonal matrix of real eigenvalues λ1 = 0 ≥ λ2 = −ε ≥ · · · ≥ λ|E|
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in decreasing order. Notice that <(W)xx = −wxx and u1x =
√
πx for every x ∈ E (|−〉 the unique eigenvector

corresponding to the eigenvalue 0 and u1x = 〈δx/
√
πx,−〉π =

√
πx). Therefore we have

−wxx = <(W)xx = (U∗ΛU)xx =

|E|∑

y=1

λyu
2
yx ≤ λ2

∑

y 6=1

u2yx = λ2(1− πx),

hence

q

ε
≥ 1−min

x
πx ≥ 1− 1

|E| ≥
1

2
.

We now return to the series (1) and (2) and focus on p = 1:

λ
(k)
1 =

1

k!

〈
−,
∑

x 6=y
akxyJxy |−〉

〉

π

=
1

k!

∑

x 6=y
πxwxya

k
xy,

hence

∑

k≥1
ukλ(k)p =

∑

x 6=y
πxwxy(euaxy − 1).

Let us consider k ≥ 2 and p ≥ 2, then

∣∣∣∣
tr(B(ν1)S(µ1) · · ·B(νp)S(µp))

ν1! · · · νp!

∣∣∣∣ ≤
〈a2〉π
c

(
2q

ε

)p−1 ( c
2

)k−1

≤ q〈a2〉π
ε

(qc
ε

)k−2
.

Above we used that at least one of the µi’s is equalt to 0, so that the product under the trace contains a factor
S(0) = −|−〉〈−| and applied the bounds in Lemma 1. We further used the fact that ν1! · · · νp! ≥ 2k−p. One can show
([2, Section 3]) that for k ≥ 3,

k∑

p=1

∑

ν1+···+νp=k, νi≥1
µ1+···+µp=p−1, µj≥0

1

p
≤ 5k−2 (3)

and we obtain that for k ≥ 2

∣∣∣∣∣
k∑

p=2

λ(k)p

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤
q〈a2〉π
ε

(
5qc

ε

)k−2

Therefore for every u ≥ 0 such that the R.H.S. of the following inequality is finite, we have

|λ(u)| ≤
∑

x 6=y
πxwxy(euaxy − 1) +

q〈a2〉πu2
ε

∑

k≥0

(
5qcu

ε

)k

=
∑

x 6=y
πxwxy(euaxy − 1) +

q〈a2〉πu2
ε

(
1− 5qc

ε

)−1

Notice that the upper bound of |λ(u)| diverges before u exits from the convergence radius of the expression in (1):
indeed,

1

5cq/ε
≤ 1

c(2q/ε+ 1)
⇔ 5q

ε
≥ 2q

ε
+ 1⇔ 2q

ε
≥ 2

3
.
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In conclusion, we showed that for every u ≥ 0 for which the R.H.S. is finite, we have

Eν [euA(t)] ≤
∥∥∥ν
π

∥∥∥
π

exp


t


∑

x 6=y
πxwxy(euaxy − 1) +

q〈a2〉πu2
ε

(
1− 5cqu

ε

)−1



 .

We can extend the bound to every non-negative u putting the R.H.S. equal to +∞ after it blows up. For getting a
bound also for negative u, we can repeat the same reasoning for Ã(t) := −A(t) and we arrive to the expression:

Eν [euA(t)] ≤
∥∥∥ν
π

∥∥∥
π

exp


t


∑

x 6=y
πxwxy(euaxy − 1) +

q〈a2〉πu2
ε

(
1− 5cq|u|

ε

)−1





for every u ∈ R (again we extend the R.H.S. beyond the blow up putting it equal to +∞).

CONCENTRATION BOUND

With a further elementary estimate for the moment generating function, we derive an explicit concentration bound.
Notice that, using that πxwxy ≥ 0, u > 0 and c = maxx6=y |axy|, one of the terms appearing in the upper bound can
be upper bounded in the following way:

∑

x 6=y
πxwxy(euaxy − uaxy − 1) =

∑

x6=y
πxwxy

∑

k≥2

(uaxy)k

k!
≤
∑

x 6=y
πxwxy

∑

k≥2

(uc)k

k!

=


∑

x 6=y
πxwxy




︸ ︷︷ ︸
=〈k〉π

(ecu − cu− 1)

Hence for every u ≥ 0 we can write

Eν [eu(A(t)−t〈a〉π )] ≤
∥∥∥ν
π

∥∥∥
π

exp

(
t

(
〈k〉π(ecu − cu− 1) +

q〈a2〉πu2
ε

(
1− 5cqu

ε

)−1))
.

