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We provide a general construction of quantum generalizestana&quations with memory kernel leading
to well defined, that is completely positive and trace pnésegr time evolutions. The approach builds on an
operator generalization of memory kernels appearing irdéseription of non-Markovian classical processes,
and puts into evidence the non uniqueness of the relatiprsising due to the typical quantum issue of operator
ordering. The approach provides a physical interpretatfahe structure of the kernels, and its connection with
the classical viewpoint allows for a trajectory descriptad the dynamics. Previous apparently unrelated results
are now connected in a unified framework, which further afidasphenomenologically construct a large class
of non-Markovian evolutions taking as starting point cdliens of time dependent maps and instantaneous
transformations describing the microscopic interactipnashics.

PACS numbers: 03.65.Yz, 02.50.-r, 42.50.Lc, 03.65.Ta

In the presence of an external environment the time evolutor structure of the equation, and this has allowed to determ
tion of a quantum system is no more given by a reversible uniguite general sufficient conditions warranting the existeof
tary dynamics. For the description of such open quantum sysa CP reduced dynamics [5]. Basically one considers a master
tems one of the important issues is the determination of-equaquation whose operator structure is the same as in the semi-
tions providing a well-defined reduced dynamics [1]. While group case, but coefficients and operators can now depend on
for a reversible quantum evolution Stone’s theorem impliegime and one looks for conditions on this time dependence
that the determination of the time evolution amounts to thewarranting CP. Much less is known in the case of generalized
identification of the system Hamiltonian, no such general re master equations of the form
sult is available for a generic reduced dynamics. Such dtresu .
yvould be of major |_mportance alsoin view of phenomenolog- ip(t) _ / Ark(t — T)p(7), (1)
ical approaches, since the very complexity of a general sys- dt 0
tem environment setting suggests that a microscopic approa
starting from a Hamiltonian description for both system andwhere the operato(¢) is called memory kernel (MK), pos-
environment is often unfeasible. Indeed, while pertusteati Sibly including at the r.h.s. a term of the forfiit)p(0), that
techniques are known in order to formally obtain the reduceds @ inhomogeneous contribution. In this framework even the
dynamics of the system degrees of freedom both in the form ofequirement of hermiticity and trace preservation is nstiga
integro-differential equations and of time-local mastqua  satisfied, let alone CP. Moreover in this case one often lacks
tions [1], the perturbative analysis is quite cumberson an simple connection between the expression of the MK and the
in particular preservation of complete positivity (CP) istn basic microscopic physical interaction mechanisms, at var
warranted unless all terms of the perturbation expansien arance with the time-local case, in which coefficients canrofte
considered. The property of CH [2] ensures positivity of thenaturally be interpreted as rates and the so-called Lirtiipa
time evolution in the presence of an arbitrary ancillary-sys erators appearing in the structure can typically be coruect
tem regardless of its interaction with the system of interes €.g. with transitions among system states. This fact furthe
Given a factorized initial system-environment state andia u hindered the determination of well-defined MK on the basis
tary interaction between system and environment the retlucedf physical intuition, and indeed innocent looking or appar
time evolution has to be CP![3]. It is therefore natural to askently physically motivated MK actually lead to ill defined
phenomenological evolution equations to preserve thippro evolutions [6]. Despite this, well-defined generalized mas
erty. A key characterization has been given for the case iter equations have been obtained, both within mathematical
which the evolution maps combine @t + s) = ®(t)®(s)  or phenomenological approaches [7-14] and considering def
for positive times only, corresponding to a semigroup compoinite microscopic models [15-17]. However a general con-
sition law. The most general expression for a semigroup o$truction both encompassing known examples and providing
guantum CP transformations is given #yt) = e*t, where hints for the determination of generalized master equation
the socalled Lindblad generatd solves the master equa- based on the introduction of quantum maps, to be guessed
tion p(t) = Lp(t), and its structure is fixed by a famous phenomenologically or determined from microscopic physi-
theorem|[4]. Further important results on the possiblecstru cal interactions, is yet not available. The determinatién o
ture of time-local master equations leading to a well-define time evolutions beyond a semigroup law is also relevant-n or
CP dynamics have been obtained. In such a case hermiticiler to describe quantum memory effects [18]. In this Letter
and trace preservation already strongly constrains theaope we show how to obtain general classes of quantum MK mas-
ter equations building on the structure of classical MK Ilegd
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to non-Markovian classical processes. In moving from thedeveloped inl[13], though fully missing the deep connection
classical to the quantum realm the correspondence betwesavith the MK of classical non-Markovian processes and inad-
classical quantities and quantum operators is not unigde arvertently using a particular operator ordering.

