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We show that finite physical clocks always have well-behaved signals, namely that every waiting-
time distribution generated by a physical process on a system of finite size is guaranteed to be
bounded by a decay envelope. Following this consideration, we show that one can reconstruct the
distribution using only operationally available information, namely, that of the ordering of the ticks
of one clock with the respect to those of another clock (which we call the reference), and that the
simplest possible reference clock — a Poisson process — suffices.

Time and I have quarrelled. All hours are
midnight now. I had a clock and a watch, but I
destroyed them both. I could not bear the way
they mocked me.

Jonathan Strange & Mr Norrell
Suzanna Clark
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I. INTRODUCTION

a. Motivation. Clocks come in various shapes and
sizes, but the most recognisable are those that ‘tick’, that
is to say, they occasionally emit a clearly observable sig-
nal to indicate that a particular unit of time has passed,
be it a second, an hour or any other time interval. By
doing so, the time of an observer is split into segments,
each marked by a different number of ticks counted by
the clock.

An ideal clock would mark these intervals with per-
fect regularity, each tick arriving after exactly the same
change in the background time. In reality, no clock is
able to do so, whether for reasons of finite size [1–3], fi-
nite resources [4], or just experimental imperfections. For
a non-ideal clock, the timing of the ticks is not a fixed
stable constant, but rather a fluctuating quantity. Math-
ematically we quantify this by speaking of the probability
density function of the time of arrival of the ticks, a func-
tion Pr(T1 = t1, T2 = t2, ...) that measures the likelihood
that the first tick T1 happened at t1, the second at t2 and
so on. For a clock whose ticks form an i.i.d. sequence, this
is determined by the waiting-time distribution of a sin-
gle tick, Pr(Tn − Tn−1 = t). More generally, as long as
the ticks are identically distributed, the asymptotic be-
haviour of the clock is encapsulated in its full counting
statistics, namely the moments of the number of ticks of
the clock for large enough time t.
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When we observe a clock, however, we cannot observe
these distributions directly as we have no access to t:
the background time that our systems are dancing to the
tune of. The only manner in which we can access t is
via a clock itself — thus the only way for us to observe
the ticks of one clock is to compare them to those of
another. Thus arises a natural question: is it possible to
use the operationally available information — that of the
ordering of the ticks of one clock with respect to those of
another reference clock — to reconstruct the full abstract
information of the first clock, i.e. its probability density
function?

b. Setting. In this paper, we show that for a clock
whose ticks form an identically distributed sequence, we
can indeed reconstruct the distribution by using arguably
the simplest possible reference clock: an i.i.d. Poisson
process. If the ticks of the clock of interest are also in-
dependent — so that its probability density function for
many ticks is determined by that of a single tick — then
we recover the waiting-time distribution of a single tick.1
More generally, we can always recover the full counting
statistics of the clock.

The method of reconstruction works by determining
the moments of the waiting-time distribution, and thus
relies on them being well-behaved in a certain sense. In
that light, we also prove here that every waiting-time dis-
tribution generated by a physical process on a system of
finite size (as measured by its Hilbert space) is guaran-
teed to fulfill this requirement, and provide a sufficient
criterion for the infinite-dimensional case by considering
the Lindbladian dynamics of the system.

c. Contribution. Our result is a key conceptual step
in the operational characterisation of clocks, a ‘tomogra-
phy of time-signals’ so to speak. It shows that even the
simplest clocks are good references given enough mea-
surements; that describing a clock signal w.r.t. back-
ground time does make sense since we can operationally
access it; and finally — unsurprisingly — that the fre-
quency of the reference together with the memory of mul-
tiple measurements are resources in this process.

d. Structure. The paper is structured as follows.
First, in Sec. II we clarify what we mean by by a clock
and show that all clocks whose dynamics are generated
by a finite state space have well-behaved delay functions.
In Sec. III we provide both mathematical and physical
reasons for regarding the Poisson process as the simplest
and most imprecise reference clock. This is followed in
Sec. IV by the method of reconstruction of the moments
and characteristic function, and Sec. V discusses the
rate of convergence in the finite sampling case, based on
the rate of the Poisson reference. Sec. VI considers the
reconstruction of non-iid clocks, before we conclude in
Sec. VII.

1 Also referred as the delay function in some literature.

II. FINITE CLOCKS ALWAYS HAVE WELL
BEHAVED SIGNALS

a. Modelling the dynamics of a clock. To under-
stand the ticks generated by an imperfect clock, we have
to model both the ticks and the physical system that
generates them. This is customarily done via a bipar-
tite structure: one has an internal clockwork (C) that
is coupled to a classical integer-labelled register (T ), the
latter of which indicates how many ticks the clock has
recorded. Any measurement of the observer is only upon
T , the internal clockwork is left undisturbed. Crucially,
while the register is strictly classical, the clockwork may
be quantum-mechanical in nature. For a deeper discus-
sion of this model and how it arises among time-keeping
models in general, see [5]. We summarise the central
points here.

At any given time, the information about the state of
the clockwork and register is encoded in the following
statistical ensemble or density matrix upon their joint
Hilbert space HC ⊗HT :

ρ̃CT (t) =
∑
n

ρ
(n)
C (t)⊗ |n⟩⟨n|T , (1)

where the ρ(n)C (t) are semi-positive matrices whose sum
is normalised. The information solely related to ticks
is encoded only upon the register, this is obtained by
tracing out (ignoring) the state of the clockwork:

ηT (t) =
∑
n

TrC

[
ρ
(n)
C (t)

]
|n⟩⟨n|T ≡ {Pr(n|t)}n . (2)

The distribution is generally not deterministic, reflecting
the uncertainty in the number of recorded ticks of an
imperfect clock.

Furthermore, it is assumed that the register evolves
serially and irreversibly, i.e. that the register state can
only move one step at a time from n to n + 1. Both
of these simplifications suggest themselves directly from
the behaviour of real clocks that we observe; we employ
them in this work. Note that both can be relaxed for
more general models, in particular the latter assumption
of irreversibility when working with entropic clocks.

