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Fluctuation-dissipation relations elucidate the response of near-equilibrium systems to environ-
mental changes, with recent advances extending response theory to non-equilibrium steady states.
However, a general response theory for systems evolving far from steady states has remained elu-
sive. Using information geometry of stochastic trajectory probabilities, we derive universal ther-
modynamic bounds on both linear and nonlinear responses of Markov systems to environmental
changes, applicable across all non-equilibrium regimes. This theory establishes a new paradigm in
non-equilibrium statistical mechanics, offering a unified perspective on the responsiveness of non-
stationary systems to external control and environmental changes. Applicable to systems ranging
from biological sensory processes to engineered responsive materials, our framework paves the way
for understanding and designing complex responsiveness in far-from-equilibrium stochastic systems.

Introduction.—Beyond thermal equilibrium, biological
and chemical systems demonstrate complex responsive-
ness to the changes of its surroundings. Unraveling the
principles governing the sensitivity and robustness of sys-
tems toward external perturbations is crucial for under-
standing and designing life-like behaviors in complex sys-
tems. While the linear response theory near equilibrium
[1, 2] captures the response of systems toward perturba-
tions near thermal equilibrium. In the past few decades,
there have been attempts to extend the linear response
theory beyond thermal equilibrium, including violation
of fluctuation-dissipation relation [3, 4], results obtained
under Gaussian approximation [5], generalization of Ein-
stein relation [6], and many other works [7–11] Yet, there
is still a gap between exact formal response theories and
the tangible dynamical properties of systems. Recently,
two groups have made prominent results in deriving in-
tuitive bounds on the non-equilibrium responsiveness of
stochastic systems[12–14]. However, these recent intu-
itive results are only applicable to systems restricted to
the non-equilibrium steady states (NESS), which can not
capture a system’s transient response beyond stationary.
Today, a general framework for understanding the re-
sponsiveness of systems far from NESS remains elusive.

In this work, we present a set of universal response
relations, Eqs. (6) to (8) and (10) for both linear and
nonlinear responses of non-equilibrium systems. Here
linear response refers to the response toward infinitesi-
mally small changes of its surroundings, whereas non-
linear response refers to system’s response toward large-
amplitude stimuli. In both cases, our theory is applica-
ble to systems that evolves arbitrarily far from NESS.
Moreover, this theory explicitly relates a system’s re-
sponsiveness to its kinetic properties, providing direct
insight into how dynamical characteristics governs the
sensitivity to environmental conditions. This universal
theory has the potential to transform our understand-
ing of complex responsiveness of non-equilibrium systems
and pave the way for the design of rich response fea-
tures, such as sensitivity[15–17], adaptation [18–20], and

robustness[21–25], into far-from-equilibrium systems.
The key of the new theory is the construction of in-

formation geometry [26–29] in the space of Markovian
trajectory probability distributions. Our approach differs
from previous information-geometry thermodynamic the-
ories [28, 29] by focusing on trajectory probabilities[30]
instead of state probabilities. This novel perspective en-
ables the theory to describe systems evolving far from
steady states, significantly expanding the scope of re-
sponse theory to non-equilibrium and non-stationary re-
laxation processes.

FIG. 1. (a) Markov system illustrated by a graph, where the
transition of each directed edge (e.g., e+) jumps from the head
vertex h(e+) to the tail t(e+). (b) System’s response to an
external change is quantified by comparing the dynamics of
the original system R with the changed system R′. The tran-
sient response is captured by ∆⟨Q(τ)⟩ = |⟨Q[Xτ ]⟩′−⟨Q[Xτ ]⟩|,
where Q(τ) represents a time-dependent observable. As
τ → ∞, both systems approach their respective NESS, and
the response converges to ∆⟨Q⟩NESS.

Setup.—Consider a Markov process described by a
graph G = ({vv}, {ee}) with Nv vertices {vv} and Ne

undirected edges {ee}. One can assign each edge ee a
forward and a reverse direction, with their correspond-
ing transition probability rates denoted by (Re+, Re−).
These rates can be alternatively denoted by the two ver-
tices of the edge – the transition rate from v′ to v is
Re+ = Rvv′ , and equivalently Re− = Rv′v). Here we call
the v′ the head of the forward edge: h(e+) = v′ and v the
tail of the forward edge t(e+) = v, as shown in Fig. 1b.
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The dynamics of the Markov system are represented by
the master equation

dp(t)

dt
= R · p(t), (1)

where p(t) = (p1(t), · · · , pNv(t))
T is the column vector of

probability distributions on vertices at time t and R =
{Rvv′}Nv×Nv is the rate matrix with diagonal elements
Rvv = −

∑
v′,v′ ̸=v Rv′v.