Using Chernoff’s bound, we obtain that for every γ > 0

Pν
(
A(t)

t
≥ 〈a〉π + γ

)
≤
∥∥∥ν
π

∥∥∥
π

exp


−t sup

u∈R
{γu− h1(u)− h2(u)}

︸ ︷︷ ︸
=:(h1+h2)∗(γ)


 ,

where

h1(u) :=

{
0 u < 0

〈k〉π(ecu − cu− 1) u ≥ 0

and

h2(u) =





0 if u < 0
q〈a2〉πu2

ε

(
1− 5qcu

ε

)−1
if 0 ≤ u < ε

5cq

+∞ o.w.

In order to simplify notation, we derive the result for the general function

h2(u) =





0 if u < 0
u2

ζ−ξu if 0 ≤ u < ζ/ξ

+∞ o.w.
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for ζ, ξ > 0. It is easy to see that

h∗1(γ) =

{
+∞ if γ < 0

〈k〉πg1
(

γ
〈k〉πc

)
o.w.

, h∗2(γ) =

{
+∞ if γ < 0
ζγ2

2 g2 (ξγ) o.w.
,

where g1(γ) = (1 + γ) log(1 + γ) − γ ≥ γ2/2(1 + γ/3) and g2(γ) = (1 + γ/2 +
√
γ + 1)−1 ≥ (2 + γ)−1. We can use

Moreau-Rockafellar formula ([3, Theorem 16.4]) to obtain

(h1 + h2)∗(γ) = inf{h∗1(γ1) + h∗2(γ2) : γ1 + γ2 = γ, γ1, γ2 ∈ R}

≥ inf

{
γ21

2
(
〈k〉πc2 + cγ1

3

) +
ζγ22

2(2 + ξγ2)
: γ1 + γ2 = γ, γ1, γ2 ≥ 0

}

.

We can use the fact that γ21/a+ γ22/d ≥ (γ1 + γ2)2/(a+ d) for non-negative γ1, γ2 and positive a, d to obtain

(h1 + h2)∗(γ) ≥ inf





γ2

2
(
〈k〉πc2 + cγ1

3 + 2
ζ + ξ

ζ γ2

) : γ1 + γ2 = γ, γ1, γ2 ≥ 0





=
γ2

2
(
〈k〉πc2 + 2

ζ + max
{
c
3 ,

ξ
ζ

}
γ
)

Hence we obtain the following:

Pν
(
A(t)

t
≥ 〈a〉π + γ

)
≤
∥∥∥ν
π

∥∥∥
2

exp


−t γ2

2
(
〈k〉πc2 + 2c〈a2〉π

ε + 5cqu
ε

)


 .

FINITE TIME AND ASYMPTOTIC VARIANCE

For the computations of the bounds on the variance for the generalised currents we derive an expression for the finite
and asymptotic time variance for a given current. Applying the equation for the derivative of a matrix exponential
to etWu :

detWu

du
=

∫ t

0

e(t−s)WuW′uesWuds.

We obtain the first moment of A(t):

Z ′π,t(0) = t 〈π|W′0 |−〉 = t〈a〉π

The second moment can be broken into three parts by applying Leibniz rule when taking the second derivative. The
first part comes from the W′u in the product:

Z
′′(1)
π,t (0) =

∫ t

0

〈π| e(t−s)WW′′0esW |−〉 ds = t〈a2〉π.

The remaining two terms from the e(t−s)Wu and the esWu are in fact equal, giving:

Z
′′(2)
π,t (0) =

∫ t

0

∫ t−s

0

〈π|W′0erWW′0 |−〉 drds.

We write W′0 |−〉 = 〈a〉π |−〉+(W′0 |−〉−〈a〉π |−〉) (recall that 〈π,W′0−〉 = 〈a〉π) and break the integral into two parts,
the first of which:

〈a〉π
∫ t

0

∫ t−s

0

〈π|W′0erW |−〉 drds =
t2

2
〈a〉2π.
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The second part gives:

∫ t

0

∫ t−s

0

〈π|W′0erW |f〉 drds = 〈π|W′0((etW − I)(W−1)2 − tW−1) |−〉 ,

where |f〉 = W′0 |−〉 − 〈a〉π |−〉 and W−1 is the pseudoinverse (W + |−〉 〈π|)−1 − |−〉 〈π|. Combining all parts gives:

Z ′′π,t(0) = Z
′′(1)
π,t + 2Z

′′(2)
π,t = t〈a2〉π + t2〈a〉2π + 2 〈π|W′0((etW − I)(W−1)2 − tW−1) |−〉 .

Therefore we can write σ2
π(t) as

σ2
π(t) = Z ′′π,t(0)− (Z ′π,t(0))2 = t〈a2〉π + 2 〈π|W′0((etW − I)(W−1)2 − tW−1)W′0 |−〉 (4)

The asymptotic variance is then obtained by taking the limit:

σ2
∞ = lim

t→∞
σ2
π(t)

t
= 〈a2〉π − 2 〈π|W′0W−1W′0 |−〉 ,

Which agrees with that obtained from the Central Limit Theorem. We can also recover the static approximate
variance by taking the zero time limit:

lim
t→0

σ2
π(t)

t
= 〈a2〉π
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