the different viable options of operator ordering lead tich r In quantum mechanics probability vectors are replaced by
structure, reflecting themselves in the different time drdp  statistical operators and in order to obtain suitable MK for
of the operators in the solution. Indeed this subtle issiogval ~ Eqg. (1) one can start frorhl(3) replacing the differ€atumber

to understand and connect apparently unrelated resulta- Co quantities by operator-valued ones according to

ing from classical non-Markovian processes also a trajgcto N . e

viewpoint is naturally available, allowing a physical irgee- K(u) = Olx(f(u)/§(u)] — OlgG(u) ™" —u]  (4)
tation of the operators determining the MK. Our result farth

shows how much can be learnt coming to quantum mechanic¥hereO[-] denotes an operator replacement rule also keeping
from a classical probabilistic viewpoirt [3]. into account the issue of operator ordering. This orderiilig w

Classical and quantum memory kerndlet us consider a determine the distribution of the action in time of the diffiet

classical system living on a denumerable set of states. Ond¥®n commuting operators. Note that, while the dynamics will
in a statek it will remain there for a time determined by a P€ defined in terms of time dependent operators, it is conve-
probability distributionf, (t), called waiting time distribution, ~Nient for the sake of simplicity to introduce the replacemen
and then jump to another statewith a probability given by rule in Laplace_trqnsform. .The quantum counterpart of the
the elementr,,;, of a given stochastic matrix. To each wait- Stochastic matrix is an arbitrary CP trace preserving trans-
ing time distributiony; (t) is associated its survival probabil- formation€, while the waiting time distributiofi() will be

ity gp(t) =1 — j;f dr fr (1), providing the probability not to replaced byf () (1), W'th F(t) a collec_:t!on of time depen- .
leave the state up to time The conditional transition proba- dent CP trace preserving maps _de_scrlbmg the t.ransformatllo
bility of the processl}...(¢), namely the probability to be in pf the system between jumps. Slmllarly the survival probabi
staten at time¢ under the condition of starting im at time ity g(t) goes over tg(t)G(t), where again the magg(¢) are

zero, obeys the integro-differential equation [19] tCI':1|: :‘:)etﬁ)?/v?r:gssg\éirg?oiﬁzSIL;f:Zfigz rTJI]eL We then consider

T (t) = Onimgm (t) + /O dr Y wak(t — 7)Tem (), (2) Olr(f(u)/§(u)] = gG(u) ' FF(u)E, (5)
k
wherefj\f(u) denotes the Laplace transform ) 7 (¢t) and

where the functiomu,,;, (t) has a simple expression in Laplace similarly for g(£)G(t), leading to

transform, namelyti, i (v) = Gn(u)mnr fr(u)/Gr(u). The
case ofz_;\Markovian process is ther_w recovered for Waiting tim I%R(u) - g@(u)flﬁ(u)g _ (g/g(u)fl —u), (6)
distributions of exponential form with rate,, corresponding

t0 wyi(t) = e *(="r A, Considering a process start- where note that operator ordering only plays a role in thé firs
ing in a fixed state, as described in the Supplemental Méteriderm at the r.h.s. of Eql{4). This operator MK immediately
[20] its probability vectorP, () obeys the same generalized leads to the expression of the time evolution map [20] trans-