One can describe the behaviour of the ticks of the clock
by their time of arrival, i.e. the moment in time Tn that
the register state changes from n− 1 to n. For imperfect
clocks, these are not determined times; rather, one has a
probability distribution for them, denoted by Pr(Tn = t).
One can shift between the time-of-arrival picture and of
the number-of-ticks picture above (2) via the relation:

Pr(Tn = t) = − d

dt

n−1∑
m=0

Pr(m|t). (3)

b. Self-contained clocks and the assumption of self-
timing. It is customary when describing the dynamics
of a ticking clock to take it to be self-timed, i.e., that its



3

dynamics is time-independent and dependent only upon
its own state. This ensures that all of the resources and
time-keeping of the clock are contained within its descrip-
tion rather than arising from an external hidden clock.
Under this assumption, the dynamics can be simply ex-
pressed as arising from a Lindbladian generator L̃CT , al-
beit one that maintains the bipartite structure from (1),
in particular the classical nature of the tick register.

c. Reset clocks: i.i.d. ticks. We take as a starting
point the case of reset clocks (equivalently i.i.d. clocks).
These have the property that the moment the clock ticks
the clockwork returns to a particular fixed state regard-
less of the dynamics leading up to the tick. This ensures
that the process of each tick is independent of the previ-
ous one as well as identical. As a result, the distribution
of the time of arrival of every tick is entirely determined
by that of a single tick, that of the clock when it begins
in the fixed post-tick state (referred to as the reset state),
via the n-fold convolution:

Pr(Tn = t) = ω(t)◦n, (4)

where ω(t) is the waiting-time distribution of a single tick
(alternatively, as the delay function).

d. Moments and the moment generating function.
One manner of recovering the waiting-time distribution
ω(t) of an unknown clock is by finding its moments Mj :

Mj =

∫ ∞

0

tjω(t)dt, (5)

where j ∈ Z+. If the distribution is well-behaved in a
certain sense, then it is uniquely determined by the full
set of moments {Mj}. In particular, the relation is one-
to-one in the case that the moment generating function
M is well-defined in a finite region. More precisely, given

M(x) =

∫ ∞

0

etxω(t)dt, (6)

the distribution ω is uniquely determined by its moments
Mj if there exists some a > 0 such that M(x) is finite
for x < a.

e. The moment generating function of finite clocks.
Our first result is that for clocks whose dynamics are
generated by a finite state space — so that HC can be
taken to be of finite size — and which are guaranteed to
tick eventually, the moment generating function is well-
defined in a finite neighbourhood. We outline the argu-
ment here, the full proof is detailed in Appendix A. We
prove the statement by showing that ω(t) falls under an
exponential envelope e−at for some a > 0, so that M(x)
exists for x < a.

Proof outline. Under Lindbladian evolution the state
of the clock and register at any time is the exponential
eL̃t[ρ̃0], where ρ̃0 is an arbitrary initial state. The gener-
ator is infinite-dimensional — thanks to the register —
however, as we are only interested in a single tick of the
clock, we can construct a reduced scenario wherein the

dynamics after the first tick is ignored, giving us a finite
state space of size d + 1, where d is the dimension of
the clock Hilbert space and the extra space is to denote
the clock having ticked, a state we label as |tick⟩. The
reduced Lindbladian L′ is also finite and has the same
dynamics for the first tick as the original.

The eigenvalues of the generator are either zero (cor-
responding to steady states) or negative (corresponding
to decaying states). If the clock is guaranteed to tick
eventually, then the only steady state is |tick⟩. One can
now express the difference between the initial state of the
clock and the steady state in terms of the eigenmatrices
of L′:2

ρ′0 − |tick⟩⟨tick| =
∑
i

ciσi. (7)

We argue that every eigenmatrix appearing in the above
sum must correspond to an eigenvalue with a strictly
negative real part; this follows by applying the evolution
operator and taking t→ ∞. The left side goes to zero as
ρ′0 → |tick⟩⟨tick| while |tick⟩⟨tick| is preserved. The right
side gains exponentials eλit where λi are the eigenvalues
of L′. For this to go to zero, every λi must have a negative
real part.

By picking the eigenvalue with real part closest to zero,
we obtain a lower bound on the decay rate of the above
expression. This, in turn, allows us to obtain the same
lower bound on the waiting-time distribution. From this,
we can show that the moment generating function exists
for x < a where a = −maxℜ(λi) > 0 (the zero eigen-
value is excluded in the maximisation).

III. A POISSON PROCESS: THE SIMPLEST
TICKING CLOCK

Next, we turn to the reference, which we pick to be
arguably the simplest and most widely available resource:
a Poisson process. Viewed as a clock, it is specified by
the Poisson distribution of rate γ: in a time interval of
t the probability distribution of the number of ticks seen
from this clock is

Pr(NR = n|t) = (γt)ne−γt

n!
. (8)

An equivalent description of a Poisson process is via its
waiting-time distribution: the probability density func-
tion of the time between one tick and the next is the
exponential decay:

Pr(Tn − Tn−1 = t) = γe−γt. (9)

2 If the generator is not diagonalisable then one has generalised
eigenmatrices. The proof in Appendix A deals with this general
case.
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The most distinctive example of a Poisson process is the
decay of a radioactive atom.

The Poisson process has the property of being mem-
oryless in the sense that in an infinitesimal interval of
time dt, the probability of a tick being seen is γdt and
is entirely independent of the history of ticks and thus
there are no correlations across time. This is in contrast
to a perfectly regular clock whose probability density of
ticking is highly correlated with the history of ticks.

The simplicity of the Poisson process is also seen with
respect to the precision measure P = µ2/σ2, where µ
is the first moment of the waiting-time and σ2 is the
variance of the same. This measure derives from the
question: how many ticks of an i.i.d. clock (which the
Poisson process is) must we see before the variance of the
ticks is as large as the expected interval between them?
The better the clock the higher P is expected to be. For
the Poisson process, we have P = 1 only.

We can also argue that the Poisson process is trivial
from a complexity viewpoint: one can describe its dy-
namics without the need of a clockwork, i.e., its time
evolution depends only upon the entry in the register T :

ηT =

∞∑
n=0

Pr(n|t) |n⟩⟨n|T , (10)

d

dt
η = L [η] = γ

(
ΓηΓ† − 1

2

{
Γ†Γ, η

})
, (11)

where Γ =

∞∑
0

|n+ 1⟩⟨n| . (12)

Thus, from the property of being memoryless, having
minimal precision, and the emergence in systems of min-
imal complexity, the Poisson process suggests itself as
the simplest possible clock. And yet, as we proceed to
demonstrate, it makes a perfectly good reference.

The simplicity of the Poisson process allows for a useful
property: increasing the effective rate of the process by
taking many together. If one has ticks produced by two
processes at rates γ1 and γ2, then by combining the two
— i.e. counting a tick from either one as a single tick —
we obtain a new Poisson process of rate γ1 + γ2. This is
handy as we will show that the frequency of our reference
process is a resource, the higher the better.

IV. RECONSTRUCTION OF THE
CHARACTERISTIC FUNCTION OF AN

UNKNOWN CLOCK

Our main result concerns the following scenario: we
have an imperfect clock A whose ticks form an i.i.d. se-
quence so that the probability density function of multi-
ple ticks is determined by that of a single tick:

Pr(T1 = t1,T2 = t2, T3 = t3, ...)

= ω(t1) · ω(t2 − t1) · ω(t3 − t2)... (13)

Figure 1. Measuring one clock against the other. We
characterize the clock A by means of measuring it relative to
a reference clock R, which we model as a Poisson clock. The
observed statistics is then the number of ticks of R between
successive ticks of A.

