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Limits to positional information in boundary-driven systems
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Chemical gradients can be used by a particle to determine its position. This positional information
is of crucial importance, for example in developmental biology in the formation of patterns in

an embryo.

The central goal of this paper is to study the fundamental physical limits on how

much positional information can be stored inside a system. To achieve this, we study positional
information for boundary-driven systems, and derive, in the near-equilibrium regime, a universal
expression involving only the chemical potential and density gradients of the system. We also
conjecture that this expression serves as an upper bound on the positional information of boundary
driven systems beyond linear response. To support this claim, we test it on a broad range of solvable

boundary-driven systems.

Introduction: Nature endows biological matter with the
astounding ability to self-organize fascinating spatio-
temporal patterns that pervade across several length
scales [1]. For instance, one often sees insects with their
bodies divided into segments of repetitive patterns or
birds and animals with unique patterns of spots and
stripes. One classic mechanism of pattern formation in
reaction-diffusion systems is Turing pattern [2-4]. While
naively, one expects diffusion to generate uniform concen-
tration of chemicals, Turing showed that two diffusing
chemical species with distinct diffusion coefficients and
activation-inhibition interplay can, under suitable condi-
tion, spontaneously break the symmetry of homogeneous
concentrations and generate recurring structures such as
stripes, spots, or even more complex patterns.

Another important mechanism commonly studied in
the context of developing embryos is the the French-flag
model [5, 6]. In order to build complex body structures,
individual cells have to take decisions and adopt fates
suitable for their positions. Yet cells do not have any di-
rect way to measure their positions. The key idea in the
French-flag model is that during the early developmental
stage of an embryo, some specific chemicals, called ‘mor-
phogens’ are deposited locally on one side of the embryo.
These chemicals diffuse inside the embryo, thereby estab-
lishing a concentration gradient [7, 8]. Unlike in Turing
patterns, the spatial symmetry is broken due to the pres-
ence of graded concentration of morphogens. Wolpert
proposed that cells could determine their positions from
the local morphogen concentrations within these graded
profiles and take up fates correlated with their positions
[5, 9]. Therefore, the graded-concentration profile of sig-
nalling morphogen provides ‘positional information’ to
the cells, see Figure 1. Cells, in turn, read out these po-
sitional cues in a threshold-dependent manner and give
rise to spatial patterns with distinct boundaries.

Although the idea of positional information was origi-
nally introduced in the context of developmental biology,
its applications reach beyond this. For example, syn-
thetic versions of the French-Flag model have been con-
structed and positional information can play a crucial

role in the construction of self-assembling soft materials,
where individual components could determine their po-
sition through the chemical concentration of a signalling
molecule [10-13].

Recently a mathematical framework has been devel-
oped to quantitatively study positional information [14-
20]. Essentially, one defines the positional information as
the amount of information one gets about the position by
measuring the concentration of signal molecules in this
position. Based on the information theory, this amount
of information is equal to
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where P(i,n) is the joint probability distribution observ-
ing a concentration n at position i and P;(¢) and P,(n)
are the associated marginals. Throughout our paper, we
have associated every lattice point with an elementary
volume v, c.f., Fig. 1. Such a consideration may arise
because, in biological experiments, the cells for which po-
sitional information is measured have a finite volume that
is small compared to the overall size of the embryo.

Coming to our formula in Eq. (1), the prior distribu-
tion P;(4) is chosen based on the the initial knowledge of
the system while other probabilities are uniquely deter-
mined through the system’s dynamics. We also remark
that if n takes only discrete values, then the integration
in Eq. (1) needs to be replaced appropriately by its sum-
mation. Also, we have written positional information as
a function of model parameters {p} whose precise defini-
tion will be given later.

This framework has been successfully applied to bio-
logical systems. For example, experiments reveal that
the four gap genes in the Drosophila embryo carry ap-
proximately ~ 4.2 bits of information. This amount of
information enables cells to know their positions within
an error of ~ 1% of the total embryo length [14]. Since
position determines a cell’s fate, such precision is cru-
cial for the robust and reproducible positioning of body
structures like stripes of gene expression or cephalic



furrow, while the system functions in a noisy environ-
ment. To understand how this developmental robustness
is achieved, it is important to know how much informa-
tion can be carried by the morphogens, but there are, to
the best of our knowledge, no results on the fundamental
physical limits of how much positional information can
be stored inside a system.

The central goal of this paper is to fill this gap by de-
termining the maximal amount of positional information
stored in symmetric boundary-driven discrete lattice sys-
tems , i.e., systems that are in equilibrium in the absence
boundary driving and that satisfy translational and left-
right symmetry, in terms of their distance from thermo-
dynamic equilibrium [21-27]. In particular, we will look
at systems that are in contact with two particle reservoirs
with chemical potentials ur, and pg [and Ay = (ur, —pr)
being their difference]. We show that within linear re-
sponse around equilibrium and under a local-equilibrium
assumption, positional information takes a universal form
in terms of the chemical potentials and densities at the
left and right reservoirs
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where we have p = (pr + pr)/2 and Ap = (pr — pr)/2,
with pr, and pg the densities at the left and right reservoir
respectively, kg is the Boltzmann constant and 7" is the
absolute temperature at which the system is kept. Fur-
thermore, the volume v, is an elementary volume associ-
ated with every lattice point in the system, and var (f;)
indicates the variance of a function f; with respect to
P;(i) and N (>> 1) is the total number of discrete posi-
tions, c.f. Fig. 1. Although p does not explicitly appear
in Eq. (2), its influence is solely through Ap, which de-
pends on both p and Ap.

In the far-from-equilibrium regime, we numerically find
that the equality of Eq. (2) is replaced by an inequality:
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While this can be rigorously proven for any system close
to equilibrium, we numerically find it to be valid even
in the far-from-equilibrium condition for a broad class of
systems [28]. This inequality thus provides a quantitative
link between the positional information and the drive to
maintain non-equilibrium and for a given driving, it tells
us that there is a limit on how much positional informa-
tion can be generated.

Although results (2) and (3) hold for any prior, both
experiments in biological systems and synthetic biolog-
ical experiments generally use a uniform distribution of
cells. Experimentally, one therefore generally considers
a flat prior, P;(¢) = 1/N [11, 14, 19, 20, 29]. For this
case, we demonstrate numerically a tighter upper bound
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FIG. 1. Lattice sites depicted in green are in contact with two
distinct reservoirs characterized by average densities pr and
pr. Due to this coupling, the system attains a steady-state
with average density profile shown by the red solid line. How-
ever, due to noise, there are fluctuations around this mean
value which are indicated by dashed arrows. Positional in-
formation of a lattice site is obtained by measuring the local
particle density inside a small volume v, and employing the
formula in Eq. (1).

to the positional information compared to (3)
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where the equality is reached in the near-equilibrium

condition, can be seen from Eq. (2) by noting
var(i/N) ~ 1/12 for large N.

Positional information near equilibrium: We begin with
a one-dimensional lattice system consisting of N sites
represented by index ¢ with 1 < ¢ < N. In bulk where
1 < i < N, a particle can jump to either of its neighbour-
ing sites with an arbitrary rate (the rate can also be a
function of the number of particles in the sites). On the
other hand, at the two end sites (¢ = 1 and ¢ = N), the
system is in contact with two particle reservoirs charac-
terised by the average densities p;, and pr. Without any
loss of generality, we will take py, > pgr throughout this
paper.

Due to the coupling with the reservoirs, our lattice sys-
tem eventually reaches a non-equilibrium steady-state.
Our starting point is to note that even though the sys-
tem as a whole is driven out-of-equilibrium, local regions
can still be described, to first order in gradients, by an
equilibrium measure with parameters that vary slowly
across the system [30, 31]. This local thermodynamic
equilibrium then allows us to identify thermodynamic
quantities such as chemical potential locally even in out-
of-equilibrium set-ups. With this idea in mind, we now
consider a small volume v, around the lattice site 7 and
write the probability distribution to observe a number n
inside this volume in the steady-state as

Ve
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where G, (g) is given in terms of the Helmholtz free en-
ergy a(n) per unit volume as

da(g)
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Here p; stands for the local chemical potential which is
given in terms of the local average density p; = (n;/v.)
such that p;1 = pr and py = pr. In this description, the
microscopic details of the system such as inter-particle
interaction, dynamics etc, are captured by the form of
free energy a(g) and the average density p;. Their forms
will depend on the specific model [28]. Furthermore, al-
though we have examined discrete lattice systems in this
paper, their continuum version can be derived by coarse-
graining the microscopic model [24, 25]. In this context,
v represents the coarse-graining length scale.