For a Markov system under the influence of external in-
put or environmental conditions, its transition rates can
be dependent on the control parameters (or environmen-
tal parameters). To generally describe this dependence,
we denote the rate matrix R(ξ) as a function of all ex-
ternal control parameters:

ξ = (ξ1, · · · , ξNp)
T (2)

which is a column vector with Np control parameters.
Examples of environmental parameters ξi include but
are not limited to temperature, pressure, pH, chemical
concentration, electric field, etc. Under this description,
alternation in the control parameter ξ changes the sys-
tem’s probability transition rates R(ξ), which may result
in changes in its dynamics.

To construct a theoretical framework for system’s envi-
ronmental responsiveness, especially if the system evolve
in time rather than maintaining the NESS, we focus on
the system’s probability distribution stochastic trajecto-
ries. The trajectory distribution contains more informa-
tion [30] than the solution of the master equation – state
probability p(t). Here, a trajectory with time length τ
can be denoted by a sequence of n jump events at time
{ti}:

Xτ = ((x0, t0), (x1, t1), · · · , (xn, tn)) , (3)

where xi ∈ {vv}, the initial time is denoted by t0 =
0, and tn ≤ τ is the time when the last jump occurs
before τ . The probability of the trajectory Xτ can be
represented by the following product,P[Xτ ] = P[Xτ |x0] ·
px0

(0) where px0
(0) is the initial state probability and

P[Xτ |x0] is the conditional path probability of Xτ given
the initial state x0. The conditional path probability can
also be represented by [31]

P[Xτ |x0] =

n−1∏
i=0

Rxixi−1

n∏
i=0

e
∫ ti+1
ti

Rxixi
dt, (4)

where tn+1 = τ is the time length of the trajectory.
The central result of this letter is the environmental

responsiveness of Markov systems without the restric-
tion of NESS. Without losing generality, the environ-
mental change can be arbitrary alternations of ξ and
the response can be denoted by the trajectory-averaged
changes of arbitrary observable ⟨Q[Xτ ]⟩. Here the an-
gular brackets denote an average over the ensemble of

trajectories generated from the Markov dynamics R(ξ).
We consider system’s response toward two types of en-
vironmental changes: (1) perturbative change or linear
response, |∂ξp⟨Q(τ)⟩|, which captures the infinitesimal
change of the non-stationary observable caused by the
infinitesimal environmental perturbation, and (2) finite
change or nonlinear response, ∆⟨Q(τ)⟩ = |⟨Q(τ)⟩′ −
⟨Q(τ)⟩|, which quantifies the difference in the system’s
non-stationary outputs between two finitely different en-
vironmental conditions ξ′ and ξ.

Information Geometry.—To build a general theory, we
construct information geometry [26, 27] for the space
of trajectory probabilities, where the Fisher information
metric is chosen as the metric tensor for the parametric
probability distributions.

Given a Markov graph and an initial state distribution
p(0), the rate matrix R(ξ) fully determines the trajec-
tory probability distribution conditioned by the initial
p(0). This correspondence between the rate matrix and
conditional path probability is shown by Fig. 2(a) and
(b). As a result, the manifold MP|p0

of conditional path
probabilities P[Xτ |x0], as shown by Fig. 2(c), can be fully
represented by transition rate matrix R. Since the degree
of freedom for R is 2Ne, the resulting conditional path
probability manifold MP|p0

is 2Ne-dimensional. In other
words, Fig. 2(a) and (c) share the same dimensionality,
and every point on the manifold uniquely specifies an evo-
lution process (i.e., a distribution of trajectories). One
can alternatively represent the conditional path probabil-
ity manifold by embedding it on a hypersphere of radius 2
[27], illustrated by Fig. 2(d). The hypersphere represen-
tation provides a geometric argument for the nonlinear
responsiveness relation.

