
ar
X

iv
:2

50
1.

00
54

9v
1 

 [
cs

.I
T

] 
 3

1 
D

ec
 2

02
4

1

So Timely, Yet So Stale:

The Impact of Clock Drift in Real-Time Systems
Mehrdad Salimnejad, Nikolaos Pappas, Marios Kountouris

Abstract—In this paper, we address the problem of timely
delivery of status update packets in a real-time communication
system, where a transmitter sends status updates generated
by a source to a receiver over an unreliable channel. The
timestamps of transmitted and received packets are measured
using separate clocks located at the transmitter and receiver,
respectively. To account for possible clock drift between these
two clocks, we consider both deterministic and probabilistic drift
scenarios. We analyze the system’s performance regarding the
Age of Information (AoI) and derive closed-form expressions
for the distribution and the average AoI under both clock
drift models. Additionally, we explore the impact of key system
parameters on the average AoI through analytical and numerical
results.

I. INTRODUCTION

Timely and effective acquisition, transmission, and pro-

cessing of causal information are critical for distributed sys-

tems, autonomous multi-agents systems, and communication

networks that support time-sensitive applications, services

reliant on status updates, and causal event ordering [1]–[5].

In these systems, agents continuously observe and transmit

update messages from a source to a remote monitor via

a communication network. These updates are processed to

extract useful (semantically valuable) information, enabling

prompt decision-making or actuation. The effectiveness of

decision-making in such systems, which directly affects the

performance of agentic applications, is highly dependent on

the freshness of the information at the destination. The Age

of Information (AoI) is a key metric to quantify the timeliness

or freshness of information [6]–[8]. AoI is defined as the time

elapsed since the generation of the most recent status update

that has been successfully received at the destination.

To date, the AoI and the timing of events have primarily

been measured under the assumption of a common, perfectly

synchronized, and error-free timing reference between local

clocks. In other words, the local clocks at the transmitter

and receiver, which are used to timestamp events for trans-

mitting and receiving update packets, are typically assumed

to be perfectly synchronized. However, in real-world sys-

tems, achieving precise clock synchronization is challenging
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due to hardware imperfections, network delays, and other

contributing factors [9], [10]. For example, in distributed

systems where each node relies on its local clock rather

than a global clock, discrepancies between clocks can result

in inconsistent timestamps during data exchanges [11]. This

clock misalignment can cause delays in the delivery of sta-

tus updates and reduce the accuracy of AoI measurements,

ultimately degrading the performance of real-time systems.

Clock drift and discrepancies can also naturally arise due

to time dilation and other relativistic effects, especially in

scenarios with significant relative velocity differences between

the transmitter and receiver or variations in gravitational po-

tentials [12]. These effects are particularly relevant in satellite

communications, high-speed networks, space missions, inter-

stellar communication, and high-precision navigation systems,

where even minor clock drifts can significantly impact the

synchronization and the accuracy of time-sensitive operations

[13]. Research on relativistic effects in communication systems

has primarily focused on information transmission efficiency

[14]. However, the impact of relativistic effects on AoI and

information freshness is not well understood.

This letter explores the impact of misaligned timing refer-

ences on information aging, with a particular focus on time

dilation effects and clock drifts with respect to the AoI.

Specifically, we analyze a time-slotted communication system

with a source, transmitter, and receiver, where the transmitter

observes the source and sends status updates over an unreliable

channel. Two separate clocks, one at the transmitter and one

at the receiver, are used to timestamp transmitted and received

packets, respectively. To account for clock drift, we consider

both deterministic and probabilistic drift cases. We evaluate

the system performance in terms of AoI and derive expressions

for the distribution and the average AoI under both scenarios.

This work lays the foundation for introducing the concept of

Referential or Relativistic AoI, where the age and timeliness

of information are defined relative to the distinct frames of

reference of the transmitter and receiver; these frames may

evolve differently due to various factors. Analogous to the rela-

tivity and non-universality of time, referential AoI captures the

relativity and reference-dependence of information freshness.

This relativity directly influences the ordering of events and

causal decision-making processes. Simply put, just as time is

relative to the observer, so too is the timeliness of information.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

We consider a time-slotted communication system where a

source generates status updates in the form of packets at each
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time slot t, {t ∈ N}, as shown in Fig. 1. A transmitter (Tx)

sends the generated packets to a remote receiver (Rx) over

a wireless communication channel. The channel state at time

t′ is denoted as h(t), where h(t) = 1 represents successful

packet decoding by the receiver, and h(t) = 0 indicates a

decoding failure. The probabilities of successful and failed

packet decoding are given by ps = P
[

h(t) = 1
]

and pf =
1− ps, respectively.

