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For Markov processes over discrete configurations, an asymptotic bound on the uncertainty of
stochastic fluxes is derived in terms of the harmonic mean of decay rates with respect to the sta-
tionary distribution. This bound is necessarily tighter than the bound in terms of the arithmetic
mean, i.e., the activity, known as the kinetic uncertainty relation. What is more, it can always be
saturated. In turn, an exact limit for the uncertainty of first-passage times as well as the optimal
long-time performance of stochastic clocks are established. The results generalise to semi-Markov
processes, including quantum reset processes, where it can be determined when clock performance
improves thanks to coherent driving.

Introduction. Systems with dynamics described by
Markov processes are generally found away from equilib-
rium, with the detailed balance conditions not satisfied at
long times due to the presence of asymptotic currents [1].
Exact results for thermodynamic properties of such sys-
tems are rare and include fluctuations theorems [2–4],
while many, such as fluctuation-dissipation theorem [5],
Onsager [6] or Green-Kubo relations [7, 8], are valid typi-
cally in linear response regime near equilibrium (cf., e.g.,
Refs. [9–12]). Even in the context of equilibrium dynam-
ics, the second thermodynamic only bounds the entropy
change to be non-negative, the fact actually implied by
Jarzynski equality [2], with similar inequalities originat-
ing from any fluctuation theorem.

Recently, a different type of bounds, so called ther-
modynamic [13–15] and kinetic uncertainty relations [16]
have been uncovered, for the asymptotic ratio of the
variance and squared average of integrated stochastic
currents and fluxes, respectively. Those relations have
been since extended to finite times [17–21], first-passage
times [16, 22, 23], as well as, generalised from classi-
cal to quantum dynamics [24–27] and in certain settings
linked to fluctuation theorems [28, 29]. They do not,
however, generally saturate for any choice of currents or
fluxes, as system observables need to be considered as
well [30, 31]. For example, the thermodynamic uncer-
tainty relation is can saturate asymptotically only in the
linear response regime, which occurs for the entropy pro-
duction current [31, 32].

In this work, we show that the bound in the kinetic un-
certainty relation (KUR) [16], which is given by the activ-
ity, can be improved in the long-time limit so that it can
actually be saturated, and thus the ultimate asymptotic
KUR is established. The improved bound is given by the
inverse of the harmonic rather than the arithmetic mean
of the decay rates with respect to the stationary distri-
bution, and coincides with the average observed lifetime
of system configurations rather than their activity. As a
consequence, we find necessary and sufficient condition
for the original KUR to be saturated asymptotically: the
decay rates need to be uniform, in which case the KUR
saturates for the activity flux. Furthermore, thanks to
the asymptotic correspondence between generalised en-

sembles of trajectories [33], the derived uncertainty re-
lation also establishes the ultimate uncertainty relation
for first passage times in the asymptotic limit [16], i.e.,
statistics of times when the integrated flux crosses a given
extensive value.

Beyond the fundamental importance, the new bound
has an operational interpretation in terms of performance
of stochastic clocks [34]. While both of the uncertainty of
stochastic fluxes (or currents [35]) as well as first-passage
times can be considered as figure of merits for the preci-
sion of time estimation, noise correlations in continuous
clock operation are correctly accounted for by Allan vari-
ance [36]. Nevertheless, due to correlations effectively no
longer contributing at long times, all those notations co-
incide, and the universal limit on performance of stochas-
tic clocks is found.

Finally, our results generalise from Markov to semi-
Markov processes, with the bound in so far known
KUR [24, 37] replaced by the ultimate bound generally
distinct from the average lifetime. The semi-Markov pro-
cesses describe stochastic dynamics of classical configura-
tions with memory, but they also capture stochastic tra-
jectories of so called quantum reset or renewal dynam-
ics. For such open quantum systems, we demonstrate
that Hamiltonian driving can improve stochastic clock
performance but optimal estimation in general requires
counting subsequent transitions (cf. Refs. [38, 39]).