As mentioned above, the natural and complete choice
of the coordinate system for the 2Ne-dimension manifold
MP|p0

is the set of all transition rates {Re+}∪{Re−}. We
refer to this choice as transition rate coordinates. With
the help of the trajectory KL divergence recently derived
in [30], one immediately obtain the geometric foundation
of this work – the Fisher information metric:

g({Re+}, {Re−}) = diag

{{
Ae+

R2
e+

}
,

{
Ae−

R2
e−

}}
. (5)

where Ae+ =
∫ τ

0
Re+ph(e+)(t)dt denotes the directed ac-

tivity (i.e. time-integrated direct traffic) on the directed
edge e+ [32]. The directed activity is the expectation
value of the number of directed transitions along edge
e+ within the time duration τ [33], which was shown to
play an important role in various thermodynamic rela-
tions by recent studies [11, 34–38]. Notice that the above
metric tensor is globally diagonal, which implies that the
transition rate coordinate system serves as orthogonal
basis everywhere. The metric under other coordinate
systems (e.g., the explicit environmental parameter co-
ordinate system ξ) can be obtained through coordinate
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FIG. 2. Four spaces to represent Markov Processes. (a) The
space of rate matrices, where the original and changed dy-
namics are shown by two points. (b) In the trajectory space,
two probability distributions of trajectories conditioned by
initial distribution p(0) are sketched, and they are generated
by the two Markov dynamics (R or R′). (c) The two distribu-
tions P[Xτ |x0] and P ′[Xτ |x0] are represented by two points
on the manifold MP|p0 . The shortest path between them is
the geodesic L∗. (d) The manifold MP|p0 is isometrically em-
bedded to a hypersphere of radius 2, thus the geodesic length
between two points becomes an arc length L∗ = 2α.

transformations. Taking advantage of the orthogonal-
ity of the transition rate basis, it is straightforward to
define and evaluate various geometric quantities on the
manifold. For example, the line element ds2 in terms of
transition rates is then given by ds2 =

∑
e±

Ae±
R2

e±
dR2

e±.

For an infinitesimal displacement along any axis of the
transition rate coordinates, e.g., Re+, the line element

is simply ds2 = Ae+

R2
e+

dR2
e+. The geodesic between any

two points on the manifold is the path of minimum curve
length, illustrated by L∗ in two representations of the
manifold Fig. 2(c) and (d).

Within the general framework of information geom-
etry, this work describes system’s non-stationary re-
sponses to both perturbative and finite environmental
changes, i.e., (1) linear response beyond stationarity and
(2) nonlinear response relations.

Linear Response Beyond Stationarity.—By applying
the Cramér-Rao inequality [39, 40] to the trajectory
Fisher information metric defined in Eq. (5), we obtain
the first central result of this work: the thermodynamic
bound for the response magnitude of any observable Q
to the perturbation. The result takes two forms. When
considering system’s response to the perturbation of a
single transition rate, the responsiveness relation can be

expressed by:∣∣∣∣∂⟨Q(τ)⟩
∂Re±

∣∣∣∣ ≤ √
Var[Q] ·

√
Ae±

Re±
, (6)

where the only change is applied to a single directed edge
Re+ (or Re−), while all other transition rates remain in-
tact. Here the expectation value of the observable is the
ensemble average over all stochastic trajectories of time-
length τ : ⟨Q(τ)⟩ =

∫
D[Xτ ]P[Xτ ]Q[Xτ ]. Under different

choices of the exact form for Q[Xτ ], the definition can
generally represent either a trajectory observable (time
accumulated quantity) or a transient observable. To re-
alize a transient observable at any time t, one can in-
troduce a delta function peaked at time t into Q[Xτ ].
Formal discussions on different types of transient observ-
ables and their corresponding numerical results can be
found in SI.II. If one chooses Q[Xτ ] as a time accumula-
tion observable, our response relations can provide NESS
response relations.

In general, Eq. (6) implies that the responsiveness of an
observable is bounded by the product between the square
root of observable variance Var[Q] ≡ ⟨Q(τ)2⟩ − ⟨Q(τ)⟩2
and the square root of the scaled dynamical activity of
the perturbed transition rates. Also, in alignment with
intuition, this result indicated that the directed edge with
larger activities may result in a stronger response toward
the perturbation of its rate.

