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Reliable processing of quantum information is a milestone to achieve for the deployment of quan-
tum technologies. Uncontrolled, out-of-equilibrium sources of decoherence need to be characterized
in detail for designing the control of quantum devices to mitigate the loss of quantum information.
However, quantum sensing of such environments is still a challenge due to their non-stationary na-
ture that in general can generate complex high-order correlations. We here introduce a path integral
framework to characterize non-stationary environmental fluctuations by a quantum probe. We found
the solution for the decoherence decay of non-stationary, generalized Gaussian processes that induce
pure dephasing. This dephasing when expressed in a suitable basis, based on the non-stationary
noise eigenmodes, is defined by the overlap of a generalized noise spectral density and a filter func-
tion that depends on the control fields. This result thus extends the validity to out-of-equilibrium
environments, of the similar general expression for the dephasing of open quantum systems coupled
to stationary noises. We show physical insights for a broad subclass of non-stationary noises that
are local-in-time, in the sense that the noise correlation functions contain memory based on con-
straints of the derivatives of the fluctuating noise paths. Spectral and non-Markovian properties are
discussed together with implementations of the framework to treat paradigmatic environments that
are out-of-equilibrium, e.g. due to a quench and a pulsed noise. We show that our results provide
tools for probing the spectral and time-correlation properties, and for mitigating decoherence effects
of out-of-equilibrium –non-stationary– environments.

I. INTRODUCTION

The progress on controlling quantum systems has lead
to the development of quantum technologies [1–4]. In
order to deploy these technologies quantum information
need to be reliably processed. However, both the stor-
age and processing of quantum information in quantum
devices suffer from decoherence, the loss of quantum in-
formation as a function of time, that distort the encoded
information [5–16]. Uncontrolled sources of decoherence
are ubiquitously present in the environment of a quan-
tum system, and methods for mitigating their effects have
been extensively explored [12, 17–27]. There is no uni-
versal optimal solution for protecting against decoher-
ence, as the detailed control to the system has to be
tailored based on the specific noise source [15, 27–39].
A key required input for finding the optimal strategies
for decoupling the environmental effects is the detailed
knowledge of the noise spectral properties [35, 40–44].
Most of the approaches for controlling and character-
izing the decoherence effects are developed for station-
ary noise fluctuations [19, 20, 28, 29, 32, 35, 40, 45–48].
Developing methods for controlling and characterizing
non-stationary environmental fluctuations is a prerequi-
site to exploit the full extent of quantum technologies at
atomic- and nano-scales, where the environmental sys-
tems are intrinsically of the many-body type and are
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out-of-equilibrium [13, 16, 49–64].

Dynamical decoupling noise spectroscopy is a promis-
ing tool for characterizing fluctuating environments [35,
36, 40, 45, 65]. It is based on applying time-dependent
control pulses to probe the noise spectral properties. Sev-
eral quantum sensing methods have been designed to re-
construct the noise spectrum generated by semi-classical
and quantum fluctuating sources [35, 37, 42, 62, 66–
71]. However, it remains open how to interpret the
extracted noise spectrum probed by a quantum sensor
when it is coupled to a complex and unknown envi-
ronment [44, 61, 72, 73]. More importantly, there are
no universal methods for determining the properties of
the natural, out-of-equilibrium environments that lead
to non-stationary, non-markovian noise fluctuation pro-
cesses [49, 51, 55, 61, 63, 64, 67, 74].

To deal with these outstanding problems, we here im-
plement a path integral framework to describe the deco-
herence process on a controlled 1/2-spin, quantum-probe
coupled to non-stationary noise sources. We set the path-
integral framework for the most general pure dephasing
coupling with fluctuating fields that can be described by
non-stationary, generalized Gaussian processes, and find
the solution for the decoherence decay. Our results gen-
eralize the universal formula [19, 20] for the dephasing
decay that only depends on the overlap of a noise spec-
tral density and a filter function that depends on the
control fields. Specifically, we demonstrate its extension
to the case of non-stationary Gaussian environments.