master equation, which in Laplace transform reads forming the initial quantum state in the time evolved one
uBp(u) = P, (0) = Sp(u) = (1 - [F(w)€) " gG(u), 7)
Fon(w) 1 . so that in the time domain, replacing the inverse by a Neu-
Z Tnm Im(u) Orim (gm(u_) - “) Bn(u), () mann series and exploiting the fact that multiplication gjoe

over to convolution, we obtain fgi(t) = ®r(t)p(0)
providing a convenient starting point for a quantum general -

ization. Indeed written in this way the MK is determined by _ n

guantities, such as stochastic matrix and waiting timerieist pt) = Z(* (F7E)  (99))()p(0), ®
bution, admitting a direct physical interpretation. It ther
warrants that the solutioR,, (¢) is at any time a well-defined Wwherex" denotes the:-fold convolution. This very expres-
probability vector and arises from a reading of the time evol sion warrants CP abz(t), as composition of CP maps, while
tion in term of trajectories, corresponding in particulaei-  the requirement of trace preservation, calling for a kindai#
amples of so-called semi-Markov processes [21]. At vagancance between the two contributions of Hg. (6), can be read
with [10], where the existence of such processes was a mot#irectly from the kernel as shown in [20] and leads to

vation to look for quantum MK in the form of time-dependent

Lindblad generators, further pointing to conditions onwrze- dTr{g(t)g(t)p} /dt = — Te{M(t)p}, ©)
rantin_g of CP based on a perturbative analysi_s_of the saiutio WhereM(u) _ g/é(u)‘lﬁ(u)é’g;@(u). SinceF(t) andg(t)

we will herg more closely focu_s on t_he specmc_form of the 516 trace preservinfl(9) takes the simple form

MK appearing in Eq.[(3), thus in particular keeping the con-

nection with a trajectory viewpoint. This aspect was péytia dg(t)/dt = —f(¢), (20)

n=0



3

namely just the basic relation between an arbitrary waitingmoving¢ in different positions|[20], the one considered here
time distribution f(¢) and its survival probabilityy(¢). We is suggested by the trajectory expans[od (18).
have thus obtained in a straightforward way a class of MK en- An interesting case arises assuming as an Ansatz that the
suring CP and trace preservation of the associated time evolynamics between the microscopic interaction events, de-
lution, both non trivial requirements in the case of integro scribed by the mag, is given by a quantum dynamical semi-
differential equations. It immediately appears that duthto  group with generatof in Lindblad form. In this case the only
non commutativity of operators in quantum mechanics berelevant ordering depends on the positioning efith respect
sides[(h), for the very same collection of time dependentanap to the functions ofZ. We can thus consider the replacement
one can also consider a different operator replacement f( 0)
U —

Oln(f(uw)/a(w)] = EfF(u)gGuw)™Y,  (11) Ofr(f(u)/§(u))] = e (16)

identifying a different kernelC.,(¢t) and an evolution map leading to the master equation [20]
@1 (t) leading forp(t) = @1 (t)p(0) to

(t) = Lp(t) + / t dre“"k(t — 1)Mp(7), (17)

o —p
. dt
p(t) =Y _((9G) *" (ESF))()p(0)- (12) 0
n=0 where the functionk(t) is given in Laplace transform by
Again one immediately has CP while the trace preservak(u) = f(u)/g(u), in analogy with the classical MK i 3),
tion condition takes the simpler forthTr{g(t)G(t)p}/dt = andM = (€ — 1) is itself a generator in Lindblad form. The

— Tr{Ef(t)F(t)p}, still satisfied thanks to trace preservation alternative choice of operator orderingin(16) leads to@-si
of the single contributions and Eq.{10). Kernels fallinghin  lar equation where the position gfand M is exchanged.