In general, the form of the density p; can be both linear
or non-linear in ¢. However, close to equilibrium, one gen-
erally expects it to take a linear form p; ~ ﬁ+( — 2—1\}) Ap
according to the diffusion equation. This is also in agree-
ment with experimental observations for certain mor-
phogens [32]. Plugging this in Eq. (5) then gives us the
conditional distribution P(n|i). Recall that we also need
the joint probability distribution P(n,4) in Eq. (1). Us-
ing Bayes’ theorem, we can write P(i,n) = P(nl|i)P;(i).
We now have all quantities needed in Eq. (1) and we show
in [28] that the positional information is given by
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where 02(p) = ((n — p)?)eq is the variance of the den-

sity at equilibrium (Ap = 0). As expected, Z, ;) (p, Ap)
goes to zero at equilibrium since the density remains con-
stant across the system and therefore the chemical con-
centration does not correlate with position. We now es-
tablish the connection of positional information with the
chemical potential difference Ay = (uy, — pr). Noting
Eq. (6), this can be expressed in terms of the deriva-
tive of the free energy. At the leading order in Ap, we
find Ap ~ a2(p) Ap, where as(p) stands for the second
derivative of a(p). We next use the fluctuation-response
relation to write az(p) = kpT/o2(p)ve; see [28] for a
proof. This leads us to the expression of chemical poten-
tial difference as

Ap 2Ap (8)
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Combining this with Eq. (7), we arrive at the univer-
sal form of the positional information quoted in Eq. (2).
Moreover, we prove in [28] that the variance is bounded
as var(i/N) < 1/4 and applying this in Eq. (2), we obtain
the general upper bound (3). These are the two main re-
sults of our letter. They are valid in the near-equilibrium
regime for any 1-dimensional boundary-driven system
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FIG. 2. Plot of the positional information as a function of p
for four different boundary-driven processes and its compari-
son with the numerical simulations. In each case, solid lines
illustrate the analytical expression, c.f., summary table I in
[28], while symbols denote simulation data. We have fixed the
bias to Ap = 0.25 and chosen a flat prior.
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FIG. 3. Upper bound (4) on the positional information

in terms of the differences Ap and Ap for four different
boundary-driven processes with a flat prior. For all cases, the
gray symbols are the analytical results for different random
values of p and Ap generated using the procedure explained
in [28]. For better visibility, we have rescaled both sides of (4)
by p and plotted Z, ;y (p, Ap) /p vs Ap Ap/12pIn2. As dis-
cussed in [28], this rescaling ensures that the near-equilibrium
relation (2) is more clearly visible. The red line corresponds
to the upper bound in (4). Clearly, the bound is saturated in
the near-equilibrium limit. We have set v. = 1 and kT = 1.

with arbitrary prior probability. For the biologically rel-
evant case, P;(i) = 1/N, we numerically observe that the
linear response result in Eq. (2) provides a further tight
bound (4) to the positional information in the far-from-
equilibrium regime.

Far-from-equilibrium regime: Up to now, our analysis
has focused on the near-equilibrium situation where local
thermodynamic equilibrium enabled us to derive a gen-
eral bound. An immediate question that now follows is -
what happens to this bound in the far-from-equilibrium



situations? Although we are unable to give an analyti-
cal proof, numerical results on a broad range of models
suggest it remains valid even when the system is driven
arbitrarily far from equilibrium. We will now show this
for four different models, namely symmetric simple ex-
clusion processes (SSEP), zero-range processes (ZRP),
independent random walkers (IRW), and simple symmet-
ric inclusion processes (SSIP). In the rest of our analysis,
we will focus on the flat case P;(i) = 1/N and instead
test the refined bound (4) for these solvable examples.
We verify (3) in the supplementary materials [28]. Fur-
thermore, we will set v, to the volume associated with a
single lattice site and write kT = 1 and v, = 1 in the
remainder of our letter for notational simplicity.

Example I: SSEP- Consider the SSEP model where
every lattice site can either be vacant (n; = 0) or be
occupied by a single particle (n; = 1). Any particle
in the bulk can jump to one of its neighbouring sites
with some rate p, as long as the target site is vacant.
However, dynamics at the end sites are modified due
to the presence of particle reservoirs, see [28] for de-
tails. Since the occupation number n; for this model is
a binary variable, one can write the conditional prob-
ability P(n|i) = pién1 + [1 — pi] 6no with density
pi = p+ ( — %) Ap [22-25]. If we now use this in
Eq. (1), the positional information can be calculated.
We have presented this expression in summary table I
in [28], and validated it against numerical simulations
in Figure 2. It is also consistent with our general re-
sult in Eq. (2) in the limit Ap — 0, as one can show
that o2(p) = p(1 — p). Our objective now is to compare
this expression with the chemical potential difference Ay
quoted in summary table I in [28]. In Figure 3, we have
plotted both Z, ; (p, Ap) and AuAp/121In2 for several
values of p and Ap. The red dashed line represents the
bound in (4). Clearly all positional information values
lie below this line. In fact, for SSEP, we have rigorously
proved in [28] that the bound is valid across all param-
eter values. Hence, our upper bound (4) holds for the
SSEP arbitrarily far from the equilibrium.

Example II: ZRP- As a second example, we look at the
boundary-driven zero-range process [26]. Unlike in SSEP,
the lattice sites are now capable of accommodating an ar-
bitrary number of particles. In bulk, a particle can jump
to any of its neighbouring sites with a rate of pu,,,, where
Up, 18 a non-negative function of n;. At the boundaries,
the dynamics are modified allowing for the addition or re-
moval of particles. For this model, the steady-state den-
sity profile is non-linear. Moreover, for the case of con-
stant rate u,, = 1, the positional information can be cal-
culated as shown in [28]. In Figure 2, we have compared
this expression with numerical simulations and found a
good agreement between them. Next we employ this re-
sult in conjunction with Ay to test the upper bound (4).
As depicted in Figure 3, positional information values are
situated below the red line even for this model. This ob-

servation holds true across all parameter regimes. The
bound is saturated in the near-equilibrium regime where
both Ap and Ap approach zero as expected. Further-
more, in this example also, Z, ;) (p, Ap) is bounded by
(4) even in the far-from equilibrium conditions.

Example I1I: IRW- Another choice of rate u,, = n cor-
responds to the independent, unbiased random walkers
[26] and turns out to be analytically solvable. Once again,
we use the positional information and chemical potential
difference Ay from [28] to check our bound for this model.
Plotting Z,, ;) (p, Ap) and (ApAp)/(12In2) in Figure 3,
we have demonstrated that the upper bound is satisfied
for this model. This model presents a third solvable ex-
ample where the upper bound is valid in all parameter
regimes.

Ezxample 1V: SSIP- As a final example, we investigate
the simple symmetric inclusion process [33, 34]. For this
model also, a lattice site can accommodate an arbitrary
number of particles. However unlike the previous exam-
ples, the jump rate from ¢ — j [with j = (¢ +1)] depends
on the both occupation numbers n; and n;. We choose
the form of this rate as pn;(n; + m) where m (> 0) is a
parameter in the model. Furthermore, the system is cou-
pled with two reservoirs at the boundaries which drive it
to a non-equilibrium steady-state. In this steady-state,
we calculate the positional information and Ay as shown
in [28]. These results are plotted in the bottom panel
of Figure 3. From this, it is evident that the upper
bound (4) is satisfied by this model. This further re-
inforces the conjecture that our bound holds for general
boundary-driven system. Therefore, in all the examples
investigated in this letter, we observe that there exists a
quantitative constraint on the amount of positional in-
formation given in terms of the chemical potential and
density gradients driving the system.