Ultimate KUR. For an ergodic Markov pro-
cess, a time-integrated stochastic flux is K(t) =∫ t

0
dt′

∑
jk njk(t

′)αjk, where njk(t) takes value 1 if a
transition from j to k configurations occurs at time t
and 0 otherwise, while αjk are real numbers that define
the choice of the flux. The flux uncertainty is given by
the ratio of the variance ∆2K(t) to the square of its
squared average ⟨K(t)⟩. Our first main result is that the
uncertainty can be asymptotically bounded as

lim
t→∞

t
∆2K(t)

⟨K(t)⟩2
≥

∑
j

pss
j

λj
≥ 1∑

j p
ss
j λj

. (1)

Here, for a system configuration j, pss
j denotes the sta-

tionary probability and λj is the decay rate, which can be
expressed as λj ≡

∑
k wjk for transition rates wjk from j
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to k [the stationary distribution then obeys
∑

j p
ss
j wjk =

pss
k λk].
The first inequality is proven in [43] by using the exact

result for large deviations [40] of Markov processes, the
so called level-2.5 rate function [41, 42]. As the probabil-
ity of no transition occurring when in a configuration j
decays exponentially at the rate λj , 1/λj is the lifetime
of j, and the first bound can be recognised as the average
lifetime in the stationary distribution.

The second inequality, which corresponds to the known
KUR, is typically interpreted as the average rate of
all transitions, i.e., the activity. In Eq. (1), it simply
arises as a consequence of a weighted harmonic mean be-
ing greater than the corresponding weighted arithmetic
mean, 1/(

∑
j p

ss
j /λj) ≤

∑
j p

ss
j λj . From Eq. (1), it fol-

lows that the asymptotic saturation of KUR requires
those means to coincide, which occurs if and only if the
decay rates are uniform (λj = λ). This condition is thus
necessary for the KUR to saturate at long times.

While asymptotically both ⟨K(t)⟩ and ∆2K(t) be-
come linear in time t, the rate of the average is sim-
ply given by limt→∞⟨K(t)⟩/t =

∑
jk p

ss
j wjkαjk. The

rate of variance limt→∞ ∆2K(t)/t =
∑

jk p
ss
k wjkα

2
jk −

2
∑

jklm pss
j wjkαjksklwlmαlm, also involves the dynamics

resolvent with
∑

k sjkwkl = δjl − pss
l =

∑
k wjkskl, but,

thanks to the uncertainty relations in Eq. (1), for any flux
it is still bounded in terms of the stationary distribution
and the transition rates.

Optimal stochastic flux. For the flux,

Kopt(t) ≡
∫ t

0

dt′
∑
jk

njk(t
′)

1

λj
, (2)

we show below that

lim
t→∞

⟨Kopt(t)⟩
t

= 1, lim
t→∞

∆2Kopt(t)

t
=

∑
j

pss
j

λj
. (3)

It directly follows that for any real α ̸= 0, the first
inequality in Eq. (1) saturates for Kα(t) = αKopt(t).
Moreover, a choice of the stochastic flux with αjk =
α/λj + (βj − βk) with real βj , for which we will de-
note time-integral as Kα,β⃗(t), also leads to the equal-
ity in Eq. (1) due to vanishing asymptotic total cur-
rents (that is, limt→∞

∫ t

0
dt′

∑
k[njk(t

′) − nkj(t
′)]/t = 0

for all j [42]). Importantly, this not only means that
such fluxes are optimal, but that the uncertainty rela-
tion cannot be further improved upon, so Eq. (1) is the
ultimate KUR. Furthermore, when the decay rates are
uniform (λj = λ), both inequalities in Eq. (1) saturate,
so this is not only necessary but sufficient for the asymp-
totic saturation of KUR. In that case, the total num-
ber of transitions, N(t) ≡

∑
jk

∫ t

0
dt′

∑
jk njk(t

′) with
limt→∞⟨N(t)⟩/t =

∑
j p

ss
j λj , becomes an optimal choice

of a time-integrated flux [as then N(t) = Kλ(t), but it
can be also optimal in other cases, cf. Fig. 1].