We assume that there is no single global clock in the system,

as is usually the case in distributed systems. Instead, each

node maintains its own local clock, meaning there are two

distinct clocks: one located at the transmitter and another

at the receiver. These clocks are used to measure time and

timestamp events, such as when a packet is sent and received.

We assume the presence of clock drift (a difference in clock

rates) between these two clocks. This drift causes the recorded

time at the receiver to deviate from that at the transmitter.

Consequently, the receiver’s clock may run faster or slower

than the transmitter’s clock, or both clocks may run differently

relative to a reference clock. In other words, the two clocks

are not perfectly synchronized for time measurement, and their

readings may differ by some units of time (e.g., milliseconds

or seconds).

Fig. 1. A real-time status update system with local clocks.

We consider both deterministic and probabilistic scenarios

involving clock drift between the transmitter and receiver.

In the deterministic scenario, we assume a constant clock

drift, denoted by d (where d ∈ N0), in the receiver clock

relative to the transmitter clock at every time slot. In the

probabilistic scenario, we study two distinct cases. In the

first case, the receiver experiences only positive drift relative

to the transmitter. Specifically, at time slot t, the receiver’s

clock may drift by k ∈ {0, 1, 2, . . . ,K} slots compared to the

transmitter’s clock, where K denotes the maximum possible

slot drift within the system. We also assume that at each

time slot, the slot drift process, denoted by δ(t), follows a

categorical distribution (or generalized Bernoulli) as follows

P[δ(t) = k] =

{

p0, k = 0,

p, 1 6 k 6 K
(1)

where p0 and p denote the probabilities that at time slot t, the

receiver’s clock has drifted by 0 slots and k ∈ {1, 2, · · · ,K}
slots relative to the transmitter’s clock, respectively, and

p0 + Kp = 1. Furthermore, we consider a scenario where

the receiver’s clock encounters both positive and negative drift

relative to the transmitter’s clock. Specifically, at time slot t,

the drift at the receiver can take k ∈ {−1, 0, 1} slots, with a

probability pk = P[δ(t) = k], such that p−1 + p0 + p1 = 1.

III. PERFORMANCE METRIC AND ANALYSIS

In this section, we analyze the AoI, a performance metric

that measures the time elapsed since the most recent update

was generated by the source and successfully received by the

receiver. We derive a closed-form expression for the average

AoI, considering both deterministic and probabilistic clock

drift between the transmitter and receiver clocks.

A. Deterministic Clock Drift

Let ∆(t) be a positive integer representing the AoI at the

receiver at time slot t. We define the evolution of AoI where

there is a drift of d ∈ N0 slots between the clocks of the

transmitter and the receiver, as follows

∆(t) =

{

d+ 1, h(t) = 1,

∆(t− 1) + 1, h(t) = 0.
(2)

Lemma 1. The average AoI, ∆̄, when the receiver’s clock

drifts by d > 0 slots relative to the transmitter’s clock, is

given by

∆̄ = d+
1

ps
. (3)

Proof: See Appendix A.

B. Probabilistic Clock Drift

In this section, we consider a scenario where, at time slot

t, the receiver’s clock may drift by k ∈ {0, 1, 2, . . . ,K} slots

relative to the transmitter’s clock, with a probability pk =
P[δ(t) = k], where pk = p, ∀1 6 k 6 K . We can define the

evolution of AoI as

∆(t)=

{

δ(t) + 1, h(t) = 1,

max
{

1,∆(t− 1)+δ(t)−δ(t− 1)+1
}

, h(t) = 0.

(4)

Using (4), and applying the total probability theorem,

P[∆(t) = i] is calculated as

P[∆(t) = i] =

K
∑

k=0

P[δ(t) = k,∆(t) = i] =

K
∑

k=0

πk,i, (5)

where πk,i is the probability obtained from the stationary dis-

tribution of the two-dimensional discrete-time Markov chain

(DTMC) describing the joint status of the clock drift regarding

the current status of the AoI, i.e.,
(

δ(t),∆(t)
)

.

Lemma 2. The steady state probabilities πk,i, ∀k ∈
{0, 1, · · · ,K} and i > 1 is given by

πk,i =











p0psp
i−1
f , i > 1, k = 0,

ppsp
i−k−1
f , 1 6 k 6 min{K, i− 1},

0, otherwise.

(6)

Proof: See Appendix B.