Conclusions and outlook: In conclusion, we estab-
lished an important link between biophysics and non-
equilibrium statistical mechanics, by studying the lim-
its of positional information. More specifically, we de-
rived a universal expression for the positional informa-
tion Z(y ;) (p, Ap) near equilibrium, involving only the
chemical potential difference and the difference in average
densities driving the system. Furthermore, our analysis
on several solvable models suggests that this expression
serves as an upper bound on positional information in the
far-from-equilibrium regime. In particular, for the case of
flat prior, we find Z(, ;) (p, Ap) < veApAp/12 kpT'In2.
Our study indicates that there is a limit on how much
positional information the morphogen particles can pro-
vide, depending on how far the system is from equilib-
rium, a conclusion that has profound implications for
the construction of future synthetic biological systems.
Given that in many experiments, the morphogen profile
is measured along one dimension such as the anterior-
posterior axis of the embryo [8, 14, 29] or the longitu-
dinal axis in microchannels [10, 13], we have focused on



one-dimensional boundary-driven models and used the
principle of local equilibrium to express the conditional
probability in Eq. (5). However, it is possible to extend
this principle even for some higher dimensional systems
and our results will also be valid for them [28].

Our work paves the way for several future directions.
While we examined specific models to demonstrate the
bound, it remains an open problem to prove it generically.
Extending this study for other models with bulk drive is
an important future direction. This is especially relevant
because, in some experiments, morphogen molecules ex-
perience degradation effects inside the embryo [7, 8]. Fur-
thermore, biological systems often operate in an active
non-equilibrium environment, leading to interesting phe-
nomena such as motility-induced phase-separation [35].
Under these circumstances, the local equilibrium assump-
tion is no longer valid, and one needs to develop new
theoretical methodologies to tackle the problem [36].
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SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIAL: LIMITS TO POSITIONAL INFORMATION IN BOUNDARY-DRIVEN
SYSTEMS
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In this supplementary note, we will present an extensive derivation of the results which were quoted in the main
text of our letter. To begin with, it is useful to recall the mathematical framework of positional information developed
in [1]

I. MATHEMATICAL FRAMEWORK FOR POSITIONAL INFORMATION

Wolpert’s idea is that although cells do not have any direct way to measure their positions, they can still acquire
positional information by reading out the local concentration of the signalling morphogen molecules [2]. During the
initial stage of development, cells inside an embryo might be distributed in a certain way, and depending on the initial
knowledge about their positions, one will have some form of prior probability P;(i). Now if one observes a certain
certain morphogen concentration n, then the position of a cell can be more accurately specified. However, due to the
fact that the cells are in a noisy environment, the position of a cell after measurement is still drawn from a probability
distribution P(i|n) but conditioned on the value n. Observe that this conditional distribution is always narrower
than the prior P;(i), and the degree of this narrowness represents the amount of positional information gained by the
cells. For instance, if the distribution P(i|n) has same flatness as P;(i), then not much information is gained about
the position of the cell. On the other hand, if P(i|n) is highly peaked at some value of ¢, then the position of a cell is
determined with more precision.

The two distributions P;(i) and P(i|n) are the main ingredients in this framework and the information gained by
measuring the concentration n is given by

Lysi = S[Pi(3)] — S[P(iln)], (S1)

where S[P;(i)] and S[P(i|n)] are the entropies associated with distributions P;(¢) and P(i|n)

N

S[Pi(i)) = - Z P;(i)log, [Pi(i)], (52)
1,;1

S[P(iln)] = — Z P(i[n)log, [P(i[n)] . (S3)

The fact that P(i|n) is narrower than P;(i) implies that S[P(i|n)] is smaller than S[P;(i)]. Hence I,_; in Eq. (S1)
can take only non-negative values. Moreover, we will assume that n is a continuous variable. When it takes discrete
values, the integration over n need to be replaced by its summation (same applies to ).

Now if we randomly choose a cell, then the morphogen concentration will be distributed as P,(n) and taking the
average of Eq. (S1) with this distribution gives us

Ty (D) = [ dn Po)[SIP(0) = SIPG)]. (54)

= é/dn P(i,n)log,y [P:(ng;:()n)} . (S5)

Here P(i,n) = P(iln)P,(n) = P(n|i)P;(i) stands for the joint distribution of n and . Moreover, we have written
positional information as a function of model parameters {p} whose precise definition will be given later. Interestingly,
the expression in Eq. (S5) emphasizes that the average information is mutual, i.e. the information gained about the
position of a cell by measuring the morphogen concentration is on average same as the information gained about the
morphogen concentration by measuring the position of a cell. We therefore have

N
Tiny (L)) = Y Bild) [S[Pn(n)] — S[P(nld)]], (S6)

i=1



with entropies measured in bits as

S[Pa(n)] = / dn P, (n)log, [Pa(n)] (s7)

S[P(nli)] = - / dn P(nli)log, [P(nli)]. (38)

In some of our calculations below, Eq. (S6) turns out to be more useful to calculate the positional information.

II. A PERTURBATIVE APPROACH FOR POSITIONAL INFORMATION IN BOUNDARY-DRIVEN
SYSTEMS

In this section, we develop a perturbative approach to obtain the positional information for general boundary driven
systems. Let us consider a one-dimensional lattice system consisting of N (>> 1) sites represented by the index ¢ with
1 <4 < N. These sites can either accommodate an arbitrary non-negative number of particles (as observed in systems
like ZRP or IRW) or can have at most a fixed number of particles (as seen in SSEP). In bulk where 1 < i < N, a
particle can jump to either of its neighbouring sites with an arbitrary rate (the rate can also depend on the occupation
numbers of these sites). On the other hand, at the two end sites (i = 1 and ¢ = N), the system is in contact with two
particle reservoirs characterised by the average densities pr, and pr and chemical potentials p; and pur. However,
both reservoirs have the same temperature 7. Without any loss of generality, we will take p;, > pr and denote the
Boltzmann constant by kp. Due to the coupling with the reservoirs, we assume that the system eventually reaches a
non-equilibrium steady-state.

Our approach relies on the fact that even though there are significant departures from equilibrium in the system as a
whole, local regions can still be described, to first order in gradients, by an equilibrium measure with parameters that
vary slowly across the system This local thermodynamic equilibrium allows one to identify thermodynamic quantities
such as chemical potential locally even in out-of-equilibrium set-ups. With this idea in mind, we now consider a small
volume v, around the lattice site ¢ and write the probability distribution to observe a number n inside this volume as

Pty ~ exp | =125 (G (0/22) = G (99) | (59)

where G, (g) is given in terms of the Helmholtz free energy a(g) per unit volume as

Gui(9) = alg) — pig and p; = (S10)

Here p; is the local chemical potential which is given in terms of the local average density p; = (n;/v.) such that
p1 = pr, and py = pr. In this description, the microscopic details of the system such as inter-particle interaction,
dynamics etc, are captured by the form of a(g) and the average density p;. For models studied in the letter, the
derivation of a(g) is given in section IX.

Although the precise form of p; depends on the specific model, it turns out useful to expand p; as a series in
Ap = (pL — pr)/2 as

_ 21 > . &
pi=p+ <1 - N) Ap+;2£k(z,p) Ap”, (S11)

where p = (pr, + pr)/2. For computational convenience, we have written the k& = 1 term separately in the above
expression and taken it to be £1(i,p) = (1 — %) This form is sensible because the average density should remain
invariant under the transformation py, +> pr and ¢ — (N — i). By the same symmetry argument, we must also have
Ly(i,p) = (=1)*Ly(N —i,p) for all values of k. Apart from this symmetry, we do not make any assumption on

L (i, p) and their specific forms will depend on the model.
Using the expansion in Eq. (S11), the local chemical potential u; and the free energy in Eq. (S10) can also be



expanded in Ap as

=i 3 K 512

G (9) = Galo) — 9 PP i ) (s13)
k=1

G () = Gap) —p Y P i, - 50 B i e, s14)
k=1 ’ k=2 '

where we use the notation

_ dalp) . d"a(p) o
i=— @) == KGR =pi—p (515)
Plugging the expansions in Eq. (S9) yields
. Ve = a p . Ve = (k—1)ap(p L
Pl = Pan) exp | (25 nfve =Y S0 e gy -t S B0 D e el (s
k=1 ’ k=2 ’

where Pey(n) ~ ¢~ FpT (Ga(n/ve)=Ga(P) iq the equilibrium measure with average density p and chemical potential fi. The
idea now is to use this series expansion in Eq. (S5) to obtain a perturbation expansion for the positional information.
Let us calculate the first term in the expansion.