Indeed, since αjk = 1/λj for Kopt(t),
limt→∞⟨Kopt(t)⟩/t =

∑
j(p

ss
j /λj)

∑
k wjk =

∑
j p

ss
j = 1.

Similarly, limt→∞ ∆2Kopt(t)/t =
∑

j(p
ss
j /λ

2
j )

∑
k wjk −

2
∑

j(p
ss
j /λj)

∑
kl wjkskl

∑
m wlm/λl =

∑
j p

ss
j /λj −

2
∑

j(p
ss
j /λj)

∑
kl wklslm =

∑
j p

ss
j /λj as

∑
kl wjkskl =∑

l(δjl − pss
l ) = 0.

Ultimate first-passage time uncertainty. For a chosen
stochastic flux such that its asymptotic rate is non-zero,
let T (k) = t denote the shortest time t when the time-
integral K(t) ≥ k (we assume the rate to positive and
thus k > 0). Then, our second main result is that
(cf. Refs. [16, 23])

lim
k→∞

∆2T (k)

⟨T (k)⟩
≥

∑
j

pss
j

λj
≥ 1∑

j p
ss
j λj

. (4)

In particular, for the first-passage time Topt(k) associated
with Kopt(t) in Eq. (2), we obtain

lim
k→∞

⟨Topt(k)⟩
k

= 1, lim
k→∞

∆2Topt(k)

k
=

∑
j

pss
j

λj
, (5)

and the uncertainty is saturated. This also occurs for
first-passage time associated with Kα,β⃗(t) and in [43] is
shown to follow from the direct relation between large
deviations of fluxes and and their first-passage times [22,
33]. In contrast, for T (n) = t associated with N(t) ≥ n,
in [43] we show that limn→∞⟨T (n)⟩/n = 1/[

∑
j p

ss
j λj ]

and limn→∞ ∆2T (n)/n ≥ [
∑

j p
ss
j /λj ]/[

∑
j p

ss
j λj ], so the

inequality cannot saturate unless the decay rates are uni-
form. When they are, the choice of total number of
transitions indeed becomes optimal with both the im-
proved uncertainty and the known uncertainty saturating
in Eq. (4).

Ultimate limit on Markov clock performance. We now
consider an application of our results to stochastic clocks
with Markov dynamics in the stationary operation limit,
so that initial configurations can be assumed to be sam-
pled from the stationary distribution. By measuring a
stochastic flux, its time-integral K(t) can be used to in-
fer the elapsed time t. Indeed, ⟨K(t)⟩ = t⟨K⟩ss, where
⟨K⟩ss ≡

∑
jk p

ss
j wjkαjk, assumed ̸= 0, is the average

flux for the system in the stationary distribution (which
coincides with the asymptotic rate of K(t) for any ini-
tial state). Therefore, K(t) ≡ K(t)/⟨K⟩ss is an unbi-
ased estimator of t. The errors of time estimators are
captured by the time Allen variance, which can be ex-
pressed as ∆2

AK[t, 2t] ≡ {∆2K(t) + ∆2[K(2t) −K(t)] −
2⟨K(t),K(2t) − K(t)⟩}/2 = [∆2K(t) − ⟨K(t),K(2t) −
K(t)⟩]/⟨K⟩2ss, where ⟨K(t),K(2t) −K(t)⟩ are the corre-
lations between observations K(t) and K(2t) − K(t) in
the subsequent time intervals of length t.