This generalization allows to implement two important
applications for the deployment of quantum technolo-
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gies, dynamical decoupling noise spectroscopy for quan-
tum sensing operations and mitigating by control meth-
ods the decoherence effects of out-of-equilibrium envi-
ronments. Moreover, we provide simple interpretations
of non-stationary noise spectrums and time-dependent
correlations for a broad subclass of local-in-time noises
and simple criteria to distinguish Markovian from non-
Markovian noise dynamics. We also show how to im-
plement our framework with two paradigmatic non-
stationary noises, one derived from a quenched environ-
ment where excitations suddenly start spreading over a
large number of degrees of freedom [13, 50, 56, 64, 74]
and the other from a noise that acts near to a point in
time [75–78]. Overall we introduce a tool to character-
ize and control decoherence effects of out-of-equilibrium
environments providing avenues of quantum information
processing for the deployment of quantum technologies.

Our manuscript is organized as follows. In Sec. II
we describe the quantum-probe interacting with fluctu-
ating fields. In Sec. III we introduce the path integral
framework to determine the qubit-probe dephasing in-
duced by a general, non-stationary Gaussian noise in the
time- and frequency-domain. In Sec. IV we define a
generalized noise spectral density and control filter func-
tion in a suitable non-stationary, noise eigenmode basis,
and show that in this basis the dephasing is given by the
overlap between them. Based on this noise eigenmode
basis, we show how to implement (i) quantum sensing
of the generalized noise spectrum and (ii) optimal dy-
namical decoupling sequences to protect the quantum
system against decoherence. In Sec. V we consider a
broad subclass of non-stationary Gaussian noises that
are local-in-time to provide more direct physical mean-
ings of parameters that characterize these non-stationary
noises within this path integral framework. In Sec. VI
we apply the presented tools to two paradigmatic out-of-
equilibrium environments: a noise acting near to a point
of time by an analogy to a quantum harmonic oscillator
and a quench on the environment that suddenly starts
an Ornstein-Uhlenbeck diffusion process. Lastly, in Sec.
VII are the concluding remarks.

II. QUBIT-PROBE INTERACTING WITH
FLUCTUATING FIELDS

We consider a qubit system with spin S = 1/2 as a
quantum probe experiencing pure dephasing due to the
interaction with its environment (bath) [27, 79]. In the
system rotating frame of reference, the Hamiltonian is
given by

H = HSB +HB , HSB = Szg ·B, (1)

where HB is the bath Hamiltonian and HSB is a general
pure dephasing system-bath interaction Hamiltonian.
The spin operator Sz in the z axis is the qubit-probe

operator, the bath-operators are represented by an n-
dimensional vector B = (B1, . . . Bn), and g = (g1, . . . gn)
are the system-bath coupling strengths. Notice that the
index i of the components giBi of the system-bath inter-
action, labels properties of the qubit-bath coupling net-
work morphology. For example, it can label different
components of an hyperfine interaction tensor [80, 81],
different spins on the environment [31, 34, 82] or spatial
directions as in the case of anisotropic molecular diffusion
[83–85]. Figure 1(a) shows a schematic representation of
this interaction. This type of interaction is encountered
in a wide range of systems, as for example nuclear spin
systems in liquid and solid state NMR [31, 34, 35, 86, 87],
dephasing induced by spin bearing molecules in liquid
and gas state NMR [84, 88–92], the hyperfine interaction
of electron spins in diamonds [36, 80, 81, 93, 94], electron
spins in quantum dots [95–98], donors in silicon [99], elec-
tron spins in nanoscale nuclear spin baths [54], supercon-
ducting qubits [40], trapped ultra-cold atoms [45, 100],
etc.

By using an interaction representation with respect to
the evolution of the isolated environment, we eliminate
the bath-Hamiltonian HB . The system-bath Hamilto-
nian becomes

H(B)
SB (t) = Szg ·

(
e−iHBtBeiHBt

)
. (2)

Since HB does not commute with HSB , the effective

system-bath interaction H(B)
SB is time-dependent and the

qubit-probe experiences a fluctuating coupling to the
bath. We use the semi-classical field approximation to re-

place the quantum environment operator e−iĤBtBeiĤBt

with a classical stochastic function B(t) [Fig. 1 (a,b)].
The corresponding self-correlation function is thus given
by 〈Bi(t)Bj(t′)〉 = 1