A. First term

It turns out, as also demonstrated later, that the first term is of the order ~ Ap?. Hence, we include all terms up to
this order in the density expansion in Eq. (S11) and truncate KC(i, p) as

K(i,p) =~ L1(i,p) Ap+ Lo(i,p) Ap?,  with £1(i,p) = (1 - ]2\;) (S17)
From Eq. (S16), it then follows
P(n|i) =~ Pog(n) [L+ f1(i,n)Ap + fa(i,n)Ap?] (S18)
with two functions f;(i,n) and fo(i,n) defined as
Falisn) = 1o £16p) ax(p) (n/ve = ), (S19)
Falion) = o] = aa(0) £106 )" + - Spaa(0)La(0, ) (nfve = ) + (202(5) Lol p) +a5(7) L2(0.9)°) (n/ve = p) .

(S20)

For a given prior P;(i), the joint distribution P(i,n) can be written using Bayes’ theorem as P(i,n) = P(n|i)P;(i).
Moreover, the marginal distribution P, (n) can be calculated to be

N
P,(n) = ZP(n\i) Pi(i), (S21)
~ Peg(n) [L+ (fi(i,n)); Dp + (fa(isn)); Ap?] (522)

with the notation (fi(i,n)); = Zf\il P;(i) fi(i,n) and same for (f2(i,n));. We now have all quantities required to

compute the positional information in Eq. (S5). Inserting these distributions, the first term in Z, ;) (p, Ap) can be

written as
2
i 202Ap% as(p)? 02(p) i\ i

s |3 (()) ]




where o(p) = ((n/ve — p)¥)eq denotes the k-th central moment. In writing Eq. (S24), we have used the fluctuation-
response relation as(p) = kpT'/o2(p)v.. For completeness, the proof of this relation is provided in Section VIII. To
sum up, we have derived the first term in the series expansion of Z(, ;) (p, Ap) for any prior in terms of the second
central moment of the density at equilibrium.

B. Second term

In order to obtain the second order term in the expansion, we have to consider higher order terms in the expansion
of density in Eq. (S11). The second term is of the order ~ Ap* and we therefore take

N
K= (1= 3 ) Ao+ Laion) AP+ Lali.p) A9° + La(ip) A (525)

We now proceed exactly as before but keeping terms up to order ~ Ap* in the analysis. This gives us the higher
order terms for Z, ;) (p, Ap). For the case of flat prior P;(i) = 1/N, the second order term is obtained to be

A2 S 0o Apt [ 4a2(0)aa(p) = 5(as(p)* + a2(p)*) 45005

442
Ty (P 80) = G0 o5 TokpT e 32a5(p) 16N Z £ali <N2_1>

15 N 2 N N
~ 167 (le ﬁz(z‘,m) ~ N7 Lo(i,p)? = 2NN L3(i,0)L1(ip) ¢ | - (526)

i=1 i=1

For later comparison, it is useful to write this expression in terms of the o (p). To achieve this, we use the following
set of relations

veaz(p) 1 veas(p) o3(p)  vcaa(p) o4(p) 3 2 3
= —, =7 e L — o + o , S27
e N v e EA o e e A (527)
which have been derived in Section VIII. The above expression now becomes
. A Ap? 8 Apt 7(0’3('5)2 + 0'2([))3) —4dos9(p )04(/)) 4505(p Lol 4i .
i) (PAP)~ s T B2 0a () 32 04(p)2 " 1600 (p 2N Z 2( Nz

- < 12 Lo(i p) — NS Lo(iyp)? = 2Ny Ls(6,p)La(ip) ¢ | - (528)

i=1 i=1

This gives the first two terms in the series expansion of the positional information. One can also obtain the higher
order terms in the same way. In summary, we have developed a perturbative approach to calculate Z(, ;) (p, Ap) for
a general boundary-driven system. Our approach relies on the local equilibrium assumption and requires only the
knowledge of the average density p;. Positional information is then obtained as an expansion in Ap with coefficients
depending on the equilibrium central moments of the density (or equivalently the derivatives of the free energy).

C. Connection of Z, ;) (p, Ap) with the chemical potential difference for a general P; (i)
Having developed a methodology to compute positional information, we are now in a position to establish its connection
with the chemical potential difference driving the system, Ay = ur, — pg. Following Eq. (S10), this can be written as

Zk‘BTAp

Ap=ay(p+Ap) —ai(p - Ap) = — 207

(S29)

Combining this with the expression of Z(, ;) (5, Ap) in Eq. (S24), we obtain for the leading order in Ap

runtan =322 () - ()] s

K2



This relation quantitatively gives the link between the positional information and non-equilibrium nature of the
system for a given prior. At least with only the first term in Z, ;) (p, Ap) and Ap, Eq. (S30) tells us how positional
information increases on increasing the non-equilibrium drive.

We are now interested in optimising Eq. (S30) with respect to P;(i). First recall that the index ¢ can take only
positive integer values and is bounded as 1 < ¢ < N. This means

fa= (D) <(3) (s31)

(&) =)

Using this in Eq. (S30), one can write the bound

2
i Ap ve Ap i i
; <20 e 2P0 (= )
L) (- 8p) < S < N>‘ < N>} (S33)

7

Averaging both sides

Let us find the bound on the term inside [..]. Using the following relation

(-4 1)

in the above inequality, we obtain

=

_ Ap ve Ap
I(n,z) (p7 Ap) < ——=

= 4kpTn?2’ (535)

This gives a universal bound to the near-equilibrium positional information that is valid for for any boundary-driven
systems with arbitrary choice of prior.

Beyond linear response regime, writing any universal relation is difficult due to the dependence of higher-order terms
in positional information on the specific model, as illustrated in Eq. (S28). In absence of a general formulation, we
have studied several solvable boundary-driven systems. For each of these models, we find that the upper bound (S35)
is valid even in the far-from equilibrium conditions and we obtain a fundamental limit on the positional information
in terms of the system’s distance from the equilibrium.

For the case of a flat prior, our analysis on these solvable models reveal that there exists a tighter bound to the
positional information compared to the one in (S35)

Apve A

12 kpTn2’ (536)

This bound is saturated if the system is close to equilibrium. This can be verified by plugging the variance

2 S\ 2
1 ] 1
< (N) > - <N> ~ 1o for large N (S37)

in our general expression in Eq. (S30). In what follows, we will first look at the flat prior case and demonstrate
numerically the upper bound (S36) for different toy models when they are arbitrarily from from the equilibrium.
After that, we will investigate how positional information varies for different priors in section VI and test the other
bound (S35) for these models. Below, we first look at SSEP followed by a number of other models. In rest of our
analysis, we will set kgT = 1 and v. = 1 for simplicity.

IIT. POSITIONAL INFORMATION FOR THE BOUNDARY-DRIVEN SSEP

One of the models that we discussed in the main text is the open symmetric simple exclusion process (SSEP). The
model consists of N lattice sites in one dimension represented by the index i that runs from 1 to N. Each lattice



site can either be vacant (n; = 0) or occupied by a single particle (n; = 1). The dynamics of the particles are as
follows: Within the bulk, where 1 < ¢ < N, a particle can jump to either of its neighbouring sites with a rate p,
provided that these neighbouring sites are empty. On the other hand, the two boundary sites (i = 1 and ¢ = N) are
in contact with two different particle reservoirs, and their dynamics are modified accordingly. At ¢ = 1, a particle
can be added (removed) with a rate ay (8r) if the site is vacant (occupied). Conversely, at ¢ = N, a particle can be
added (removed) with a rate ag (Bg) if it is vacant (occupied). At any small time interval [t, ¢ + dt], the occupancy
variable n;(t) for each lattice site evolves according to the following update rule [3, 4]

ni+1(t), w.p. [l —n;(t)] pAt,
n;—1(t), w.p.[1 —n(t)] pAt,
ni(t + At) —ni(t) = ¢ —ny(t), w.p. [l —ni11(t)] pAL, fori#1, i #N (S38)
—n, (), w.p. [1 —n;—1(t)] pAt,
0, otherwise,
—nq(t), w.p. [l — na(t)] pAt,
na(t), w.p.[1 —ni(t)] pAt,
ny(t+ At) —ny(t) = 1, w.p.[1 —ni(t)] apAt, (S839)
-1, w.p. ny(t) BLAL,
0, otherwise,
—ny(t), w.p. [l —nn_1(t)] pAt,
ny_1(t), w.p. [l — nn ()] pAt,
ny(t+ At) —ny(t) = 1, w.p. [l —nn(t)] arAt, (540)
-1, w.p. nn(t) frAL,
0, otherwise,

where “w.p” is the short-hand notation for “with probability”. Our aim is to calculate the positional information
for this model. As evident from its definition, it is then necessary to compute the conditional probability P(n|i) of
having n particles at i-th site. Later, we show that this probability can be expressed in terms of the mean density
pi(t) = (n;(t)). Therefore, in what follows, we will first calculate p;(t).