We next show that for the rate of the variance ∆2K(t)
to be finite, as holds for ergodic dynamics, it is nec-
essary that limt→∞⟨K(t),K(2t) − K(t)⟩/t = 0. In-
deed, we have ∆2K(2t) = ∆2K(t) +∆2[K(2t)−K(t)] +
2⟨K(t),K(2t)−K(t)⟩ = 2∆2K(t)+2⟨K(t),K(2t)−K(t)⟩,
so that limt→∞ ∆2K(t)/t = limt→∞ ∆2K(2t)/(2t) =
limt→∞ ∆2K(t)/t + limt→∞⟨K(t),K(2t) −K(t)⟩/t. Im-
portantly, it follows that the rate of the time
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Allan variance rate asymptotically coincides with
limt→∞ t∆2K(t)/⟨K(t)⟩2. Thus, from Eq. (1), it is
bounded as

lim
t→∞

∆2
AK[t, 2t]

t
≥

∑
j

pss
j

λj
(6)

and from Eq. (3),

lim
t→∞

∆2
AKopt[t, 2t]

t
=

∑
j

pss
j

λj
. (7)

Furthermore, for any α ̸= 0, Kα(t) = Kopt(t) and the
limit for Kα,β⃗(t) is exactly same. As it can be saturated,
the bound represents the ultimate limit on the stochastic
clock performance, cf. Fig. 1. Although the time Al-
lan variance in the long-time limit increases linearly in
time, the relative errors K[t, 2t]/t2 (the frequency Allan
variance) decay inversely in time.

With the known best performance of a given stochas-
tic clocks in Eq. (6), we can now consider the optimal
choice of dynamics for time estimation, but this requires
also quantifying the cost running the clock. If the total
activity is chosen to account for that, then the product of
the cost and the relative errors, which we will refer to as
the cost-error product, can be bounded in the long-time
limit as

lim
t→∞

⟨N(t)⟩ ∆
2
AK[t, 2t]

t2
≥ 1. (8)

This again follows by the inequality between the arith-
metic and harmonic means, which also implies that the
cost-error product is minimised by the dynamics with
the uniform decay rates. This bound then is, for exam-
ple, minimised by counting self-transitions for an only
configuration j (equivalent to the Poisson process at the
rate λj), which among others describes radioactive decay
exploited in radio carbon dating [34]. Analogous results
holds for the precision quantified in terms of the uncer-
tainty of stochastic flux (and the same cost function) or
the uncertainty of first-passage times (and the cost func-
tion being the average total number of transition for given
k). While those bounds are equivalent to the known un-
certainty relations, the optimal design is now clarified.
Furthermore, below we show that the bound in Eq. (8)
can be further lowered for semi-Markov processes as the
uncertainty relations are altered.

Upper bounds for finite times. While the results so far
are asymptotic, in [43] we show that Eqs. (3) and (7) for
any time t provided that initial configurations are sam-
pled from the stationary distribution. Then, the mini-
mal uncertainty ∆2K(t)/⟨K(t)⟩2 and the minimal rela-
tive errors ∆2

AK(t, 2t)/t2 achieved with optimal choices
of stochastic fluxes can be no worse than those for Kopt(t)
in Eq. (2) and thus they are bounded from above by the
average configuration lifetime divided by t, respectively.

Ultimate KUR for semi-Markov dynamics. For a semi-
Markov process, the exponential decay of the survival

probability sj(τ) of at least time τ spent in a config-
uration j since the last transition, the so called age,
is replaced by the decay with the age-dependent rate
λj(τ) ≡

∑
k wjk(τ). This is due to age-dependent

transition rates wjk(τ) ≡ tjk(τ)/sj(τ), giving rise to
dsj(τ)/dτ = −

∑
k tjk(τ) with sj(0) = 1 [here, the dy-

namics is determined in terms tjk(τ)]. Assuming ergodic-
ity, the asymptotic probability for a j configuration at age
τ is pss

j (τ) = cjsj(τ), where cj > 0 fulfills
∑

j cjTjk = ck
for Tjk ≡

∫∞
0

dτ tjk(τ) and it uniquely determined by
the normalisation of the total probability. Then, the
overall asymptotic probability of a configuration j can
be expressed as cj