ω(t) is called the waiting-time distribution, or waiting-
time in short, of the clock. We characterize it by means
of measuring it against a reference clock that we take to
be a Poisson clock R of rate γ. Our observed quantity is
the number of ticks of R between successive ticks of A;
see Fig. 1. This itself is an i.i.d. variable: the probability
of seeing n ticks of R between the jth and j + 1th tick of
A is simply the product probability of the waiting-time
being t and the Poisson process probability of n given
parameter γt:

Pr(NR = n, Tj+1 − Tj = t) = Pr(NR = n|t) · ω(t). (14)

As the number of measurements increases, we can es-
timate the probability of observing n ticks of R given the
clock A:

pn =

∫ +∞

0

Pr(NR = n|T = t) ω(t) dt (15)

=

∫ +∞

0

(γt)ne−γt

n!
ω(t) dt (16)

We can write down the kth moments of the distribution
{pn}n (which can be interpreted as the moments of the
reference R relative to the clock A),

mk(ω, γ) =

+∞∑
n=0

nkpn =

+∞∑
n=1

nk
∫ +∞

0

(γt)ne−γt

n!
ω(t)dt.

(17)

To simplify this expression, we make use of the moments
of the Poisson distribution Pr(NR = n|T = t), which can
be written compactly as 3

Mk(t) =

+∞∑
n=1

nk Pr(NR = n|T = t) (18)

=

k∑
j=1

(γt)j
{
k

j

}
, (19)

3 For completeness, we include the derivation in Appendix B.
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where the braces
{
k
j

}
denote the Stirling numbers of the

second kind, which count the number of ways to partition
a set of k objects into j non-empty subsets. Substituting
into (17), we obtain

mk(ω, γ) =

∫ +∞

0

k∑
j=1

{
k

j

}
(γt)jω(t)dt (20)

=

k∑
j=1

{
k

j

}
γjMj(ω), (21)

where Mj(ω) is the jth moment of the waiting-time of
the measured clock A.

Hence, having access to all relative moments mk(ω, γ),
we are able to reconstruct all the moments of the mea-
sured clock. The explicit expression is given by the in-
verse Stirling transform of the sequence {mk(ω, γ)},

Mk(ω) =
1

γk

k∑
j=1

(−1)k−j

[
k

j

]
mj(ω, γ), (22)

where the square brackets
[
k
j

]
denote the unsigned Stir-

ling numbers of the first kind, counting the number of
permutations of k elements with j cycles. For example,
the first and the second clock moments have the form

γM1(ω) = m1(ω, γ); (23)

γ2M2(ω) = m2(ω, γ)−m1(ω, γ), (24)

with the following moments formed in an analogous man-
ner. The moment generating and characteristic functions
can then be reconstructed as

M(x) =

∞∑
j=0

xj

j!
Mj(ω); (25)

C(x) =
∞∑
j=0

(ix)j

j!
Mj(ω). (26)

The above analysis implicity assumes that the rate γ
of the Poisson process is known. However, even if γ is un-
known, one may still access the moments of the clock rela-
tive to the timescale of the reference, i.e. γjMj . One may
then reconstruct the moment-generating and characteris-
tic functions M(γx) and C(γx) analogously to the above.
This is consistent with a fundamental fact about time-
keeping: all measured time intervals are in relation to the
timescale of some physical process; our current standard
is the ground-state hyperfine transition frequency of the
Cs-133 atom. Thus any characterisation of a clock must
necessarily be expressed w.r.t. the timescale of another
reference clock, as is the case in this work.

V. FINITE SAMPLING: FREQUENCY AS A
RESOURCE

The results of the previous section show that one
could recover the waiting-time distribution of an un-

known clock using any Poisson process as a reference,
albeit in the asymptotic limit of infinite ticks. In this
section we derive error bounds on the estimates of the
clock moments in the case of a finite number of ticks,
proving the robustness of the results. Of specific interest
is how the error depends upon the finite frequency γ of
the reference clock. An important conclusion we draw is
that the error has independent contributions from both
the innate fluctuations of the clock of interest as well as
the finite nature of γ.

Consider that one has a finite sample size of N with el-
ements X1, . . . , XN . Note that each sample corresponds
to the interval between one tick of the unknown clock
and the next, with Xi the number of ticks of the refer-
ence clock in between. We can then use (22) and (17) to
construct an estimator M̃k for the kth moment Mk(ω) of
the waiting time of the clock,

M̃k =
1

γk

k∑
j=1

(−1)k−j

[
k

j

] N∑
m=1

njm
N

(27)

We analyse this estimator in Appendix C. It is unbi-
ased, so that ⟨M̃k⟩ =Mk(ω). By calculating its variance,
we can apply Chebyshev’s inequality for the probability
that the estimate is off by a fraction θ

Pr

(∣∣∣∣∣M̃k

Mk
− 1

∣∣∣∣∣ ≥ θ

)
≤ 1

Nθ2

( 1

P (k)
+

1

γ

M2k−1(ω)

M2
k (ω)

+O

(
1

γ2

))
, (28)

where we have defined the “precision of the kth clock
moment” as the ratio

P (k) =
M2

k (ω)

M2k(ω)−M2
k (ω)

(29)

In the case of k = 1, this corresponds to a standard
precision/accuracy measure, see [2–6], and corresponds
to the inverse of the Fano Factor for stochastic processes
[5, 7].

We can understand (28) as the confluence of multiple
factors. Firstly, the product (Nθ2)−1 implies that the
same size scales quadratically with our confidence inter-
val θ. Within the error there are — to first order in γ−1

— two independent contributions. Firstly, the precision
P (k): it is scale invariant, i.e. it does not change under
speeding up the clock by a factor of a via the transfor-
mation ω(t) → a ω(at).4 Thus P (k) is a measure of the
fluctuations of the clock moment w.r.t. its own timescale,
and contributes to the error independently of the refer-
ence. Indeed one could repeat this analysis with a perfect
reference instead of a Poissonian, in this case the error

4 If ω(t) → a ω(at), then Mk(ω) → a−kMk(ω)
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reduces to only the term involving P (k). The second term
may be understood as a comparison between the scale of
the clock moment and that of the reference, as the ratio
M2k−1(ω)/M

2
k (ω) scales by a under the speeding up of

the clock as described above; here is where the frequency
of the reference clock is important. As an illustrative
example, the expression for the first moment is

Pr

(∣∣∣∣∣M̃1

m1
− 1

∣∣∣∣∣ ≥ θ

)
=

1

Nθ2

(
1

P (1)
+
ν

γ

)
, (30)

where P (1) is the aforementioned precision and ν =
1/M1(ω) is the average frequency of the measured clock
(there are no contributes of O(γ−2) in this case). There
are thus two independent contributions to the error: the
clocks own uncertainty given by 1/P (1) and the rela-
tive frequency ν/γ between the measured clock and the
reference Poisson process. An important consequence
is that increasing γ is useful only up to a point: once
ν/γ ≪ 1/P (1) the clock’s own fluctuations will domi-
nate the error rendering a further increase in the Poisson
rate superfluous, a similar statement holds for the higher
moments (bounds derived in Appendix C).