A. Average density p;(t) = (ni(t))

From the update rules written above, one can write the differential equations for p;(t) as

ap@iit) =plpima() +pia(t) =200, (fori#1, i#N) (S41)
8%?) =ar — (p+ar +Br)p1(t) +p p2(), (542)
8[’(13\{15(??) =ar— (p+ag+Br)pi(t) +p pn-1(t). (S43)

Since we are interested in the steady-state properties, we replace the time derivatives on the left hand sides of these
equations by zero and obtain the solution as

pi(t > 00)=A+(i—1) B, (S44)
g, (CYR+BR) (N—1)+p(aL+aR)
(ar +Br) (ar + Br) (N = 1) +p(ar + Br + ar + Br)’

_ arfr —arBr
" (ap +81) (ar +Br) (N - 1) (S46)

with A =

(S45)

For large N, one can rewrite this expression as

R

7
ar+ Br’

pi =~ pr — (pL — PR) o With pp = PR = (547)

ar,
ar + 8’
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FIG. S1. Plot of the positional information as a function of g for four different boundary-driven processes and its comparison
with the numerical simulations. In each case, solid lines illustrate the analytical expression, while symbols denote simulation
data. We have fixed the bias to Ap = 0.25 and chosen the flat prior.

We have used py, and pg to represent the average densities of the left and the right reservoir respectively and are
expressed in terms of the parameters of our model. Furthermore, the approximate equality in Eq. (S48) is used to
indicate that we are working in the large N limit. Finally, we express density in terms of the variables p = (pr, +pr)/2
and Ap = (pr — pr)/2

.
pi= p+ (1— NZ.) Ap, (S48)

and utilize this form to derive the positional information.

B. Positional information

In order to obtain the positional information, we will use its definition in Eq. (S6) and calculate the entropies S[P(n|i)]
and S[P,(n)]. Recall that n; is a binary variable that can take values either 0 or 1 depending on whether the site
is vacant or occupied. We therefore have p; = 1 x P(n = 1]i) + 0 x P(n = 0}i) = P(n = 1}i). The complementary
probability will then simply be P(n = 0]i) =1 — p;.

Pln=1)i) = pi = p+ (1 - f\ﬁ) Ap, (S49)
P(n:0|i):1—pi:1—p—<l—%) Ap. (S50)

From these, we get
S[P(nli)] = — %:HP(”V) logy [P(nli)], (S51)

(-3 e (-2 o]
) I St o S



For the average information in Eq. (S6), we also have to perform averaging of S[P(n|i)] over the prior distribution
P; (i) which we have chosen to be uniform. This yields

(S[P(nl))])i = Z Pi(i) S[P(nli)] = %Z S[P(nfi)]

Performing this summation turns out to be difficult. We therefore introduce a change of variable x = i/N and take
N — oo. One can then use the transformation 1/N 2511 — fol dz and obtain

1
(SIP(li)]): = — / da | [+ (1 — 20)Ap] log, [+ (1 — 22)Ap] + [1 — 5 — (1 — 22)Ap] log, [L — p— (1 — 22)Ap] |,

1 _ 2, _ 2, _ 2 _
=—— Ap)~1 Ap)—(p—Ap)°1 —Ap) —2A 1-— Ap)“ln (1 — A
16 (A7) [+ 20 W5+ 8p) = (5= Ap)*In (5 — Ap) = 28p+ (1= 5+ Ap)’ In (1= 5+ Ap)
—(l=p=2p I (1-p-2p)|.
(853)
We next compute the other entropy, S[P,(n)], in the definition of Z,, ;) (p, Ap). We can write P,(n) by summing over
i in the joint probability P(n,i) = P(n|i) and then using Eqgs. (S49) and (S50) for P(n|é). This gives

N
Pu(n) = %Z P(nli) = p 61 + (1= ) S, (S54)

Here §,,1 is the Kronecker delta which takes value one if n = 1 and zero otherwise (similarly for d,0). Using this
expression above, we find

S[Pa(n)] = - Z Py (n)logy [Pa(n)] = —plogy p— (1 — p)logy(1 — p). (S55)
{n=0,1}

We now have all quantities essential for calculating the positional information. Substituting Egs. (S53) and (S55) in
Eq. (S6), the final expression is

1
where Y(5, Ap) = (5+ Ap)* In (5+ Ap) — (5 — Ap)*Tn (5 — Ap). (s57)

This result has been quoted in the main text. Eq. (S56) is also consistent with our general result in Eq. (S28) in
the Ap — 0 limit. In Figure S1, we have plotted Z(, ;) (p, Ap) as a function of p and compared it with numerical
simulations. We see an excellent agreement between our theoretical formula and the numerics. Notice that for a given
Ap, p can vary between Ap and (1—Ap). Within this range, we find that the positional information for SSEP changes
in a non-monotonic manner with p. To understand this heuristically, let us see what happens when p — (1 — Ap)
or equivalently pr — 1. In terms of the jump rates, this means that oy > fr and sites near the left boundary are
more likely to be occupied with particles than those near the right boundary. Hence, if we pick a site randomly but
is occupied by a particle, it is more likely to be closer to the left boundary than the right one. From the probabilistic
perspective, this would imply that the distribution P(i|n = 1) is sharply peaked at ¢ = 1, while the complementary
probability P(i|n = 0) peaks at ¢ = N. The resulting entropy (S[P(i|n)]), associated with these peaked distributions,
as expressed in Eq. (S1), is small which leads to a larger value of Z, ;) (p, Ap). Similarly, for p — Ap, one can argue
that the probabilities P(i|n = 1) and P(iln = 0) are narrow functions of ¢ which again give large Z, ;) (p, Ap). In
between these large values, P(iln = 1) and P(iln = 0) are broadest at some p for which the entropy (S[P(i|n)]), is
highest. This in turn leads to the smallest positional information via Eq. (S1).

C. Upper bound on Z,; (p, Ap)

We will now use the derived expression of Z,, ;) (p, Ap) to prove the upper bound in (S36). Observe that the chemical
potential difference Ay is expressed in terms of the first derivative of the associated free energy in Eq. (S29). To
obtain this, we use the fluctuation-response relation in Eq. (S27) as

N
N (Y

= m(p)=mn (”). (S58)

IL=p
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FIG. S2. Left panel: Plot of the second derivative Ra(p*, Ap) = o |
derivative takes only negative values. Right panel: Illustration of R(p*, Ap) in Eq. (S62) as a function of Ap. The solid black
line shows the plot while red dashed line indicates that R(p*, Ap) is always bounded by the value one.