∫∞
0

dτ sj(τ) = cj
∫∞
0

dτ τ
∑

k tjk(τ) =

cj
∑

k Tjkτjk, where τjk ≡ [
∫∞
0

dτ τ tjk(τ)]/Tjk is the
average observed age of j before a transition to k (as-
sumed < ∞ if Tjk ̸= 0). Thanks to ergodicity, pjk ≡
cjTjkτjk can also be identified as the average part of
total time spent in configuration j before transition-
ing to k. Furthermore, the rate of observed transitions
from j to k,

∫∞
0

dτ pss
j (τ)wjk(τ) = cjTjk = pjk/τjk, so

that for an age-independent time-integrated stochastic
flux K(t) =

∫ t

0
dt′

∑
jk njk(t

′)αjk, the asymptotic rate
limt→∞⟨K(t)⟩/t =

∑
jk pjkαjk/τjk ≡ ⟨K⟩ss. In particu-

lar, limt→∞⟨N(t)⟩/t =
∑

jk pjk/τjk.
In [43], by exploiting the level-2.5 rate function for

semi-Markov processes [24, 44], we derive our third main
result, which is the following uncertainty relation

lim
t→∞

t
∆2K(t)

⟨K(t)⟩2
≥

∑
jk

pjk
σ2
jk

τjk
≥ 1∑

jk pjk
τjk
σ2
jk

, (9)

where σjk ≡ [
∫∞
0

dτ (τ − τjk)
2 tjk(τ)]/Tjk is the variance

in age of j before a transition to k (assumed < ∞ if
Tjk ̸= 0). The second inequality, with the bound [24]
akin to the KUR but valid also for semi-Markov pro-
cesses, follows from the first inequality again by consid-
ering the harmonic and arithmetic means with respect to
pjk. Importantly, for the stochastic flux

K∗
opt(t) ≡

∫ t

0

dt′
∑
jk

njk(t
′) τjk, (10)

in [43] we show that

lim
t→∞

⟨K∗
opt(t)⟩
t

= 1, lim
t→∞

∆2K∗
opt(t)

t
=

∑
jk

pjk
σ2
jk

τjk
,

(11)
so that the first inequality in Eq. (9) saturates. Thus the
ultimate KUR for semi-Markov processes is established,
see Fig. 1. The saturation also occurs for K∗

α,β⃗
(t) with

αjk = ατjk + (βj − βk) for real α ̸= 0 and βj . We note,
however, that while for uniform τjk, an optimal flux can
be chosen as total transition number N(t), the bounds
in Eq. (9) coincide if and only if the ratios σ2

jk/τjk are
uniform.

To connect with the results for the Markov case,
the improved bound in Eq. (9) should be compared
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Figure 1. From classical to quantum clocks. (a) A semi-Markov process for an open quantum system in (b), which
becomes Markov for ω = 0. (c) The minimal cost-error product in the long-time limit, cf. Eqs. (8) and (13). The black solid
line marks ω = ωopt(δκ) leading to the minimal value for given δκ. Above the dashed grey line, the classical limit is broken;
outside the dashed white line this is allowed to happen by the known KUR, cf. Eq. (9); ⟨τ⟩ss (not shown) is always lower than
the ultimate KUR. For N(t) (red circles) and K∗

opt(t) (blue triangles), the cost-error product (filled marker) is shown together
with the uncertainty multiplied by the activity (empty markers) when (d) ω/κ = 0, (e) ω = ωopt(δκ), (f) δκ/κ = 0, and (g)
δκ/κ = 1. In (d)-(g), the classical limit is indicated as the grey dashed line, the semi-Markov bound in Eq. (12) as the black
solid line, and the bound corresponding to the known KUR as the black dashed line. The data points were obtained from 5000
quantum trajectories each [45], initialised from stationary distributions and 100 times longer than the configuration lifetimes
(Tjjτjj + Tjj⊥τjj⊥), and the inverse of the gap in the master operator (1/κ) [46, 47]; the error bars show twice the estimated
standard deviation. In (c), (d), (f), the purple cross marks the limits ω/κ = 0 and δκ/κ = 1. In (c), (e), (f), and (g), the empty
and filled stars correspond to ωopt(δκ) for δκ/κ = 0, 1, respectively.