VI. RECONSTRUCTING A NON I.I.D. CLOCK

The clock of interest has so far been taken to be irre-
versible and reset, the first implying that a tick cannot
be reversed, and the second resulting in every tick being
identical to the rest. While these are idealised proper-
ties, real clocks may not fulfill them perfectly. This is,
for instance, the case for clocks constructed out of ther-
modynamic processes [4, 7, 8]. Here, every stochastic
jump present in the dynamics — such as the one that
makes the register of the clock increase by 1 — implies
the presence of the reverse process, which cannot be set
to zero unless one assumes an infinite entropy production.

For a clock whose register can move both ways, there
is no notion of a time-of-arrival of a tick, but the num-
ber of ticks recorded by the register is still a well-defined
quantity. Assuming that the clock is still self-timed, so
that a time-independent Lindbladian operator exists to
describe the behaviour of the clock, the long-time be-
haviour of the moments of the number of ticks is given
by polynomials in t:

⟨nj⟩ =
j∑

i=0

α
(j)
i ti. (31)

All of the coefficients, with the exception of α(j)
0 , are

uniquely determined by the Lindbladian; the latter is
dependent on the choice of the initial state of the clock.
Thus, the long-time behaviour is entirely encapsulated
by the set of coefficients {αj

i}i,j (i ≥ 1), the so-called full
counting statistics of the process.

These may also be recovered using a Poisson reference
clock. In this case, the tick of the target clock is not

well-defined, so we rather use the ticks of the reference.
One may wait for n ticks of the reference clock and then
measure the number of ticks k of the target. By repeat-
ing this procedure, one may calculate the moments ⟨kj⟩
(which we label by mj(A, γ, n)) from which the coeffi-
cients α(j)

i are determined. The full details are found in
Appendix D.

For instance, the current of ticks and the rate of vari-
ance of the current (i.e., the first two cumulants of the
full counting statistics) of the target clock are estimated
from

J∞ = γ
m1(A, γ, n)

n
, (32)

Σ∞ = γ

(
m2(A, γ, n)−m1(A, γ, n)

2

(
1 +

1

n

))
, (33)

from which the precision P = J∞/Σ∞ may be calcu-
lated — this is the same as the precision introduced ear-
lier, reducing to the earlier expression in the case of reset
clocks.

VII. DISCUSSION & OUTLOOK

a. Justifying abstract information measures. Most
recent literature on ticking clocks quantifies their ac-
curacy via the waiting-time distribution, especially the
mean and variance thereof [2–4, 6, 9]. It is usually
easier to deal with than operational measures such as
in [1]. However, this is only justified if the waiting-time
is recoverable from an operational scenario, and without
too much difficulty. The contribution of our work is a
strong positive result in that direction, placing the ab-
stract information-theoretical characterisation of clocks
performed in the literature so far on a sound operational
footing.

On its own, it also represents a type of operational clock
tomography : the process of recovering the properties of
a clock from measurements made w.r.t. to other clocks.
Note that our method of reconstruction may be consid-
ered to be incoherent and in the time domain: incoher-
ent, because it works via a tick register that both clocks
interact with incoherently; in the time domain, because
the relevant object is the sequence of ticks. In contrast,
the current method of feedback in atomic clocks is co-
herent and in the frequency domain. There, the (laser)
clock interacts coherently with the reference (Cs atoms),
and the output is a measure of how well the frequencies
of the target and the reference match.

Our work thus opens up a new type of tomography
for clocks. A relevant question is whether one can also
perform feedback on clocks in a similar manner, i.e. by
using the tick sequence rather than an interferometric
method as is the current standard.

b. The assumption of i.i.d. Throughout this work,
we have restricted ourselves to i.i.d. clocks for the refer-
ence and self-timed clocks as targets. While for random
processes in general this is typically a highly restrictive
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assumption, it is not entirely so for clocks. Firstly, there
are fundamental processes that are i.i.d., such as the de-
cay of unstable atomic and nuclear states; indeed, our
current definition of the second is in terms of such a tran-
sition. Thus, the notion of an i.i.d. reference clock is not
without merit. As for the target being self-timed, con-
sider that this is not the case. Then one has two regimes,
loosely speaking: either the drifts in the dynamics of the
clock are slow w.r.t. its own timescale, or they are fast.

In the former case, which includes all of the clocks that
we currently construct, one may still perform tomogra-
phy as described in this paper. On short timescales, this
gives us a snapshot of the clock as it is; repeating it on
longer timescales provides a measurement of the drift in
the dynamics. This is the point of measures of frequency
stability, such as the Allan variance, meant to isolate
both the intrinsic “shot noise” and the drift.

In the latter case of fast-drifting dynamics, applying
the method described here will lead to results of repeated
measurements that do not converge at all, showing that
the clock is, in fact, unstable.

Thus, the results described in this work are still appli-
cable to non-i.i.d. targets if used carefully.

c. Operational time. While our work has employed
the notion of background Schrödinger time to ensconce
the results, it would be interesting to translate them into
a setting where time is treated more operationally. That
is, where there is no notion of a ‘continuous background
time’; rather, the sequence of ticks from various clocks
is the fundamental object from which a time reference is
defined.

There are natural analogues within this picture to the
background case. For instance, consider a Poisson pro-
cess, which represents a clock with no memory of t. In
the absence of background time there is no such object,
however there is a relational equivalent: a Bernoulli se-
quence [10]. This is a collection of two or more clocks
with the property that given the sequence of ticks so far,
the probability that the next tick is from any one of the
clocks is a fixed probability independent of the history
of ticks. Thus the analogue of having a Poissonian refer-
ence R would be to have a pair of clocks Q,R that form
a Bernoulli sequence of ticks. Either of them may then
take over the role of an operational background.

Similarly, the simplest case of an unknown clock — a
reset clock — has a relational analogue as well. We may
look at the sequence of ticks formed by the clock of inter-
est A with R, and separately with Q, with probabilities
p
(m)
n and q(m)

n of there being n ticks of R (or Q) between
the mth and (m+ 1)(th) tick of A. If these are indepen-
dent of m, then A can be said to be a reset clock w.r.t.
both Q and R.

In such a scenario we may repeat the analysis in Sec.
IV to recover the moments of the clock of interest, either
w.r.t. Q or to R. However, in the absence of background
time, the analysis is complicated by additional correla-
tions. That is, unlike in the case of continuous t, here
the moments w.r.t. Q may not be recoverable from the

moments w.r.t. R due to the possible presence of correla-
tions in the tick sequence of all three clocks that are not
visible in any of the marginal tick sequences of a pair of
them.