~ where p* = 1/2. For all Ap, the second

where 02(p) = p(1 — p) follows from Eqgs. (S49) and (S50) with Ap =0 and kT = 1 is assumed. Using Eq. (S29), we

now get
p+Ap p—Ap
Ap=In|————" ) —In(——L—).
g n(lﬁAp) n(1ﬁ+Ap) (559)

To derive the bound (S36), it is useful to define a ratio R(p, Ap) as

R(p,Ap) = AuAp

| (S60)

We are interested in finding the maximum value of this ratio. Below we show that this maximum value turns out to
be one thereby proving the upper bound. Proceeding ahead, we take the first derivative of R(p, Ap) with respect to
p for fixed Ap

_ 1 0 Linay (psAp) 1 0Ap
- R ,A — : — - QA= | > S61
(7, 40) |:I(n,i) (P, Ap) p Ap Op (861)

OR(p, Ap)
9p

and setting it to zero, we find the condition for optimality as p* = 1/2. Moreover, the second derivative of R(p, Ap)
at p* is always negative indicating that the extremum is a maxima. This is illustrated in the left panel of Figure S2.
Therefore, we obtain

_ 1
R(p,Ap)§R<p Q,Ap>,

3 (1+4 Ap?) Arctanh(2Ap) — 2Ap + 2Ap In(1 — 4Ap?) (S62)
C2Ap2 In(1 4 2Ap) —In(1 — 2Ap) '

Plotting this expression in Figure S2 (right panel), we find that the value of R (p*, Ap) is always upper bounded by
one. From our analysis above, this translates to R(p, Ap) < 1 and we finally get

Ap A

~ 12In2°
Hence for SSEP, we have rigorously derived that the bound (S36) is valid. Moreover, this upper bound turns into an

equality in the near-equilibrium regime. To see this, we observe that for Ap < p and Ap < (1 — p), one can expand
Tin,iy (p, Ap) in Eq. (S56) to obtain

- Ap? 4
Lini Ap) ~ —— + O(Ap?). S64
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FIG. S3. In this plot, we have rescaled both sides of (S36) by p and plotted Z, ;) (5, Ap) /ﬁ vs AuAp/lQﬁln 2. As discussed

below Eq. (S65), this rescaling ensures that the near-equilibrium relation (S65) is more clearly visible. The red line corresponds
to the upper bound in (S36) for the flat prior case. We clearly see that the bound becomes an equality when close to equilibrium.

This matches with our general near-equilibrium expression in Eq. (S24) with o2(p) = p(1 — p). Using this with
Eq. (S59), we obtain

Ap Ap
12In2°

This relation is valid only when Ap < p and Ap < (1 — p). Hence for small Ap, the upper bound (S63) becomes an
equality. We have illustrated this in Figure S3 where we have plotted the two sides of (S63) along the two axes. Note
that Ay will also be small when p > Ap and Ap — 07. However, the relation in Eq. (S65) will no longer hold under
these conditions. Therefore, for a systematic comparison, we need to normalise both sides of Eq. (S65) by p and plot

Tin) (P, Ap) /,5 Vs A,uAp/l?ﬁ In 2. This rescaling ensures that Eq. (S65) will be satisfied under correct conditions.

Furthermore to make this plot, we generate a random pair of (p, Ap) values by selecting p uniformly from the range
[0,1], and then choosing Ap uniformly from [0, p]. Using this pair, we then calculate the positional information and
Ap Ap and obtain one single data point (gray point) in top left in Figure S3. This is then repeated 10* times to get
the complete plot. The red dashed line indicates our upper bound. We clearly see that the positional information
remains below this red line across all parameter values.

IV. POSITIONAL INFORMATION FOR THE BOUNDARY DRIVEN ZRP

We now demonstrate positional information for another model, namely the open zero-range process (ZRP) and test
our upper bound. The model consists of N lattice sites and each site can accommodate an arbitrary non-negative
number of particles. This is different than the SSEP where each site can have at most a single particle. From any bulk
site ¢, a particle can jump to either of its neighbouring sites with a rate pu,,,, where u,,, is a non-negative function of
the number of particles n;. At the boundaries (i = 1 and ¢ = N), the dynamics are modified to allow for the addition
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FIG. S4. Zero-range process with open boundaries

(removal) of a particle with rate ay (Bpu,,) for the left boundary and with rate ag (Bgrun, ) for the right one (see
Figure S4). Following [5], whenever steady state exists, the probability to find n, = n number of particles in the i-th
site is given by

. s 1 . oy, ar, QR 7
P(n|i) = Ni(z)" , Wlthzi=—<—>(>, S66
ol =i 11 5 =-(%-%) (5 (566)
where N, is the normalisation factor. For the case of u, = 1, the probability P(n|z) takes the form
. . ar ap QR )
P(nli) = (z)"(1 —z), withz,=——(——-— — . S67
o)== w6 o

As observed in the case of the SSEP, managing summations over i can be challenging. To simplify this, it is helpful
to introduce the variable change = i/N for large N and continue the analysis in terms of z. Rewriting Eq. (S67)

P(n|z) ~ [2(2)]" [1 — 2(x)], mmjuggi<gig§) (S68)

Since, we are interested in calculating the positional information in terms of the variables p = (pr + pgr)/2 and
Ap = (pr — pr)/2, where pr, = (n(0)) and pr = (n(1)) are average densities at the two ends

ay, aR
- 7 - _9r 69
PL 8L —ar PR Bn—an (569)

we rewrite Eq. (S68) in the following manner
P(n|z) ~ [2(x)]" [1 — 2(z)], with 2(z) = cy —x(c4y —c_). (S70)
where cx = (p £ Ap)/(1 4+ p £ Ap). For this model, the average density in the bulk takes a non-linear form

p(1+p)—Ap (2 —1+ Ap)
(1+p)+Ap (2z—1)

In the remaining part of this section, we will demonstrate that even with this non-linear profile, the bound (S36)
remains still valid. To see this, we use the probability in Eq. (S70) and calculate the entropy

_ #()logy 2(x) + (1 — 2(x)) log, (1 — =(x)) (S72)

[P(n|z)] = ZP nlz) logy P(n|z) = (1 — z(z))
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Taking average with respect to the prior P,(z) = 1 gives
(S[P(n]2)))
- /1 . z(x)logy z(z) + (1 — z(z)) logy (1 — 2(z))
0 (1 = 2(x)) ’
= —m [Li2(1 —cy)—Lis(l—c_ ) —cylney +ce_Ince — (1 —cp)In(l —cy) + (1 —c_)In(l — )],
(S873)

where Liz(y) denotes the poly-logarithmic function. Next we calculate the other entropy term S[P,(n)] in Eq. (S6)
for which we need the following probability

1 n+1 n+1 n+2 _ n+2
Py (n) :/O dx P(n|a)P,(x) = (C+f(_ 1_), with f(n) = & n—l—i_ o n+;— , (S74)
This yields
S[Pa(n)] = — Z Pp(n)logy Pr(n) = logy (e —c-) — ey —co Z f(n)log, f(n). (S75)
n=0

Using Egs. (S73) and (S75), the expression of the positional information turns out to be

Tin,iy (P, Ap) = Lig(1—c4y)—Lis(1 —c—-) —cyIney +c—lne- — (1 —cq)In(1 — ¢q)

In2 (cq —co) [ (s76)
+(1—c)In(l—c-) Zf )In f(n }+log2(c+—c_).

We have compared this result with the numerical simulations in Figure S1, and found a good agreement between
them. Unlike in SSEP, the positional information for ZRP decreases monotonically with p and vanishes for large p.
For larger values of p but with fixed Ap, both boundary sites have a large number of particles available for hopping
in the bulk, as there is no exclusion. Hence, in the steady-state, we expect the same number of particles in the bulk
as well as in the boundaries. This can also be seen from Eq. (S71) where the density becomes independent of x for
large enough p. Therefore, the probability P(x|n) is broad with respect to x, and consequently the entropy S[P(x|n)]
takes a large value. From Eq. (S4), this would mean that the positional information is small. In fact our study shows
that, in processes with no exclusion, Z, ;) (p, Ap) exhibits a monotonic decay.

Our expression in Eq. (S76) is also consistent with the one derived with perturbative approach in Eq. (S28). This
can be verified by expanding Eq. (S76) in Ap

Ap? 3+ (11 +7p)] Ap*
6In2 p(1+p)  180In2 p3(1+ p)?

One essentially gets the same expression also from Eq. (S28) by plugging the central moments from Eq. (S70).

Now that we have obtained an exact expression for the positional information, we will employ it to test the bound in
Eq. (S36). First, we compute the chemical potential difference using Eq. (529) for which we need the first derivative of
the free energy. In this regard, we follow a procedure similar to that of the SSEP and employ the fluctuation-response
relation in Eq. (S27).