2Tr [ρe {Bi(t), Bj(t′)}], where 〈·〉 is
the stochastic mean value of the semi-classical stochastic
fields. The rhs of the equation is the quantum correla-
tion function of the bath operators Bi/j , determined by
the trace Tr over the bath degrees of freedom with ρe
as the density matrix of the environment and {·} denot-
ing the anticommutator. This approximation typically
called the weak coupling approximation represents well
a time-dependent quantum correlation of the SB inter-
action up to second order [19, 20, 37, 67, 79, 101, 102]
that properly describe a wide-range of experimental se-
tups [3, 31, 35, 36, 40, 42, 54, 62, 65, 67–69].

The evolution operator of a dynamically controlled
qubit-probe combined with this fluctuating field interac-
tion is e−iφ[B,f ]Sz , where φ[B, f ] is the accumulated phase
by the probe during the evolution from an initial time t0
to a final time tf , starting from an initial state polarized
in the XY plane. Specifically,

φ[B, f ] =

∫
dt

n∑
i=1

fi(t)Bi(t), (3)

with
∫
dt ≡

∫ +∞
−∞ dt and the vector f(t) =

(f1(t), . . . , fn(t)) is a controlled modulation of each bath
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FIG. 1: Representation of the qubit-probe interaction with fluctuating fields derived from the path integral framework. (a)
Schematic representation of a qubit-probe interacting with the fluctuating fields Bi(t) that generate pure dephasing. The
system-bath coupling strengths gi are dynamically controlled. The index i labels properties of the qubit-bath coupling network
morphology. (b) Representation of the fluctuating fields paths Bi(t) that give a generalized Gaussian distribution that is sensed
by the quantum probe as a function of time. The fluctuating fields are described in the time-basis |t). (c) Frequency-basis |ω)
representation of the fluctuating fields correlation functions, which provides a bidimensional, non-stationary noise spectrum
S(ω1, ω2) = (ω1|G|ω2). (d) Noise eigenmode Ω-basis representation of the non-stationary, generalized noise spectrum S(Ω) (red
solid-line), obtained after diagonalization of the noise spectrum in the frequency-basis. A generalized filter function F (Ω) in
the noise eigenmode Ω-basis is shown in green solid-line. Here, it mainly probes a single noise eigenmode Ω0.

interaction term driven by dynamical control techniques
during t ∈ [t0, tf ], being null outside this time inter-
val [17–20, 27, 28]. For example, for a free evolution
t ∈ [t0, tf ], and fi(t) = giΘ(t−t0)Θ(tf−t), where Θ is the
Heaviside step function, while for a dynamical decoupling
sequence of π-pulses applied to the qubit, fi(t) switches
between ±gi at the position of every pulse [27, 28]. No-
tice that we write explicitly the dependence on B and
f of the qubit-probe phase, to highlight dependence of
the phase on the stochastic fluctuating field that we then
describe with the path integral approach and the control
fields, respectively.

In this article we consider the general pure dephas-
ing system-bath interaction Hamiltonian of Eq. (1).
However, the path integral framework discussed below
to describe non-stationary, general Gaussian noise that
induces dephasing by this interaction, can be extended
to a dissipation interaction based on replacing the spin-
probe operator Sz by Sx or Sy. For this dissipation in-
teraction, the phase of Eq. (3) represents a population
phase of a coherence exchange [19, 20, 102]. This adap-
tation describes interactions found for example in chem-
ical quantum solvation dynamics with a time-dependent
structurally changing solvent [55, 103, 104] and non-
equilibrium response of nano- and atomic-systems cou-
pled to driven Caldeira-Leggett baths [51, 105, 106].

III. PATH INTEGRAL FRAMEWORK FOR
THE QUBIT-PROBE DEPHASING

In this section, we introduce the general path integral
framework for describing the decoherence effects on the
qubit-probe, induced by a non-stationary, general Gaus-
sian noise that describes an out-of-equilibrium environ-
ment. Under this framework, we define the generalized
noise spectrum for non-stationary environments in terms

of the inverse of the kernel operator that determines the
probability of the noise field paths. We then show the
implementation of this framework to stationary, general
Gaussian noises, and recover the known expression for
the induced dephasing.