Now, using (6), we can calculate (5) for i > 1 as follows

P[∆(t)= i]=
K
∑

k=0

πk,i

= p0psp
i−1
f +p

(

1−p
min{K,i−1}
f

)

p
i−1−min{K,i−1}
f .

(7)
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Using (7), for the probabilistic clock drift, where the receiver’s

clock drifts by k ∈ {0, 1, . . . ,K} slots compared to the

transmitter’s clock, the average AoI, ∆̄, is given by

∆̄ =

∞
∑

i=1

iP[∆(t) = i] =
2 +K(K + 1)pps

2ps
. (8)

Remark 1. Using (8) and the condition p0+Kp = 1 with 0 6

p0 6 1, we can prove that with the maximum probability pmax,

the system can tolerate up to K slots of drift while ensuring

that ∆̄ 6 ∆̄TH , as given by

pmax = max

{

0,min

{

1

K
,
2
(

ps∆̄TH − 1
)

K(K + 1)ps

}}

. (9)

We now consider a scenario where, at each time slot, the

receiver’s clock has a drift of k ∈ {−1, 0, 1} slots compared

to the transmitter’s clock, with probabilities pk = P[δ(t) = k].
The evolution of AoI is given by

∆(t)=

{

max{1, δ(t) + 1}, h(t) = 1,

max
{

1,∆(t− 1)+δ(t)−δ(t− 1)+1
}

, h(t) = 0.

(10)

Using (10), and applying the total probability theorem, we can

express the probability that the AoI at time slot t equals i > 1
as follows

P[∆(t)= i]=P[δ(t)=−1,∆(t)= i]+P[δ(t)=0,∆(t)= i]

+ P[δ(t)=1,∆(t)= i] = π−1,i + π0,i + π1,i.

(11)

Note that π−1,i, π0,i, and π1,i in (11) represent probabilities

derived from the stationary distribution of the two-dimensional

DTMC describing the joint status of the slot drift regarding

the current state of the AoI, i.e.,
(

δ(t),∆(t)
)

.

Lemma 3. The steady state probabilities πk,i, ∀k ∈ {−1, 0, 1}
and i > 1, are given by

πk,i=































p−1ps, k = −1, i = 1,

p−1psp
i−1
f F, k = −1, i > 2,

pkps, k∈{0, 1}, i = k + 1,

pkpspf(1 − p−1), k∈{0, 1}, i = k + 2,

pkpsp
i−2−k
f F, k∈{0, 1}, i > k + 3.

(12)

where F in (12) is given by

F = 1− ps(1 − p−1). (13)

Proof: See Appendix C.

Now, using (12), (11) can be written as

P[∆(t)= i]=



















p0ps + p−1ps
(

1 + pf
(

1− p−1

))

, i=1,

p−1pspfF+p0pspf (1−p−1)+p1ps, i=2,
(

p−1psp
2
f+p0pspf

)

F+p1pspf (1−p−1), i=3,
(

p−1psp
i−1
f +p0psp

i−2
f +p1psp

i−3
f

)

F, i>4.

(14)

where F in (14) is obtained in (13).

Using (14), for the probabilistic clock drift, where the

receiver’s clock drifts by −1, 0, and 1 slots with probabilities

t1 2 3 4 5 6

1

2

3

4

∆1, Probabilistic Clock Drift

∆2, Without Clock Drift

∆1(t)
∆2(t)

Fig. 2. The evolution of the AoI metric considering probabilistic clock drift
and the absence of clock drift.

p−1, p0, and p1 compared to the transmitter’s clock, the

average AoI, ∆̄, is given by

∆̄ =

∞
∑

i=1

iP[∆(t) = i] = p1 +
1

ps
. (15)

To clarify the evolution of the AoI metric with and without

clock drift, Fig. 2 presents an example illustrating the evo-

lution of this metric under probabilistic clock drift where the

receiver’s clock has drifted to −1, 0, and 1 slots. In this figure,

we assume that ∆1(1) = 1 and ∆2(1) = 1, where ∆1(t)
and ∆2(t) represent the AoI at time slot t considering the

probabilistic clock drift and without clock drift, respectively.

At t = 2, we have a failed transmission with a 1 slot drift.

Therefore, ∆1(2) = 3 and ∆2(2) = 2. At t = 3, we have a

failed transmission and a −1 slot drift, thus ∆1(3) = 2 and

∆2(3) = 3. At t = 4, we do not have a successful transmission

and there is a 0 slot drift; therefore, ∆1(4) = 4 and ∆2(4) = 4.