with the average lifetime, i.e., the average age in the
asymptotic distribution, ⟨τ⟩ss ≡

∑
j

∫∞
0

dτ τ pss
j (τ) =∑

j cj
∫∞
0

dτ τ2
∑

k tjk(τ)/2 =
∑

j cjTjk(σ
2
jk + τ2jk)/2 =∑

j pjk(σ
2
jk/τjk + τjk)/2. While those expressions coin-

cide for any Markov process (where cj = pss
j λj , Tjk =

wjk/λj , τjk = 1/λj , and σ2
jk = 1/λ2

j ), no general rela-
tion exists for semi-Markov processes. Nevertheless, from
Eq. (11), the Markov-like uncertainty relation with ⟨τ⟩ss
as the bound on the uncertainty is valid but cannot be
saturated if

∑
j pjkσ

2
jk/τjk >

∑
j pjkτjk, while that rela-

tion can be invalided, e.g., by considering K∗
α,β⃗

(t), when∑
j pjkσ

2
jk/τjk <

∑
j pjkτjk.

We expect the bounds in Eq. (9) to hold also for the
uncertainty of first-passage times as well as the improved
bound to saturate when considering T ∗

opt(k) = t as the
shortest time t such that K∗

opt(t) ≥ k, but we leave this
as a hypothesis. In what remains, we focus on the oper-
ational interpretation of the ultimate KUR in Eq. (9).

Ultimate limit on semi-Markov clock performance. As
in Markov case, time-integrals of stochastic fluxes in
semi-Markov dynamics can be used to estimate elapsed
time t by considering K(t) ≡ K(t)/⟨K⟩ss in the station-
ary operation regime. It then analogously follows from
Eq. (9) that the rate of the time Allan variance is asymp-
totically bounded as

lim
t→∞

∆2
AK[t, 2t]

t
≥

∑
jk

pjk
σ2
jk

τjk
, (12)

and the rate is minimal when considering K∗
op(t) [or more

generally K
∗
α,β⃗(t)] in Eq. (10),

lim
t→∞

∆2
AK

∗
opt[t, 2t]

t
=

∑
jk

pjk
σ2
jk

τjk
. (13)

This leads to the cost-error product is bounded as

lim
t→∞

⟨N(t)⟩ ∆
2
AK[t, 2t]

t2
≥

∑
jk

pjk
1

τjk

∑
jk

pjk
σ2
jk

τjk
(14)

≥
∑

jk pjk
σ2
jk

τjk∑
jk pjk τjk

. (15)

The first equality, Eq. (14), follows from Eq. (12). If
this bound is less than 1, the cost-error product can
be lower than the Markov limit in Eq. (8), and this is
guaranteed by Eq. (13) to be achieved when considering
K∗

opt(t) [or K
∗
α,β⃗(t)], see Fig. 1. For example, counting

self-transitions in the dynamics of an only configuration
j the Markov limit is broken if and only if σ2

jj < τ2jj ,
cf. Fig. 1. More generally, if σ2

jk < τ2jk for all j and
k, the performance beyond the Markov can be achieved.
Finally, the Markov limit can be actually broken to an ar-
bitrary degree for any number of configurations in the dy-
namics. Indeed, tjk(τ) that determines the semi-Markov
dynamics can be defined in terms of Tjk and the age cu-
mulants, τjk, σ2

jk, .... If Tjk and τjk are given for every
j and k, all pjk are determined, but σ2

jk can be varied
independently and chosen arbitrarily small.
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The second inequality, Eq. (15), again follows from the
inequality between the harmonic and arithmetic means
and it shows that the semi-Markov ultimate KUR must
be lower than ⟨τ⟩ss, that is, the Markov ultimate KUR
must be broken, for the clock performance to improve.