N
0= T Wit

The resulting expression for Ay is now found to be

p+Ap p—Ap >
Ap=In({——— ) -In[ ——"—). S79
8 n<1+p+Ap> n<1+p—Ap (879)

We now utilize these exact expressions to plot Z,, ;) (p, Ap) and (Ap Ap)/(121n2) for all possible values of p and Ap in
Figure S3. Here again, these quantities are rescaled by p to retrieve their equality in the appropriate parameter regime.
Moreover, the plot is generated in the following manner. We choose a random pair of (p, Ap) values by selecting p
uniformly from the range [0, 5], and then choosing Ap uniformly from [0, p]. With this pair, we then calculate the
positional information and Ap Ap and obtain one single data point (gray point) in top right in Figure S3. We next
repeat this 10* times to get the full plot. Across all these parameter values, we see that the bound (S36) is satisfied,
and it is saturated in the near-equilibrium limit. To sum up, this section showcases an example of a model with
non-linear density profile, where (S36) remains valid across all parameter values.

= alp)=hn (pr) . (578)
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Model Ap Z(n,i) (P, Ap)
SSEP n (222%.) o (12522) #[y(*A)+y(1:A)72A]7(1:)1o (1—p) - plog, p
n (2584 —In (2524 TRVILAREY P, Ap p p)log, (1 — p) — plog, p
1 . .
) (e, —c) [ng(l —cy)—Lis(1—c-)+c—lnce — (1 —cq)In(l —cy)
ZRP n (252 ) —n (12524, .
+(1—c)In(l—c)—cqylnecy — Zf(n) lnf(n)] +logy(cy —c—)
n=0
_ _ 1 g(n
TRW In(p+ Ap) — In(p— Ap) 16 A, 2P 80) 67 Ap} 1og2g
1 _ _
m [y(pa Ap) = Y(m+ p,Ap) +2m AP} + (m —1)log, m

ptop ) b=4p
SSIP In (m+ﬁ+Ap) In (erﬁfAﬂ) > mF(m + n)

_ > mé’(n) log, S(n)

TABLE I. Summary of the expressions of the positional information for the flat prior and chemical potential difference for
different boundary-driven systems studied in the letter.

A. Independent random walkers

In our preceding analysis, we considered a special case of zero-range process where the rate u,, = 1 was chosen to be
constant. We now provide another example of u,, = n where an exact expression for the positional information can
be obtained and the bound can be assessed. This example corresponds to the case of independent random walkers
(IRW) [5]. We use u,, =n in Eq. (S66) and obtain the conditional probability as

P(n|z) = [p(s')]" exp [—p(z)], where p(z) =p— (22 — 1)Ap, (S80)

where we have written the expression in terms of the x variable. The marginal probability P, (n) follows to be

T'(n+1,p—Ap)—T(n+1,p+ Ap)
2 Ap '

We now have both probabilities required in the definition of positional information in Eq. (S6). One can now proceed
in the same manner as before and calculate the two entropies as

Z P, (n)logyn! — Z gl log2 g(n), (S82)

_ 1
“ Inl6 Ap

P,(n) = o with g(n) = (S81)

(S[P(n|x)) (7= 2p)* (5 = Ap) = (5+ Ap)* In(p + Ap) + 65 Ap] £ Pam)lognt (589)

n=0

from which the expression of positional information can be calculated to be

g(n

Zini) (P Ap) = [y(m Ap) —6p Ap} logzg n), (S84)

116A

with functions Y(p, Ap) and g(n) defined respectively in Egs. (S57) and (881). Similarly, the chemical potential
difference driving this system is

Ap=In(p+ Ap) —In(p — Ap) (S85)
We now have at our disposal all the quantities needed to test the upper bound (S36) on the positional information.

Plotting Z(,, ;) (p, Ap) /,BAp Vs A,u/12ﬁ In 2 in Figure S3, we have illustrated that the bound is satisfied even for this

model. This model presents a third solvable example where the upper bound is valid. The data points for this model
were generated using the same procedure as for the ZRP.
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FIG. S5. Illustration of the upper bound on the positional information for SSIP model for two different values of the parameter
m. The corresponding expressions of Z, ;) (p, Ap) and Ap are given in Eqgs. (S91) and (S92) respectively.

V. POSITIONAL INFORMATION FOR THE BOUNDARY-DRIVEN SSIP

In all models examined thus far, the jump rate was either independent of the particle numbers or solely dependent
on the occupation number of the source site from which the jump takes place. In this section, we will consider the
SSIP model where the jump rate depends on the occupation numbers of both the source and the target sites [6, 7].
Like in ZRP, each lattice site is capable of accommodating an arbitrary non-negative number of particles. In the bulk
site, a particle can jump from ¢ — j [with j = (¢ & 1)] with a rate pn;(n; +m) where m (> 0) is a parameter in the
model. At the boundaries (: = 1 and ¢ = N), a particle can be added with rate ar,(ny +m) for the left boundary and
agr (ny +m) for the right one. Similarly, a particle, if present, can be removed from these sites with rates Srn; and
Brnn respectively. The conditional probability to observe n particles at location ¢ = N is [6]

o [mrTeme ] e
ploe) = [ ][ ()™

m + p(x
from which the marginal probability P, (n) follows to be

where p(z) = p — (22 — 1)Ap, (S86)

m I'(m+n) S(n)
n! T'(m) ’

1 5+ Ap n+1 5+ Ap 5—Ap n+1
F 1 -9 . _
2(n+ 1)Ap ( m ) oy | 1+n,m+n;2+n; - -

P,(n) = where (S87)

S(n) =

0+ A
x oIy (1+n,m+n;2+n;ptn p)} (S88)

Here oFy (1 +n,m +n;2 + n; z) stands for the hypergeometric function. Now that we possess both probabilities, we
can compute the two entropies to be

S[Py(n)] = [mgg m+ Z Po(n) log, <F(m+”)8(”))] : (89)

oy n! T'(m)

(SIP))s = g s [V -+ 5. 80) = (5. 89) — 2masg] = Y- Py togs (P so0)

n=0

Using these two expressions, the positional information can be calculated to be

m T'(m+n) S(n)
I(n+1)I'(m)

10g2 S(n)a
(S91)

Zin,iy (P, Ap) = [y(ﬁ, Ap) = Y(m+ p, Ap) + 2m Ap} (m —1)logym — Z

116A
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with functions Y(p, Ap) and S(n) given respectively in Eq. (S57) and (S88). Similarly, the chemical potential difference

driving the system is
0+ A p— A
Au=1n (HP) . (PP) . (592)
m+p+Ap m+p—Ap

We are now equipped with all the necessary elements to assess the upper bound (S36) on positional information. In
Figure S3, we have again plotted Z, ;) (p, Ap) /ﬁAp Vs A,u/l?ﬁan for m = 2 for different values of Ap and p. The
data points for this model were generated using the same procedure as for the ZRP. Across all these values, we once

again find that our bound is satisfied. We have also verified this for other values of m in Figure S5. This consistency
further reinforces the conjecture that our bound holds for general boundary-driven systems.

VI. NON-FLAT PRIOR

In all the toy models studied above, we consider the case of a flat prior and numerically demonstrated the upper
bound (S36). On the other hand, for a general prior, we proved that the near-equilibrium positional information
satisfies a universal upper bound (S35). In this section, we will test the validity of this bound for the toy examples
when the system is significantly far from the equilibrium.