this latter choice have been obtained|in/ [14]. The two MK Trajectory description and physical exampleg/e now
thus obtained, arising from different operator orderirigs, ~Want to connect the obtained results more closely to a gescri
deed lead to different dynamical evolution equations. #hil tion of the dynamics in terms of trajectories, further pwigt

in the Markovian case the structure of quantum dynamica‘O physical realizations. Let us first observe that the tinee e
semigroups as quantum counterpart of classical Markov-semiution maps® (t) and®,, (¢) admit the representations
groups appears to be uniquely fixed and captured by the ex-

s t t

pression of the Lindblqd generator [4], for the quantum eoun & (t) = p% (£)G(t) + Z / d / 2 it (18)
terpart of non-Markovian classical processes a greater fre n=170 0
d_om appears. In a Lindblad master equation we only _hav_e to P (titn, o ) F(t—t0)E .. Flta — t1)EG(t1)
fix the Lindblad operators, here the presence of a MK implies ot £
that also the time sequence in the action of the different-ope & (t)=p! (1)G(t) + Z / dt,, .. / dt; (19)
ators is relevant. We stress moreover that even for fixed MK n=1"0 0
Eqg. () can be written in different ways. Indeed while the ex- XpL(ttn, . 01)G(E —tn) ... EF(ta — t1)EF (t1)
pression of the MK in Laplace transform are quite simple, in . ] - -
the time domain it is convenient to introduce also a inhomoWith p% 1,(#; tn, . . ., t1) the exclusive probability densities for
geneous term, so that the generalized master equatiores corfdMPS corresponding to the action &fat timest,, ..., ¢,
sponding to the kernel§ 1. () read [20] within the time interval from 0 t@. They are given by

d . td P Pr(titn, ... t1) = f(t —tn) ... f(t2 —t1)g(t1) (20)

70 = [ 47Kt = 7o) PE(Ei b t1) = gt — 1) .. flt2 — 1) f(t1) (D)

_ ' where the different time arguments become relevant in the in
/0 drWr L (t = T)p(r) + Z(e(0), (13) tegrals [[(I8) and_(19) due to connection with the operator ac-
tion. This fact embodies the further freedom available is th
situation with respect to the Markovian case. In partic(Z&)
is the standard expression considered in a renewal proeess d
[f@®O)F@)]/dtE+6(t)f(0)F(0)E (14)  scribing events randomly taking place after a time intedeal
[H (¢)]/dt, (15)  termined by the distributiorf(t). As discussed in [22, 23]
. P and detailed in[[20] Egs[{18) and {19) provide a trajectory
whereH (t) has Laplace transformgG (u)& f F (u)gG(u) . description of the dynamics at the level of the statistiqadre
Note the different complexity in the kernels, which not al- ator in that they express the solution of the master equason
ways allow for a direct interpretation in terms of the releva a sum of contributions corresponding to statistical omesat
collections of CP maps determining the dynamics. The differdetermined by the number and the time of jumps, weighted
ence betweenVr andWy, just arises due to non commutativ- according to the probability densitiés{20) and|(21). Eamtrc
ity, even though this simple connection is only transpaiment tribution is characterized by the repeated action of the &ap
the Laplace domain. While further choices can be consideredt the given times, together with the application of the maps

where the common inhomogeneous term redds) =
dlg(t)G(t)]/ dt, while the kernel3Vg, 1, are given by
WR(t) =

d
Wr(t)=d
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F(t) andG(t) in the intermediate time evolution, in analogy tum collisional models have been realized up to now consid-
to what happens in the standard Markovian case [3]. ering qubit systems, in the case of the micromaser one is ac-
It turns out that Eq[{18) corresponding to the ker@kl (6) in-tually interested in how the field dynamics is affected by the
cludes and generalizes [13], allowing for possibly distom-  atoms passing through the cavity. While the expansion of the