More conveniently, the above response relation can be
formulated in terms of environmental-variable respon-
siveness relation. Through coordinate transformation
into the environmental coordinate ξ in Eq. (2), the re-
sponsiveness bound to any chosen environmental variable
change δξi can be obtained:

∣∣∣∣∂⟨Q⟩
∂ξi

∣∣∣∣ ≤ √
Var[Q] ·

√√√√∑
e±

Ae±

R2
e±

(
∂Re±

∂ξi

)2

, (7)

where ∂Re±
∂ξi

denotes the transition rate’s dependence on
the environmental variable ξi while fixing all other en-
vironmental conditions. An illustrative example of the
application of this relation to illustrate the system’s en-
vironmental responsiveness can be found in the example
at the end of this letter. More formal analysis on the
change of coordinate system to study system’s responses
to dissipative thermodynamic driving forces can also be
found in SI.III.

Nonlinear Responsiveness Relations.—Based on the
geometry of the whole manifold MP|p0

, we can obtain
the second central result, universal responsiveness rela-
tions toward finite environmental condition change ξ to
ξ′. For comparison, the linear-responsiveness relations
only utilizes local geometric property of the manifold.

First, the following geometric non-linear responsive-
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ness relation holds:

arctan
|⟨Q(τ)⟩′ − ⟨Q(τ)⟩|√
Var[Q] +

√
Var′[Q]

≤ L∗(τ)

2
≤ L(τ)

2
, (8)

where the L∗ is the geodesic length between the two path
distributions for the two environmental conditions ξ and
ξ′. Geometrically, the ratio L∗/2 = α is the angle shown
in Fig. 2(d); and the second inequality in Eq. (8) comes
from the fact that the geodesic length L∗ is shorter than
any other curve length L. Here we define a curve length
L by accumulated difference on all the changed rates:

L(τ) =
∫ R′

R

√∑
e±

Ae±

R2
e±

(dRe±)2. (9)

By combining Eqs. (8) and (9) and Jensen’s inequal-
ity [41], one can further obtain an alternative dynamical
nonlinear responsiveness relation that explicitly reveals
the connection between system’s responsiveness and its
dynamical rate changes:

arctan
|⟨Q(τ)⟩′ − ⟨Q(τ)⟩|√
Var[Q] +

√
Var′[Q]

≤
∑
e±

∣∣∣√R′
e±τ −

√
Re±τ

∣∣∣ .
(10)

The geometric and dynamical nonlinear responsiveness
relations, Eqs. (8) and (10), reveal that the difference
between two Markov system dynamics, reflected by an
observable Q[Xτ ], is geometrically bounded by an angle
α (see Fig. 2(d)), and is explicitly bounded by the total
square-root-rate differences of all edges. See derivations
in the SI.IV.

From a geometry perspective, one can consider the
nonlinear response relations, Eqs. (8) and (10), as ex-
tensions of the linear response relation, Eq. (6). The
nonlinear relation reduces to the linear case in the limit
of R′ → R. In this case, the geodesic shrinks to a point
and the geodesic length L∗ reduces to the local Fisher
information metric, Eq. (5), and the linear-response re-
lation Eqs. (6) and (7) is recovered.

Illustrative Application.—Our responsiveness relation
provides a general theoretical tool to study system’s
non-stationary response toward environmental condition
changes. Here we present one application – temperature
responsiveness relation for Markov dynamics. Consider a
system whose rates follow the generalized Arrhenius law

Re± = Cee
−β(Be−Eh(e±))+βwe± = ece+βae± , (11)

where β = 1/kBT is the inverse temperature, Be denotes
energy barrier for edge e, Ce and ce are constants for edge
e, Eh(e±) denotes the energy of the head of the directed
transition edge e±, and we± denotes the non-equilibrium
work applied to assist transition e±. Such generaliza-
tion allows for the description of systems with broken
detailed balance conditions. Here, we use ae± to denote

the generalized activation energy of each transition edge
e±, which characterizes the temperature (β) dependence
of each transition. To describe the system’s dynamical
response toward β-changes, we can choose ξ = β and
then the linear-response relation Eq. (7) becomes∣∣∣∣∂⟨Q⟩

∂β

∣∣∣∣ ≤ √
Var[Q] ·

√∑
e±

Ae±a2e± (12a)