At t = 5, we have a successful transmission with a 1 slot drift;

therefore, ∆1(5) = 2 and ∆2(5) = 1. At t = 6, we have a

successful transmission and there is no slot drift; therefore,

∆1(6) = 1 and ∆2(6) = 1.

Remark 2. The above analysis can also be performed using

the referential or relativistic AoI (rAoI), defined as follows:

let observer P ′ (e.g., the receiver) be located in the refer-

ence frame (coordinate system) (x′, y′, z′, t′), while observer

P is located in reference frame (x, y, z, t); frames can be

inertial or non-inertial with the common assumption that at

t = t′ = 0 the two systems coincide. In this context, AoI

becomes reference-dependent and may be measured differently

depending on the chosen frame of reference. The AoI perceived

at the receiver is given by ∆(t) = max{1, t′ − u(t)} where

u(t) is the time when the last update was generated in the

transmitter’s frame, and t′ is the time it was successfully

received at the receiver. By expressing the coordinates in

vector form, the relationship between the two systems can be

described through a transformation M ′ = ΛM , where Λ is

a matrix that can depend on various system parameters and

system dynamics. For instance, in special relativity (flat space-

time), the Lorentz transformation can be applied to relate

different rAoIs. In the analysis above, we considered a non-

relativistic scenario where t′ = t+ s, with s representing the

slot drift between the transmitter’s and receiver’s clocks.
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Fig. 3. Average AoI as a function of K for ps = 0.5 and p = 0.1, 0.4, 0.8, 1.

IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In this section, we validate our analytical results and assess

the performance of the average AoI under probabilistic clock

drift. Simulation results are obtained by averaging over 106

time slots, with the initial value of the AoI set to ∆(1) = 1.

Fig. 3 shows the average AoI as a function of K for

ps = 0.5 and different values of p. As seen in this figure, for

each value of p, when K increases, the average AoI increases.

This is because K is the maximum number of possible slot

drifts in the system. Therefore, when K increases, with the

probability of p, the receiver’s clock has k ∈ {1, 2, · · · ,K}
slots drift compared to the transmitter’s clock, which increases

the average AoI. Furthermore, as p increases, the average

AoI does not have a value for high values of K . The reason

is that the values of K and p must satisfy p0 = 1 − Kp

where 0 6 p0 6 1. High values of p and K result in

p0 < 0; therefore, it is not feasible for the system to have a

large slot drift with high probability. In practice, K represents

the maximum allowable synchronization error or clock drift

between the transmitter and receiver. A larger K provides

greater flexibility in handling clock drift but can lead to

a higher average AoI, potentially degrading performance in

time-sensitive systems. Similarly, p represents the probability

of clock drift, where a higher p indicates a greater likelihood

of frequent synchronization errors. Understanding the trade-off

between K , p, and the average AoI is crucial for designing

systems that effectively balance synchronization requirements

and overall performance, particularly in applications requiring

precise timing. Fig. 4 illustrates the maximum probability,

pmax, given in (9) as a function of K for ps = 0.5 and selected

values of ∆̄TH . We observe that as K increases, the maximum

probability that the system can tolerate K slots of drift in

order to have ∆̄ 6 ∆̄TH decreases. This is because increasing

K leads to a higher average AoI, which in turn reduces the

probability that the average AoI falls below a threshold ∆̄TH .

V. CONCLUDING REMARKS

We investigated a time-slotted communication system where

a transmitter forwards status updates, generated by a source,

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

Fig. 4. pmax as a function of K for ps = 0.5 and ∆̄TH = 3, 5, 8.

in packet form over an unreliable wireless channel to a

receiver. We considered the presence of clock drifts between

the transmission and reception timestamps of status updates.

We analyzed two types of clock drift: deterministic and

probabilistic, and assessed their impact on the average AoI.

Our findings demonstrated that while clock drift degrades the

average AoI, it is possible to determine the probability that the

system can tolerate up to K slots of drift while maintaining

the average AoI below a specified threshold. These results

are particularly relevant in scenarios involving asynchronous

clocks, the absence of a common (and perfectly synchronized

clock) between the two ends, systems with low-cost hard-

ware (e.g., crystal-free IoT devices), and more intriguingly,

scenarios affected by relativistic time dilation caused by

differences in relative speed or gravitational potential between

the transmitter and the receiver. Understanding the impact of

clock drifts on information freshness is essential for designing

reliable distributed systems in time-sensitive applications, in-

cluding remote monitoring and status update services, satellite

navigation, and decision-making with relativistic observers.