lectionsF(¢) andG(t). It thus provides the theoretical frame- time evolution in terms of trajectories as in Eg.1(19) is lasi
work encompassing quantum collisional models [16], inelud obtained in this approach from the MKI (6), more general situ-
ing a most recently introduced generalization [17], wheee t ations can be obtained starting directly from £ql (21) ard co
time evolution of the system in the first time interval is diff ~ sidering rather than an ordinary a so-called modified rehewa
ent from those in later ones. Conversely Eq] (19) describes process, in which the first waiting time is different from the
situation in which the dynamics has a different characteriz remaining ones and described by a distributfe(t). In this

tion in the last time interval. For a semigroup evolution amo case the evolution map is given by

jumps, as in EqL{17), one recovers a model of non-Markovian o "

dynamlc_s first conS|der_ed in a _5|mpl|f|ed caselin [8]. I_f_on B(t)= g1 (t)ect + Z/ dt,, .. / dty x (22)

top of this€ acts as the identity, independently of the waiting —Jo 0

time distribution one recovers a semigroup dynamics. Keep-
ing a non trivial€ and f(t) but assuming the system does not

appreciably change between jumps one obtains models of sjith Lindblad generator and jump map as described
called continuous time quantum random walk [24, 25]. above. As detailed in [20] one still obtains a closed evohuti

The situation described by E@. (19) instead, arising inpresequation in integro-differential form as in EQJ (1) with ket
ence of the kernelC;, (¢) determined by EqL(11), for the case _

of an intermediate semigroup time evolution encompasses thC(u) = £+ [1 — M(S(u— L) — 81 (u— L£))] " My (u—L).
description of non-Markovian dynamics in the physics of the X
micromaseri[15, 26, 27]. The micromaser or one-atom masddere M is defined as in[(17), the classical kerrg(u) =
provides one of the most fundamental systems to study lightf; () /g(u) appears operator-valued due to the dependence
matter interaction [28]. In this system single two-leveras  on £, while S(¢) is the so-called renewal density or sprin-
are sent through a resonant high quality single-mode mikling distribution [29], giving the probability for a jumpot
crowave cavity. The interaction between the single atords anoccur at a given time, defined for an ordinary process as
the cavity mode is described by a Jaynes-Cummings HamilS(u) = f(u)/(1 — f(u)) and asSy (u) = fi(u)/(1 — f(u))
tonian, and takes place for the time the atom takes to croger a modified one, again appearing operator-valued. For the
the cavity, assumed to be constant. By taking the trace witBpecial case of a stationary distribution of jumps one has th
respect to the atom degrees of freedom of this unitary intereonstraintf; (t) = g(¢)/(r), with (7) the mean waiting time
action one obtains a CP trace preserving transformafion associated to the reference distributif(t), leading to the
In between the arrival of subsequent atoms the cavity modeodel obtained in a much less straightforward way.in [15].
dynamics is well described by a semigroup evolution with aAlso here all terms appearing in the MK have a direct mean-
standard Lindblad generatdrgiving the Markovian decay of ing as physical transformation maps or quantities relateéioet
the cavity field. The further information necessary in oriber renewal process giving the time distribution of the jumps de
determine the dynamics is the distribution in time of thexao scribing microscopic interaction events. Furthermorepies
flying through the cavity. For the case of a Poissonian distrithe complicated expression of the MK both trace presematio
bution of time of arrivals of atoms, the dynamics of the field and CP is granted from the analysis of the ensuing dynamics
can be described by a Markovian master equation, as can lxeterms of trajectories, for arbitrary waiting time disuitions
seen considering an exponential waiting time distributiod £ (¢), f1(¢) and Lindblad generatat.
assuming the semigroup assignméift) = G(t) = e** in We have provided a simple general construction of quan-
Eq. (19). Different distributions, allowing for non-Mankan  tum MK leading to well-defined reduced dynamics. The result
effects, call for a more general treatment and lead to MK masbuilds on an analogy with classical non-Markovian procgsse
ter equations. Note that EQ.(19) can actually encompass mothus allowing for a direct physical interpretation of thée-
general situations with respect to an intermediate semjgro ent contributions appearing in the MK and for a connection
evolution. Our approach thus recovers on the one side quaie a trajectory description of the dynamics. The interpreta
tum collisional models, showing that they can be generdlize tion of the different kernels is best understood in Laplage d
to include general waiting time distributions still leadito ~ main, and can be read in the time domain by suitably rewriting
closed evolution equations, on the other side a dynamies likthe integro-differential equation and introducing a inlug®a-
the one of the micromaser, pointing to the fact that it can beveous contribution. The approach provides a general way to
extended to consider situations in which the intermediate t  build MK, complying with both trace preservation and CP, on
evolution is not necessarily of semigroup type. In particitlt  the basis of microscopic physical information encoded & th
shows a common path to describe the two phenomena. collection of time dependent maps describing the time evo-
We stress that the obtained results are not restricted to tHation in between jumps, the channel providing the instanta
case of a finite dimensional Hilbert space, indeed while guanneous transformation, the random distribution in time eftn