≤
√

Var[Q] ·
∑
e±

Ae± |ae±| , (12b)

where Ae± is the expected number of transitions accu-
mulated on edge e± and the amplitude of ae± character-
izes the the rate’s temperature dependence for edge e±.
The second inequality is obtained by applying Jensen’s
inequality [41]. Here, Eq. (12) provides an intuitive in-
terpretation our responsiveness relation: a system’s tem-
perature responsiveness, measured by observable Q, is
bounded together by the variance of Q and by a weighted
total expected number of transitions events on all edges,
where the weighting factor is the amplitude of the tem-
perature sensitivity of each transition edge. Additional
numerical verification of our responsiveness relations can
be found in SI.II.
Conclusion.—In summary, this work presents a set

of universal responsiveness relations for non-stationary
Markov processes under either infinitesimal or finite-
amplitude perturbations. These relations explicitly re-
veal the connection between any observable’s environ-
mental response, the variance of the measured observable
and the dynamical features of the system. It provide a
powerful tool for understanding and predicting the en-
vironmental responsiveness of complex systems far from
equilibrium, with a wide range of potential applications
in biological sensory processes and synthetic responsive
materials. The illustrative example reveals that the ex-
plicit responsiveness relations presented in this work may
lead to practical design principles to help the design and
optimization of stochastic sensors, biological or synthetic,
with desired time-dependent sensitivity or robustness.
Discussions.—This new geometric framework is inher-

ently different from the previous results [28, 29, 42, 43],
which was developed with the manifold of the probability
distributions of states, Mp. The uniqueness of the new
framework is the construction of information geometry
on the manifold of conditional distribution of trajecto-
ries, MP|p0

. These two manifolds can be connected by
the construction of the complete trajectory probability
distribution manifold, P[Xτ ], which is locally the prod-
uct manifold Mp ×MP|p0

. The metric for the manifold
P[Xτ ] is the product metric gp ⊕ gP|p0

. It is noteworthy
that, in our analysis for trajectory probability manifolds,
one does not need to include the trajectory length τ as a
parameter. It is because the rates ({Re+} ∪ {Re−}) and
the time length τ are dependent on each other under an
equivalence relation shown in the recent work [35, 44].
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With the equivalence property, one can reduce our re-
sults Eqs. (6) and (8) to the previously discovered uncer-
tainty relations in terms of system’s dynamical activity in
[35, 44] by rescaling all transition rates by a same factor.
The saturation conditions for our responsiveness bounds
are discussed in SI.V.

Notice that the local geometric property of the trajec-
tory manifold, Eq. (5), obtained by the Fisher informa-
tion of classical Markov trajectories, agrees with previous
works on the quantum Fisher information for Lindblad
equation [45, 46]. In the future, it is useful to explore if
the information geometric framework developed for clas-
sical Markov systems in this work, especially the nonlin-
ear responsiveness relations, Eqs. (8) and (10), can be
extended by considering quantum information geometry
approaches [47].
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mation geometry, Vol. 64 (Springer, 2017).

[28] S. Ito, Stochastic thermodynamic interpretation of in-
formation geometry, Physical review letters 121, 030605
(2018).

[29] G. E. Crooks, Measuring thermodynamic length, Physi-
cal Review Letters 99, 100602 (2007).

[30] A. Pagare, Z. Zhang, J. Zheng, and Z. Lu, Stochastic
distinguishability of Markovian trajectories, The Journal
of Chemical Physics 160, 171101 (2024).

[31] U. Seifert, Stochastic thermodynamics, fluctuation the-
orems and molecular machines, Reports on progress in
physics 75, 126001 (2012).

[32] For systems evolving under time-dependent rate matrix,
the Fisher information is discussed in the SI.I.

[33] C. Maes, Frenesy: Time-symmetric dynamical activity in
nonequilibria, Physics Reports 850, 1 (2020).

[34] J. P. Garrahan, Simple bounds on fluctuations and un-

mailto:jiming@unc.edu
mailto:zhiyuelu@unc.edu
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.133.047401


6

certainty relations for first-passage times of counting ob-
servables, Physical Review E 95, 032134 (2017).

[35] I. Di Terlizzi and M. Baiesi, Kinetic uncertainty relation,
Journal of Physics A: Mathematical and Theoretical 52,
02LT03 (2018).

[36] N. Shiraishi, K. Funo, and K. Saito, Speed limit for clas-
sical stochastic processes, Physical review letters 121,
070601 (2018).

[37] P. E. Harunari, A. Dutta, M. Polettini, and É. Roldán,
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