An interesting direction of future research is to explore
this operational scenario in more detail.

d. General reference clocks. The Poisson process
suggests itself as a reference clock due to its simplicity,
it is in a sense the most freely available one, in addi-
tion to being very analytically tractable as our results
demonstrate. It is nonetheless interesting to consider
how other references might be employed to characterise
an unknown clock. For instance, in Appendix E we
show that estimates and bounds can be constructed if
the reference is sub-Poissonian — i.e. with a precision
P (1) > 1. Deriving sharper bounds for relevant reference
clocks would be an interesting future question.

e. Relativistic generalizations. Finally, an impor-
tant future direction is to consider scenarios where the
clocks are embedded in some spacetime structure: here
the goal will be to reconstruct the the clock properties
w.r.t. the spacetime background x, t.
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APPENDIX

Appendix A: Proof of existence of moment-generating function for finite clockworks

1. First waiting-time of an elementary ticking clock

To start off, we take the standard model of a ticking clock with a register: the Hilbert space is a direct product of
clockwork and register spaces, the latter being a classical degree of freedom that only contains information about the
number of ticks:

H̃ = HC ⊗HT , (A1)

ρ̃t =

∞∑
n=0

ρ
(n)
t ⊗ |n⟩⟨n|T , (A2)

with dynamics described by a Lindbladian generated semigroup that preserves the classicality of the register, in
addition to the other properties mentioned in the main text namely, that the register only moves forward and by one
step at a time:

L̃ [ρ̃t] = −i [H ⊗ 1T , ρ̃t] +
∑
k

DLk⊗1T
[ρ̃t]

+
∑
j

DJj⊗ΓT
[ρ̃t] , (A3)

where DA is the standard dissispator:

DA [X] = AXA† − 1

2

{
A†A,X

}
, (A4)

and ΓT is the raising operator on the register,

ΓT =

∞∑
n=0

|n+ 1⟩⟨n|T . (A5)

For clarity of notation, we use L̃, ρ̃ to denote the Lindbladian and state on the joint Hilbert space of clockwork and
register, with the L, ρ denoting the same upon the clockwork space alone.

It is more useful to express the dynamics w.r.t. the clockwork states ρ(n)t , each corresponding to a definite number
n of ticks recorded by the register. To do so we define the following operators on the clockwork alone:

L0 [ρ] = −i [H, ρ] +
∑
k

DLk
[ρ] , (A6a)

V =
∑
j

J†
j Jj , (A6b)

L+ [ρ] =
∑
j

JjρJ
†
j . (A6c)

From these we find the equation of motion for the clockwork states to be:

dtρ
(n)
t = L0

[
ρ
(n)
t

]
− 1

2

{
V, ρ

(n)
t

}
+ L+

[
ρ
(n−1)
t

]
, (A7)

where the latter term does not appear for n = 0,

dtρ
(0)
t = L0

[
ρ
(0)
t

]
− 1

2

{
V, ρ

(0)
t

}
. (A8)

Importantly, the equation of motion for n = 0 does not depend on any other clockwork states. This is expected as
the clock is fundamentally irreversible — once it ticks it never goes back. Thus the dynamics of each clockwork state
only depends on itself and the previous ones in the sequence of states.
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The initial state of the register is taken to correspond to no tick having been seen,

ρ̃0 = ρ0 ⊗ |0⟩⟨0|T . (A9)

To find the waiting-time distribution of the first tick we may track the rate of change of the survival probability,
which is the same as the probability of being in the n = 0 state:

ωt = −dtQt = −dt Tr
[
ρ
(0)
t

]
(A10)

= Tr
[
L+

[
ρ
(0)
t

]]
(A11)

= Tr
[
V ρ

(0)
t

]
. (A12)

2. Compression of tick dynamics

As it stands the clock Lindbladian is infinite-dimensional and hence cumbersome to work with. For the purpose
of studying the first waiting-time distribution we do not require all of the dynamics, in particular the dynamics after
the first tick. In view of this we construct a reduced scenario where we keep the dynamics of the first tick the same
and compress the entire space of the clock after ticking into a single one-dimensional Hilbert space.

In technical terms, this corresponds to the following transformation of the Hilbert space. The original Hilbert space
may be expressed as a direct sum:

HC ⊗HT =
⊕
n

H(n)
C , (A13)

where n is the index of the register. We keep the n = 0 space and compress the rest into a one-dimensional space C,
so that the new space is HC ⊕ C, a (d+ 1)-dimensional Hilbert space.

For ease of notation we will use the vector |T ⟩ and operator |T ⟩⟨T | to refer to two things depending on the expression
they fall in:

1. as a one-dimensional state/operator from the new space in expressions of the form |ψ⟩ ⊕ |T ⟩ ∈ HC ⊕ C,

2. as a normalised d+ 1-dimensional state or operator thereupon with support only upon the additional space C,
in expressions of the form |T ⟩ ∈ H ⊗ C.

Our goal is to construct dynamics upon this new space in such a way that the state at any time t would be given
by

ρ
(0)
t ⊕ (1−Qt) |T ⟩⟨T | , (A14)

so that the ‘tick’ space corresponds to the part of the dynamics where the first tick has already happened.
Rather than derive the correct reduced form of the Lindbladian, we state it directly from intuition and prove that

it corresponds to the correct dynamics. Starting from the three operators in (A6), we begin by keeping the dynamics
that are only upon the clockwork, simply appending the null operator on the tick space,

L′
0 = L0 ⊕ 0 |T ⟩⟨T | . (A15)

For the tick dynamics we note that the post-tick state is no longer relevant, thus all of the required information is
in the positive operator V from (A6). Given the spectral decomposition of the original V as

∑
k vk |vk⟩⟨vk|, we first

modify the eigenvectors by adding a null state in the tick space

|v′k⟩ = |vk⟩ ⊕ 0 |T ⟩ , (A16)

and from these we get a set of operators {Ak}k that are sufficient for the tick dynamics, replacing the original set
{Jj}j :

Ak = |T ⟩⟨v′k| . (A17)

By constructing a dissipator from this set we find:∑
k

DAk
[X] = Tr [V ′X] |T ⟩⟨T | − 1

2
{V ′, X} , (A18)
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where V ′ is the new form of V ,

V ′ =
∑
k

A†
kAk = V ⊕ 0 |T ⟩⟨T | . (A19)

Thus the new reduced Lindbladian in full is

L′ [ρ′t] = L′
0 [ρ

′
t]−

1

2
{V ′, ρ′t}+Tr [V ′ρ′t] |T ⟩⟨T | , (A20)

where each term is the direct reduction of the three operators in (A6) in the original description.
To see that the dynamics are the correct one, we note first that by construction the dynamics do not create any

coherence between the tick space and the rest. By picking the initial state to be incoherent w.r.t. the direct sum,