gt — tn)e“U7) L Ef(ty —ty)eF 2 TIIES () )t
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transformations and the related time ordering of these mapshanks to Eq[{6). The trace preservation condition can&e re
As in standard quantum mechanics, an operator replacemefniom Eq. [1), implying that the MK has to be trace annihilat-
rule has to be introduced, leading, at variance with the lark ing, so that starting from Ed.J(6) we have for gny

vian case, to a variety of quantum stochastic dynamics €orre =~ —

sponding to a given non-Markovian classical one. One thus ° = - Xr(w)gG(w)p P
obtains a large class of non-Markovian quantum dynamics in- =uTrgG(u)p — 1+ TrgG(u) ' FF(u)EgG (u)p,

cluding a wide range of previous results as special cases. leading to Eq.[(D) once we define ad(¢) the function

admitting as Laplace transform the expressibf(u) =
ACKNOWLEDGMENTS 96 (u) "L fF(u)€gG(u). A similar calculation starting from
the expression of ;, (u) which is explicitly given by
The work was supported by the EU QuProCs Pr_o!ect ,eL(u) _ gf]:(u)g/é(u)—l _ (g@(u)‘l — )
(Grant Agreement 641277) and by UniMI H2020 Transition
Grant. Motivating discussions with M. Palma, F. Ciccarelloleads to
and S. Lorenzo as well as past correspondence with J. Cresser 0=TrKz(u)gG(u)p

are also gratefully acknowledged. — —
=uTrgG(u)p — 1+ TrEFF (u)p,

and therefore the condition

ST (oG (1)} = ~ THEF()F (1)),

Let us note that also different operator orderings with eesp
to Eq. [B) and Eq[{11), such as

Oln(f(u)/§(w)] — gG(u) EFF(u)

SUPPLEMENTAL MATERIAL

In this Supplemental Material we provide technical details
on the derivation of equations discussed in the main textef t
paper.

Derivation of Eq.[(B) and
Ola(f(w)/g(u)] — FF(w)EgG(u)

still leading to well-defined MK and CP trace preserving
transformations. This can be seen noting the fact that given
R collection of time dependent CP trace preserving maps,
. R R r(u) - also the mapsF’(t) = E£F(t) provide a collection with the
T (1) = dnmGm (u) + Zg” (U)W”kgk—gu;Tkm(u)’ same propelraty, s(o) that on(e)czn use the previous construction
b with the replacement¥(t) — F'(¢t) and€ — 1, and simi-

so that considering the initial conditidf,.,,(0) = d,., and larly considering the map&”(¢) = F(¢)€. The operator re-
denoting byP, (¢) the probability to be in state at timet  placement rules dealt with in detail in the main text havenbee
starting from the state: at the initial time zero one can also chosen due to their direct connection with physical impleme
write this equation, dividing by, (u) tations already considered in the literature such as qoantu
collisional models and the field dynamics in a micromaser.