Following the same steps as presented before, one can obtain the positional information for a general prior P, (x)
to be

1

Ziniy (P, Ap) ‘SSEP :/0 dz Py(z) [p(z)logy p(x) + (1 — p(z))logy (1 — p())] — pss1ogy pss — (1 — pss) loga (1 — pss),
! zZ\(x) 1o zZ\x — (6]

I(n,z’) ([1 Ap) ‘ZRP :/O dx Pz(:C) { ( )1 g2 ( )+ (1Z(x)( ))1 g2 } nzogZRP 10g2 gZRP(n),

Ty (0:80) | = g | 0 o) ple) (mpla) = 1) = 3 P g, iy (o),

n=0

- / dx P,(x) [p(x) log p() — (m + p(x)) logy(m + p(a)] —

o0

Z I'(m +n) Gssip(n)

= nl T(m) logy Gssip(n),

(S93)

I(n,z) (ﬁ? Ap) ‘SSIP
n=0

where the different functions appearing in these expressions are defined as follows

1 — — _
(1 _ _ _PtAp p+Ap  p—Ap
pla) = -+ (1—22), pss_/o o Pu(a) pla), z<x>—1+p+Ap <1+p+Ap e
n _ —p(x) p( )n

Gunp(n / dr Py () 2(2)"(1 = 2(2)), Grmw (n / di Py(z) p(@)"e @), Gosip(n / o DI

Note that the exact expressions are for v, = 1 and kg7 = 1. Furthermore, the chemical potential difference Ay for
these models are given in Table I. Using these results, we have tested the inequality (S35) in Figure S6 for different
choices of P,(z). The prior P,(x) is sampled as

Py(z) = i e T (S94)
20=0 it

with s = 10. We generate random values of k¢ and p, by drawing k¢ from a uniform distribution [0,5] and
from another uniform distribution [—1, 6], independently for each value of ¢. This gives us a random P,(z). Other
parameters p and Ap are obtained using the same procedure as before. Using these, we obtain one data point (gray
symbol) in Figure S6. This procedure is then repeated 5 x 10% times for each model. For better visibility of the plot,

we have again rescaled both sides of (S35) by p and plotted Z, ;) (p, Ap) /ﬁ G A,uAp/éLﬁln 2. Figure S6 clearly

demonstrates that (S35) is satisfied even in the non-equilibrium regime.
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FIG. S6. We have plotted Z, ;) (p, Ap) /ﬁ vs ApAp/4ﬁln2 for all four models to test the inequality (S35). For each data

point, the prior probability is randomly generated by following the procedure in Eq. (S94). We clearly see that (S35) is satisfied
even in the strongly non-equilibrium regime.

VII. HIGHER DIMENSION

In this section, we show that the perturbative method developed in section II can also be extended to higher
dimensional models. We consider a d-dimensional lattice system graph whose sites are labelled by the index i =
(i1,42, -+ ,iq). As shown in Figure S7, the system is connected to two reservoirs p; and pg respectivly at iy =
(1,492,453 ,iq) and in= (N,ig,i3- -+ ,iq) with N being the separation between the two reservoirs. Such a scenario
also arises in experiments where an embryo has morphogen inputs and outputs at its two poles [1]. At other sites, a
particle can jump symmetrically to any of its neighbouring sites following some dynamical rule.

When p;, and pgr are well separated, i.e. N is large, we anticipate the local equilibrium to hold true even in this
higher dimensional set-up. Then the probability density to observe a density ¢ in a small volume v, at site iis

Plali) ~ oxp |~ 125 (60 (0) - Guc () ) (595)

where p; and pi; are the local average density and local chemical potential and G, (g) is given in terms of the Helmholtz
free energy a(g) per unit volume as

0
Gu-(9) = alg) — puzg and p; = C(;(gg)

(S96)

‘g:p;

As discussed in the one-dimensional case, the precise form of p; depends on the specific model. Yet it is possible to
perform an expansion of p; to capture the leading near-equilibrium behaviour. The first two terms in this expansion
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PL PR

FIG. S7. Higher dimensional lattice system with two particle reservoirs at densities pr, and pr. At other sites, a particle can
jump symmetrically to any of its neighbouring sites with some rate.

are
_ 211 7 o 2
prp+ (1= | AptLa(ip) Ap™. (S97)

To write the coeflicient of the linear Ap term, we use the symmetry that the density should remain invariant under
the transformation pr, < pgr and (i1,42,43, - ,iq) = (N — 41,429,453, - ,4q). Moreover it should be independent of
12,13, - ,1q according to the diffusion equation.

Plugging this form of density in Eq. (S95), we can proceed exactly as in section II and obtain

Ap v, A
i) (7 8) < Tt (S98)

= 4kgTIn2’

This is a universal bound valid for any choice of prior as long as the system is near equilibrium.

VIII. PROOF OF THE RELATIONS IN EQ. (527)

For a system in equilibrium, we stated some relations in Eq. (S27) that give central moments of the density in terms
of the derivatives of the associated free energy. Here, we present a mathematical proof of these relations. Note that
the probability distribution to observe a density n inside a volume v, at equilibrium is given by

v

rla(n)—a(p)—p(n—p)]

P ¢ S99
ea(n) = [ dn o mErlm-a@-it=p]’ (599)
where p = (n)eq is the average density, and f is the chemical potential related to p by
__ da(p)
= . S100
=0 (S100)
For simplicity, we choose kT = 1 and v, = 1. Eq. (S99) can be further simplified as
exp[—a(n) +pn] _
P.y(n) = 7 , with Zp = [ dn exp[—a(n) + fn]. (S101)
P .
Any moment of the density can be computed by taking the derivative of the partition function Zp
10"z
(n*)eq - (S102)

7o
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A. Variance of n

Putting £ = 2 in Eq. (S102), we get the second moment

10°Zp 0 [ 1 0Zp 1 9Zp)*
(Neqg =75 =5 | o= | + |- | - (S103)
Zp Of on | Zp Op Zp O
Now identifying [Z%) giﬂ = p, one can rewrite the above expression as
_ _ dp
72(p) = (n)eq — P* = ﬁ (5104)
To simplify further, we take i from Eq. (S100) and take its derivative with p to get as(p) = 2—’;. Plugging this in
Eq. (5104) yields
1
P~ )

This relation gives us the equilibrium variance of the density in terms of the underlying free energy of the system.

B. Third central moment of n

We next look at the third moment for which we put k¥ = 3 in Eq. (S102). This gives
1 93Zp 1 9

3\ _ 2
<n >eq - Zp 8'&3 Zp aﬂ [ZP <1’L >eQ]’
_ o(n?)e
= 5 (nP)eq + T (S106)

To evaluate the derivative with i, we use Eqgs. (S100) and (S104) as % = % g—g = 03(p) 3(757;)“‘. Furthermore,

we also write (n?)eq = 02(p) + p. The expression of (n?)., then becomes

9o (5
()eq =39 22p) + 7 + 02(p) 2. (s107)
With this expression, the third central moment o3(p) = ((n — p)3)eq turns out to be
_ _, Ooa(p _ _
74(5) = 92(9) P = ~oa(p) (), (S108)

where for the second equality, we have used Eq. (S105). Proceeding in the same, one can show that the fourth central
moment is

74(7) = ~02(p)* a1(9) + — = [o3(7) + (). (8109)

IX. DERIVATION OF THE HELMHOLTZ FREE ENERGY

Here, will derive the expression for the Helmholtz free energy a(g) per unit volume. For simplicity, we will focus
on the zero-range process, as the mathematical procedure for other models is essentially the same. From Eq. (S27),
we see that the second derivative of a(p) is related to the variance of density o2(p) = (g?) — p? in equilibrium. Thus,
we begin with the computation of the variance.

At equilibrium, the entire system has the same density including at the boundaries p;, = pr = p, and the probability
to observe a density g = n/v. about a small volume v, of a lattice site follows from Eq. (S70) to be

ep)7" 12
(vep) withg=0,L 2.3 . (S110)

Plg)= —<
(9) (14 vep)?oett’ v v v
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Here p = (g) and is related to the model parameters as

Vep = = , (S111)
The density variance is
o (1
o2(p) =p ( + p) : (5112)
Using Eq. (527)

az(p) 1 (S113)

The integration with respect to p gives

ai(p)

=1In (vep) — In (1 + vep) + M, (S114)
kgT

where M is the integration constant. To evaluate it, we first note that when p — oo, Eq. (S111) gives oy, — 8. This

means that 5 — 0 is possible when the chemical potential py, ~ In(ay/8L) goes to zero. Since ay(p) is related to the

chemical potential through Eq. (S10), we must have a(p — 0o) = 0. Plugging this in Eq. (S114) then gives M = 0.
Performing one more integration

Zg = pln (vep) — (1)1 + ﬁ> In (1+ vep) . (5115)

This gives us the Helmholtz free energy a(p) per unit volume for the ZRP model. The same analysis can be repeated
for other models as well and the results can be summarised as follows

Pl (vep) + (/v — p)In(1 — vep),  SSEP
a(p) | P (vep) - (i + ﬁ) In (1 + vep) , ZRP
kgT pln (v.p) — p, IRW

pln (vep) — (m + ﬁ) In(m+v.p).  SSIP
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