ρ′0 = η0 ⊕ P0 |T ⟩⟨T | , (A21)

we can express the state at a later time t in the same decomposition:

ρ′t = ηt ⊕ Pt |T ⟩⟨T | . (A22)

We can now straightforwardly derive the equations of motion for ηt, Pt by writing the equation of motion (A20)
w.r.t. the decomposition:

dt (ηt ⊕ Pt |T ⟩⟨T |) = (L0 ⊕ 0) [ηt ⊕ Pt |T ⟩⟨T |]−
1

2
{V ⊕ 0, ηt ⊕ Pt |T ⟩⟨T |}+Tr [(V ⊕ 0) (ηt ⊕ Pt)] |T ⟩⟨T | , (A23)

which is seen to split neatly w.r.t. the direct sum into two separate equations:

dtηt = L0 [ηt]−
1

2
{V, ηt} , (A24a)

dtPt = Tr [V ηt] . (A24b)

The first of these is identical to (A8) for the evolution of the clockwork state corresponding to no ticks (A8), while
the second is the equation of motion for the cumulative probability of ticking — compare to (A10). Thus if we pick
η0 = ρ0, P0 = 0 it will be that ηt = ρ

(0)
t for all t, and that Pt will be the probability of having ticked, Pt = 1−Qt.

3. Eigenmatrix decomposition w.r.t. reduced Lindbladian

We proceed to study the new reduced Lindbladian, using the tools from [11] to describe the eigenmatrices of
the Lindbladian. Since the Lindbladian is not diagonalisable in general, it will have both proper and generalised
eigenvectors. We employ the following notation. Consider every instance of an eigenvalue with a proper eigenmatrix
to be denoted by λi and its proper eigenmatrix by σi,0, so that

(L − λi1) [σi,0] = 0. (A25)

To each of these eigenvalues there may also be generalised eigenmatrices that we can take to be a Jordan chain {σi,j},
so that

(L − λi1] [σi,j ] = σi,j−1, (A26)

where j runs from 1 to the dimension of the corresponding Jordan block of the Lindbladian when written in Jordan
form. The entire set of eigenmatrices over i, j form a linearly independent basis for the space of matrices, there are
(d+ 1)2 of them. Importantly, each Jordan chain is of finite size.

The evolution of each eigenmatrix under the Lindbladian operator is simple given its Jordan chain:

eLt [σi,j ] = eλit

j∑
k=0

tj−k

(j − k)!
σj,k = eλitθ(t)i,j , (A27)

where we have denoted by θi,k the fixed polynomial of finite degree in t formed by the eigenmatrices.
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By construction, the tick state is a stationary state, i.e. a proper eigenmatrix of eigenvalue 0,

L′ [|T ⟩⟨T |] = 0. (A28)

Under the assumption that the clock eventually ticks, it is the steady state corresponding to the chosen initial state
of the clock, i.e.

lim
t→∞

eL
′t [ρ′0] = |T ⟩⟨T | . (A29)

Consider therefore the difference between the initial state and the stationary state in terms of the eigenmatrices of
L,

ρ′0 − |T ⟩⟨T | =
∑
i,j

ci,jσi,j . (A30)

Applying the evolution operator eL
′t for large t we see that the LHS goes to 0.

We now argue that the eigenmatrices σi that appear in the RHS of the expression must all correspond to eigenvalues
with negative real part (i.e. decaying eigenmatrices). Consider that this is not the case. Then applying the evolution
operator eL

′t on both sides and taking t large, we would be left with only the non-decaying (zero real part) eigenvalues
on the RHS:

0 =
∑

i:ℜ(λi)=0

∑
j

ci,je
λitθ(t)i,j . (A31)

But this is a contradiction, and thus it must be that ci,j = 0 for all λi with zero real part.
Returning to (A30), we consider the evolution for arbitrary t to get:

eL
′t [ρ′0]− |T ⟩⟨T | =

∑
i

eλit
∑
j

ci,jθ(t)i,j . (A32)

We can obtain the waiting-time distribution by applying V and tracing, resulting in:

ωt = Tr
[
V eLt [ρ0]

]
(A33)

= Tr
[
V ′eL

′t [ρ′0]
]

(A34)

= Tr
[
V ′
(
eL

′t [ρ′0]− |T ⟩⟨T |
)]

(A35)

= Tr

V ′
∑
i

eλit
∑
j

ci,jθ(t)i,j

 . (A36)

Since all of the λi in the above expression have negative real part, the waiting-time distribution must decay
exponentially, albeit multiplied by a finite polynomial in t. To complete the proof that the moment generating
function is well-defined, we consider its definition:

Mx = lim
a→∞

∫ a

0

ωte
xtdt (A37)

= lim
a→∞

∫ a

0

Tr

V ′
∑
i

e(x+λi)t
∑
j

ci,jθ(t)i,j

 dt. (A38)

If we denote by −∆ the real part of the eigenvalue that is closest to zero (least negative), then for all x ∈ (−∆,+∆)
the above limit exists. The integrand is a finite sum of terms, the largest of which (in the large t limit) is at worst of
the form Ae(x−∆)ttN , where N is the largest degree of t appearing in any of the polynomials θi,j , and the constants
A are finite given the finite size of V ′ and the eigenmatrices σi,j .
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4. Summary

We have demonstrated that for any combination of clock initial state and Lindbladian such that the clock definitely
ticks eventually, the moment generating function Mx of the waiting time distribution ωt has a neighbourhood around
0 where it exists, thus the moments of ωt uniquely determine it.

We did this by proving that the state of the clock corresponding to not having ticked yet must itself decay expo-
nentially with a rate that is at least as large as the minimal negative real part of those eigenvalues of the Lindbladian
that have negative real part.

In the absence of the clockwork being finite, it need not be necessary that there is a minimal negative real part for
the eigenvalues of the Lindbladian — one may have an infinite sequence approaching 0. However if there was such a
minimal decay rate for an infinite clockwork, it may be the case that the moment generating function is well-defined,
though in this case one also has to bound the now infinite sum in (A38) to complete the same proof.

Appendix B: Moments of Poisson process

For completeness, here we derive of the moments of Poisson process in terms of the Stirling numbers. To do so, we
need several ingredients.

A kth falling power of x is defined as

xk = x · (x− 1) · · · · · (x− k + 1) =
x!

(x− k)!
. (B1)

The Stirling numbers of the second kind
{
n
k

}
can then be used to convert usual powers to falling powers via

xn =

n∑
k=0

xk
{
n

k

}
. (B2)

The factorial moment of the Poisson distribution (the expectation value of Xk) with mean λ is equal to λk,

E[Xk] =

∞∑
x=k

x!