We now show how to obtain Ed.](3) starting from Hg. (2)
for the case of a generic waiting time distribution. In Lagga
transform Eq.[(R) takes the form

P, (u) _

Frlu) &
Pn(o) + ;ﬂ'nk gk(u) Pk(u)v

] ] ) ) Equivalent expressions of the generalized master equation
so that finally adding and subtracting terms we obtain [Eg. (3)

The MK master equation Ed.J(1) can be written in an equiv-
alent way by admitting besides a convolution kernel also a
inhomogeneous contribution. To this aim one observes that
while Eq. [1) can be written in Laplace transform as

Generalized master equation and trace preservation

In order to obtain the time evolution map E@l (7), once ~ A
given the operator replacement rule EgQl (5) and the MK Ku) =u— ®(u)™?,
Eq. (8), let us rewrite Eq[{1) in Laplace transform, thus ob-

once fixed a inhomogeneous te the time evolution ma|
taining, recalling thap(t) = ®r(¢)p(0) g i) P

in Laplace transforn® () determines according to

ubp(u) — 1= Kg(u)®r(u) W) = u— (1 + Z(w)d(u) !
and therefore a new kerneW(t) which leads to the master equation
p(u) = (u—Kr(u) ™! 4o [ _
o e o) = [ AWl = mp(r) + Z(p(0),



Generalized master equation for the case of intermediatégreup  Eq. (8) according to Eq{18) can be written

dynamics
p(t) = ®r(t)p(0)
For the case in which the collections of time dependent 0 >t b2
maps.F(¢t) and G(¢) are given by the quantum dynamical = pr(t)G(t)p(0) + Z/O dt”"'/o dty
semigroupe®t, one can proceed as in_[13]. Exploiting the N n=1
properties of the Laplace transform one ha&(u) = h(u — XPh(titn, . ) F(E—t)E ... F(t2 = 11)€G(t1)p(0),
£) for any function ofu, so that from Eq[{7) we have so that the statistical operator at tirhés given by a sum of
d(u) = (1 — flu—L)E)  g(u— L) statisticgl operato_rf(t—_tn)g . .]:.(tg —t1)EG(t1)p(0) cor-
responding to trajectories determined by the number and the
and according to Eql_(23) time of jumps. Indeed each contribution arises by the action
N 1 R of the mapg for a timet,, followed by jumps described by the
K(u) =u— m(ﬂ — flu—L)E), action of the superoperatérat given timeg-, . . ., ,,, taking
) place after intermediate time evolutions described by the a
so that rearranging terms tion of the mapF over a time interval given by the difference
R f(u ) 1 in time of two consecutive jumps. The probability of a given
K(u) =L+ = E— (A —(u— E)) trajectory is fixed by the expressipf} (¢;t,, . .., t1) as given
?(u —£) glu—L) by Eq. [20), normalized according to
=L+k(u—L)E-T) o )
upon defining pR(t) + Z/ dtn.../ dt1pf(ttn, ..., t1) =1,
~ n=170 0
T _ _ _
(u) = FIOK which together with the trace preservation property of the

o . ) ) mapsé&, F(t) and G(t) ensures normalization gi(t). In
and further multiplying by)(u) and taking the inverse Laplace he Markovian case these trajectories can be obtained as so-

transform one obtains Eq.(17) whek¢ = (£—1). Asimilar  |ytions of a stochastic master equation for the statistgal

procedure for the alternative operator ordering erator, and connected to a measurement interpretatiorsas di
];(u)] f(u ! cu_ssed in detail in | [30, 31], whilg the possible exten;ion of
O (7= =& this approach to the non-Markovian case has been discussed
g(u) g(u—L) within the present context in_[22, 123]. Of course a similar
leads through analogous calculations to the generalizesl ma@nalysis holds for the statistical operafeit) = @ (¢)p(0)
ter equation given by Eq.[(IP) arising as solution of Ef] (1) with MK ob-

tained using the assignment Hg.l(11).

g = t T ML) —7)p(T
G0 = L)+ [ drMeE Tkt = )p(r).

This equation corresponds to the class of master equatiorfaeneralized master equation for a generic delayed reneveslgss
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