Example — quantum reset process. We finish by con-
sidering semi-Markov processes arising from quantum re-
set process and the limits on performance of correspond-
ing clocks, cf. Figs. 1(a) and 1(b). With the general cor-
respondence discussed in [43] (see also Ref. [48]), we focus
on a 2-level system. It resonantly driven at frequency ω
and coupled to a thermal bath resulting in the decay from
the state j = 1, 2 at rate κj ≡ κ+ (−1)jδκ, which resets
the system to the opposite configuration j⊥≡ j mod 2+1,
see Fig. 1(b). In the classical limit, ω = 0, Markov
dynamics with wjj⊥ = κj (and wjj = 0) are recov-
ered. But for ω ̸= 0, transition rates are age-dependent,
with tjj(τ) = κj⊥ |(eτG)jj⊥ |2 and tjj⊥(τ) = κj |(eτG)jj |2,
where (G)jj ≡ −κj/2 and (G)jj⊥ ≡ −iω/2, leading to
sj(τ) = |(eτG)jj |2+|(eτG)jj⊥ |2. For the classical dynam-
ics, only at infinite temperature (δκ/κ = 0) the decay
rates are uniform so the standard KUR saturates. Other-
wise. the lower the temperature (higher δκ/κ), the higher
the cost-error product for the corresponding clock, but
optimal time estimation can still be achieved by count-
ing total number of transitions, see Figs. 1(c) and 1(d).
At any temperature the clock performance can be im-
proved by the presence of coherent drive, cf. Fig. 1(c),
and the classical limit of 1 in Eq. (8) can actually be
broken by appropriately tuning the drive frequency, fur-
ther allowing for the cost-error product to decrease with
the temperature, see Fig. 1(e). Thus, the optimal dy-
namics is achieved at zero temperature (δκ/κ = 1, where

self-transitions of 1 facilitated by resetting from 2), with
the limit 1/4 attained at ω/κ =

√
2, see Fig. 1(f) and

cf. Refs [38, 39]. Even at infinite temperature, the limit
0.64... can be achieved, but this requires sequential rather
than cumulative counting (for the latter the total num-
ber of transitions is best but meets the classical limit),
see Fig. 1(g). Interestingly, the cost-error product in not
analytic in the limits of zero temperature and vanishing
drive, and depends on their ordering, cf. Figs. 1(d) and
1(f); this coincides with the dynamics becoming absorb-
ing (non-ergodic). Finally, the ultimate KUR is neces-
sary to critically assess whether the drive lowers the flux
uncertainty or the relative errors at higher temperatures
beyond the classical limit and thus the possibility of im-
proved clock performance, cf. Fig. 1(c).

Conclusions and outlook. This works introduces ul-
timate bounds on the asymptotic uncertainty relations
for statistics of stochastic fluxes and their first-passage
times in Markov processes. Those bounds are further
linked to the long-time limit on the relative errors in
time estimation, in turn allowing for considering opti-
mal stochastic clocks. Those results generalise to semi-
Markov dynamics, among others, allowing for investiga-
tion of quantum stochastic clocks described by quan-
tum reset processes. As these outcomes improve upon
the known uncertainty relations, also identifying opti-
mal fluxes, it comes as a natural question if this can
be achieved also at finite times. It also remains to be
seen whether the related bounds in general stochastic
quantum dynamics arising from continuous monitoring
of open quantum systems (cf. Refs. [25, 27]) can be im-
proved upon and what that would mean for quantum
clock performance (cf. Ref. [49]).

Note. Related results have appeared recently in
Ref. [50].
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