(x− k)!

λxe−λ

x!
= e−λλk

∞∑
x=0

λx

x!︸ ︷︷ ︸
eλ

= λk. (B3)

Hence, the expectation value of Xn is given by

E[Xn] =

n∑
k=0

E[Xk]

{
n

k

}
=

n∑
k=0

λk
{
n

k

}
. (B4)

Appendix C: Finite sampling errors

Consider that one is estimating the kth moment of the unknown clock from a finite sample of size N , i.e. we have
observed the numbers {n1, ..., nN} of ticks of the reference between ticks of the clock of interest. From (17) in the
main text, we form an estimator first for the relative moments of the reference,

m̃k =

N∑
m=1

nkm
N
, (C1)

and using (22), we obtain the estimate for the clock moment,

M̃k =
1

γk

k∑
j=1

(−1)k−j

[
k

j

] N∑
m=1

njm
N
. (C2)
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To apply Chebyeshev’s inequality for this moment, we require the average and variance of the above estimator, for
which we need its first two moments. The first moment is Mk(ω) itself:

⟨M̃k⟩ =
1

γk

k∑
j=1

(−1)k−j

[
k

j

] N∑
m=1

mk =Mk(ω), (C3)

where we have used (22) again; this confirms the estimator as unbiased. It’s second moment is then

⟨M̃2
k ⟩ =

1

γ2k

k∑
j=1

k∑
r=1

(−1)2k−j−r

[
k

j

][
k

r

] N∑
m=1

N∑
l=1

⟨njmnrl ⟩
N2

(C4)

=
1

γ2k

k∑
j=1

k∑
r=1

(−1)2k−j−r

[
k

j

][
k

r

]
1

N2
(N(N − 1)mj(ω, γ)mr(ω, γ) +Nmj+r(ω, γ)) (C5)

=M2
k (ω)

(
1− 1

N

)
+

1

γ2kN

k∑
j=1

k∑
r=1

(−1)2k−j−r

[
k

j

][
k

r

] j+r∑
s=1

{
j + r

s

}
γsMs(ω), (C6)

where we have used (22) again to turn the sum involving mj(ω, γ)mr(ω, γ) into M2
k (ω), and (21) to express mj+r(ω, γ)

in terms of the clock moments.
We are primarily interested in how the errors scale w.r.t. the frequency γ of our reference, so we keep the zeroth

and first order terms, which compute to

⟨M̃2
k ⟩ =M2

k (ω)

(
1− 1

N

)
+

1

γ2kN

(
γ2kM2k(ω) + γ2k−1M2k−1(ω) +O

(
γ2k−2

))
(C7)

=M2
k (ω) +

1

N

(
M2k(ω)−M2

k (ω)
)
+

1

Nγ
M2k−1(ω) +

1

N
O

(
1

γ2

)
, (C8)

from which the variance of the estimator is

⟨M̃2
k ⟩ − ⟨M̃k⟩

2
=

1

N

(
M2k(ω)−M2

k (ω)
)
+

1

Nγ
M2k−1(ω) +

1

N
O

(
1

γ2

)
. (C9)

Chebyshev’s inequality for the estimate of the kth clock moment thus reads:

Pr
(∣∣∣M̃k −Mk

∣∣∣ ≥ ϵ
)
≤ 1

Nϵ2

(
M2k(ω)−M2

k (ω) +
1

γ
M2k−1(ω) +O

(
1

γ2

))
. (C10)

We convert it to a fractional error by expressing ϵ = θMk,

Pr

(∣∣∣∣∣M̃k

Mk
− 1

∣∣∣∣∣ ≥ θ

)
≤ 1

Nθ2M2
k (ω)

(
M2k(ω)−M2

k (ω) +
1

γ
M2k−1(ω) +O

(
1

γ2

))
(C11)

=
1

Nθ2

(
P (k) +

1

γ

M2k−1(ω)

M2
k (ω)

+O

(
1

γ2

))
, (C12)

where we have denoted the “precision” of the kth moment by

P (k) =
M2k(ω)−M2

k (ω)

M2
k (ω)

. (C13)

The precision is a scale-invariant quantity, i.e. if one changes the waiting-time of the clock of interest from ω(t) to
aω(a ∗ t) — essentially speeding up the clock by a factor of a — the precision is left unaffected. On the other hand,
the ratio of moments M2k−1(ω)/M

2
k (ω) scales as a under such a transformation.

Note that one could perform the same analysis for estimators of mk(ω, γ) rather than Mk(ω). Since the underlying
distribution of the {Xm} has moments {mk(ω, γ)}, according to Chebyshev’s inequality

Pr
(∣∣X̄k −mk(ω, γ)

∣∣ ≥ ϵ
)
≤ m2k(ω, γ)−m2

k(ω, γ)

Nϵ2
. (C14)
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Dividing by the rate γk, and substituting explicit expressions for the moments, we obtain

Pr

(∣∣∣∣∣X̄k

γk
− mk(ω, γ)

γk

∣∣∣∣∣ ≥ ϵ

)
≤

∑2k
j=1

{
2k
j

}
γjMj(ω)−

(∑k
j=1

{
k
j

}
γjMj(ω)

)2
Nϵ2γ2k

(C15)

=
M2k(ω)−M2

k (ω)

Nϵ2
+
k

γ
· (2k − 1)M2k−1(ω)− 2(k − 1)Mk−1Mk

Nϵ2
+

1

Nϵ2
· O
(

1

γ2

)
(C16)

=
M2k(ω)−M2

k (ω)

Nϵ2
+

1

Nϵ2
· O
(
1

γ

)
, (C17)

which is similar in form to that obtained for the estimators of Mk(ω).

Appendix D: Tomography of non-reset clocks

Let us generalize the procedure for finding out the parameters of non-reset clocks. In this case, we can no longer
count just the number of ticks of the reference clock R between the ticks of the target clock A, as each tick of A is
not an independent event. However, we can still reconstruct the waiting time distribution of A by counting the total
number of ticks of the target clock A against the total number of ticks of the reference clock R, which we still model
as a Poisson clock.

The probability of having observed n ticks of the reference clock and k ticks of the target clock at any background
time t is given by

P (n, k|t) = PR(n|t) · PA(k|t). (D1)

Since the ticks of R are i.i.d. and their waiting time is given by the exponential decay distribution γe−γt, the
probability of having counted n ticks at time t is described by the Erlang distribution

PR(n|t) =
e−γtγntn−1

(n− 1)!
. (D2)

Then the conditional probability of observing k ticks of A given n ticks of R can be written as

P (k|n) =
∫ +∞

0

PR(n|t)PA(k|t)dt (D3)

=

∫ +∞

0

e−γtγntn−1

(n− 1)!
PA(k|t)dt. (D4)

Similarly to the consideration for reset clocks, we can write the relative moments of A with respect to R

mj(A, γ, n) =
∞∑
k=0

kjP (k|n) (D5)

=

∫ +∞

0

PR(n|t)PA(k|t)dt (D6)

=

∫ +∞

0

e−γtγntn−1

(n− 1)!