APPENDIX

A. Proof of Lemma 1

Using the total probability theorem, we can express the

steady state probability πi, which represents the probability

that the AoI at time slot t equals i > 1, as follows

πi=P[∆(t) = i]

=

∞
∑

j=1

P
[

∆(t)= i
∣

∣∆(t−1)=j
]

P
[

∆(t−1)=j
]

. (16)

When d > 0, using (2), the expression given in (16) can be

obtained as

πi =

{

ps(pf )
i−(d+1), i > d+ 1,

0, 1 6 i 6 d.
(17)

Now, using (17), the average AoI, ∆̄, is given by

∆̄ =

∞
∑

i=1

iπi = d+
1

ps
. (18)
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Fig. 5. Two-dimensional DTMC describing the joint status of the slot drift
regarding the state of the AoI for the probabilistic clock drift, where the
receiver’s clock at each time slot, with probability p, has a k-slot drift with
k > 0 compared to the transmitter’s clock. Arrows with the same color
represent transitions with equal probabilities.

B. Proof of Lemma 2

To obtain πk,i, we depict the two-dimensional DTMC

describing the joint status of the slot drift regarding the current

state of the AoI, i.e.,
(

δ(t),∆(t)
)

in Fig. 5, where the tran-

sition probabilities Pi,j/m,n = P[δ(t) = m,∆(t) = n|δ(t) =
i,∆(t) = j], ∀m, i ∈ {0, 1, 2, · · · ,K} and j, n ∈ {1, 2, · · · }
are given by

Pi,j/m,n =































p0ps, m = 0, i = 1,

pps, m 6= 0, n = m+ 1,

p0pf , m = 0, n = j + 1− i,

ppf , m 6= 0, n = j + 1 +m− i,

0, otherwise.

(19)

Now, the stationary distribution can be obtained by solving

balance equations as follows

πPI = π,

K
∑

k=0

∞
∑

i=k+1

πk,i = 1, (20)

where PI in (20) represents the transition probability ma-

trix, with its elements defined by (19). Additionally, π de-

notes the stationary distribution, expressed as the row vec-

tor π = [π0,1, π0,2, · · · , π1,2, π1,3, · · · , πK,K+1, πK,K+2, · · · ].
Now, using (19) and (20), we can derive the steady state

probabilities πk,i ∀k ∈ {0, 1, · · · ,K} and i > 1 as follows

πk,i =











p0psp
i−1
f , i > 1, k = 0,

ppsp
i−k−1
f , 1 6 k 6 min{K, i− 1},

0, otherwise.

(21)

C. Proof of Lemma 3

For the probabilistic clock drift, where at each time slot

the receiver’s clock experiences a drift of k ∈ {−1, 0, 1} slots

relative to the transmitter’s clock, the steady state probabilities

πk,i ∀i > 1 can be derived similarly to Lemma 2. In this

scenario, the transition probabilities Pi,j/m,n = P[δ(t+ 1) =
m,∆(t + 1) = n | δ(t) = i,∆(t) = j], ∀m, i ∈ {−1, 0, 1}
and j, n ∈ {1, 2, · · · } are given as follows:

Pi,j/m,n =















































p−1, m = −1, n = 1, j = i+ 1,

p−1ps m = −1, n = 1, j > i+ 2,

p−1pf , m = −1, n = j − i,

p0ps, n = 1,

p0pf , m = 0, n = j + 1− i,

p1ps, m = 1, n = 2,

p1pf , n = j + 2− i.

(22)

Now, using the balance equations in (20), the steady state

probabilities πk,i ∀k ∈ {−1, 0, 1} and i > 1 can be calculated

as

πk,i=































p−1ps, k = −1, i = 1,

p−1psp
i−1
f F, k = −1, i > 2,

pkps, k∈{0, 1}, i = k + 1,

pkpspf (1 − p−1), k∈{0, 1}, i = k + 2,

pkpsp
i−2−k
f F, k∈{0, 1}, i > k + 3.

(23)

where F = 1− ps(1− p−1).
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[14] M. Kovačević, I. Pinelis, and M. Kountouris, “An information-theoretic

analog of the twin paradox,” Europhysics Letters, May 2024.


	Introduction
	System Model
	Performance Metric and Analysis
	Deterministic Clock Drift
	Probabilistic Clock Drift

	Numerical Results
	Concluding Remarks
	Appendix
	Proof of Lemma 1
	Proof of Lemma 2
	Proof of Lemma 3

	References