∞∑
k=0

kjPA(k|t)dt. (D7)

We assume that we are already operating in the regime where the target clock A is in its steady state; this can
be done, for example, by waiting for a sufficiently long time5 before starting the statistics count. In this asymptotic
case, we can write A’s counting statistics as polynomials in t [12]

⟨Xj⟩ =
∞∑
k=0

kjPA(k|t) =
j∑

i=0

α
(j)
i ti. (D8)

5 this would be t >> λ−1
min, the inverse of the eignenvalue of the Lindbladian with the smallest real part.
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For example, the first two cumulants of the counting statistics - the asymptotic current and rate of variance of ticks
- are given by

J∞ = α
(1)
1 , (D9)

Σ∞ = α
(2)
1 − 2α

(1)
0 α

(1)
1 , (D10)

from which the precision of A can be calculated using

R =
J∞
Σ∞

. (D11)

Substituting the polynomial into the relative moments expression, we obtain

mj(A, γ, n) =

∫ +∞

0

e−γtγntn−1

(n− 1)!

j∑
i=0

α
(j)
i tidt (D12)

=

j∑
i=0

α
(j)
i

∫ +∞

0

e−γtγnti+n−1

(n− 1)!
dt (D13)

=

j∑
i=0

α
(j)
i

i!

γi

(
n+ i− 1

i

)
(D14)

Taking the limit n→ ∞

lim
n→∞

m1(A, γ, n)

n
=
J∞
γ
. (D15)

Hence, collecting the statistics for the relative moments, we can eventually identify the coefficients α(j)
i , which are

related to individual moments of the waiting time distribution of A.
It is important to note that this method works not only for target clocks A which have a well-defined waiting

time distribution, but also for those which don’t – for example, reversible clock, which have a probability of ticking
backward [5].

a. Error estimation. Using Chebyshev’s inequality, if we repeat the sampling M times, then for the first moment:

Pr

(∣∣∣∣X̄n − J∞
γ

∣∣∣∣ ≥ ϵ

)
≤ ⟨k2⟩ − ⟨k⟩2

Mn2ϵ2
(D16)

=
J2
∞

n(n+1)
γ2 +Σ∞

n
γ − J2

∞
n2

γ2 + α
(2)
0 − (α

(1)
0 )2 − 2α

(1)
0 J∞

n
γ

Mn2ϵ2
(D17)

=
J2
∞

n
γ2 +Σ∞

n
γ + α

(2)
0 − (α

(1)
0 )2

Mn2ϵ2
(D18)

To compare this to the error analysis in the original case (see Sec. V), we label by N the average number of ticks
of the unknown clock that pass in the whole duration of the experiment, this is given by

N =M ∗ n ∗ J∞
γ
, (D19)

and we label by θ the fractional error in the relative frequency of the target to the reference,

ϵ = θ ∗ J∞
γ
. (D20)

After some algebra, we find that the error bound is

Pr

(∣∣∣∣ X̄/nJ∞/γ
− 1

∣∣∣∣ ≥ θ

)
≤ 1

Nθ2

 1

P
+
ν

γ
+
α
(2)
0 −

(
α
(1)
0

)2
nJ/γ

 . (D21)
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This is analogous to the error in the reset case (30) with the additional term due to the influence of the initial state
of a non-reset clock upon the statistics. If we do have a reset clock and begin the experiment at the moment of a tick
of the target clock, then αj

0 = 0 for all j, rendering the two equations identical.
For the above expression, we note that the error is smallest for n maximised. Substituting the maximum value of

n, corresponding to having only one single sample M = 1, we get

Pr

(∣∣∣∣ X̄/nJ∞/γ
− 1

∣∣∣∣ ≥ θ

)
≤ 1

Nθ2

 1

P
+
ν

γ
+
α
(2)
0 −

(
α
(1)
0

)2
N

 . (D22)

Note that multiple samples are required to estimate the higher moments, so we need M > 1 unless we are only
interested in the first moment (the frequency).

Appendix E: Sub-Poissonian processes as a reference

The bound similar to the one discussed for the case when the reference clock is described by a Poisson distribution,
applies to another class of processes called sub-Poissonian [13]. These are described by a distribution with the mean
µ and the moment-generating function bounded by

M(x) ≤ exp (µ(es − 1)) ∀s > 0. (E1)

For example, if all moments of some distribution either coincide or are bounded by corresponding moments of the
Poisson distribution, this distribution is sub-Poissonian.

The moments of sub-Poissonian random variables can be upper bounded by [13]

Mk(X) ≤ µk

 k/µ

log
(
1 + k

µ

)
k

, (E2)

where Mk(X) = E(Xk) is the kth moment of X. Moreover, one can also establish a lower bound for the moments
using Jensen’s inequality

(E(X))
k ≤ E(Xk) ⇒ Mk(X) ≥ µk. (E3)

In our consideration, the mean is given via the average rate of the process γ, that is, µ = γt, for the relative
moments of the measured clock with delay function ω(t) relative to the sub-Poissonian clock the bounds read

∫ +∞

0

(γt)kω(t)dt ≤ mk(ω, sub-Poiss.) ≤
∫ +∞

0

(γt)k

 k/γt

log
(
1 + k

γt

)
k

ω(t)dt. (E4)

The lower bound is proportional to the kth moment of the measured clock; to simplify the upper bound, we use that
for all y > 0, log(1 + y) ≥ y

1+y ,

k

log
(
1 + k

γt

) ≤ k + γt, (E5)

and the final bound on the relative moments reduced to

γkMk(ω) ≤ mk(ω, sub-Poiss.) ≤
∫ +∞

0

(k + γt)kω(t)dt =

k∑
j=0

(
k

j

)
γjkk−jMj(ω). (E6)

This allows us to derive the bound on the variance of kth relative moment for the sample of size N with the sample
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average X̄,

P
( ∣∣∣∣∣X̄k

γk
− mk(ω, sub-Poiss.)

γk

∣∣∣∣∣ ≥ ϵ
)
≤ m2k(ω, sub-Poiss.)−m2

k(ω, sub-Poiss.)
Nγ2kϵ2

(E7)

≤ 1

Nγ2kϵ2

 2k∑
j=0

(
2k

j

)
γj(2k)2k−jMj(ω)− γ2kM2

k (ω)

 (E8)

=
M2k(ω)−M2

k (ω)

Nϵ2
+

1

N
· O
(
1

γ

)
, (E9)

where, similarly to the Poisson-distributed process, in the limit of γ → +∞ the relative measurement of the moments
is as good as the direct one (as given by Chebyshev’s inequality).
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