A. Dephasing induced by non-stationary, general
Gaussian noise

We use path integrals to calculate the decoherence ef-
fects on the qubit-probe, induced by the fluctuating field
B(t). The notation φ[B, f ] of the accumulated phase
in Eq. (3), shows the functional dependence of φ with
the evolution path followed by the fluctuating field B(t),
where the qubit probe is driven by the control fields f(t).
Since the evolved phase involves real square-integrable
functions that conform a Hilbert space, we use a bra-ket
notation to simplify the calculations and interpretations.
A function f(t) is associated to the ket |f), and similarly
the multidimensional function f(t) to the ket |f). The
inner product of this space is given by

(f |B) ≡
∫
dt

n∑
i=1

fi(t)Bi(t). (4)

We also introduce the time-basis {|t) : t ∈ R} of the
Hilbert space of scalar functions of time such that (t|f) =
f(t) is a scalar function over the real numbers R. There-
fore (t|f) = (f1(t), . . . , fn(t)) is a vector function in Rn.
This is analogous to the position basis {|x) : x ∈ Rn} in
quantum mechanics. Then the qubit-probe phase of Eq.
(3) becomes

φ[B, f ] = (f |B), (5)

considering that f(t) = (t|f) and B(t) = (t|B).
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The qubit dephasing-decay is given by the ensemble
average 〈eiφ[B,f ]〉 taken over all possible field path fluctu-
ations of B. Figure 1(b) shows a schematic representa-
tion of the paths of the field fluctuations. Based on path
integral theory, this ensemble average is

〈eiφ[B,f ]〉 =

∫
DB exp {−A[B]} exp {−i(f |B)} , (6)

where
∫
DB is a functional integral with the probabil-

ity distribution of B given by exp {−A[B]}, and A[B]
is the action, in analogy with quantum path integrals in
imaginary time [107].

We consider the most general non-stationary Gaussian
noise process, for which the action is

A[B] =
1

2
(B|D|B) =

1

2

∫
dt

∫
dt′B†(t)D(t, t′)B(t′),

(7)
where † denotes hermitian conjugation and D(t, t′) =
(t|D|t′) is a n× n matrix-valued function of t and t′ that
gives the kernel of the operator D in terms of times. The
kernel operator D must be positive definite and real for
the path integral to be well defined, and for the action
to define a probability density exp {−A[B]}. We assume
that D is hermitian without loss of generality, such that
D(t, t′) = D†(t′, t) (see Appendix A).

The dephasing-decay of the qubit-probe can be solved
exactly using path integrals for this general non-
stationary Gaussian noise process as [107]

〈eiφ[B,f ]〉 = exp

{
−1

2
(f |G|f)

}
= exp

{
−1

2

∫
dt

∫
dt′ f†(t)G(t, t′)f(t′)

}
, (8)

where the operator G defines the self-correlation func-
tions of the stochastic process

(t|G|t′)ij = Gij(t, t′) = 〈Bi(t)Bj(t′)〉. (9)

The operator G is defined by the inverse of the kernel
operator

G = D−1 , (10)

or equivalently by the expression

(t1|DG|t2) =

∫
dtD(t1, t)G(t, t2) = Iδ(t1 − t2) , (11)

where δ(t) is the Dirac delta and I is an identity matrix
of dimension n× n.

Using the bra-ket notation, one can also solve Eq.
(8) in the frequency-basis of scalar functions {|ω) =∫

dt√
2π
e−iωt|t) : ω ∈ R}, rather than performing the

calculation using the time-basis {|t) : t ∈ R}. This
frequency-basis, yields to the Fourier representation of

the ensemble average of the qubit-probe signal

〈eiφ[B,f ]〉 = exp

{
−1

2
(f |G|f)

}
= exp

{
−1

2

∫
dω1

∫
dω2 F

†(ω1)S(ω1, ω2)F(ω2)

}
.

(12)

Here S(ω1, ω2) = (ω1|G|ω2) defines a spectral density
of two frequency dimensions equivalent to the double
Fourier transform of the correlation functions G(t, t′)
[Fig. 1(c)], and F(ω) = (ω|f) = (F1(ω), . . . , Fn(ω)) is
a filter function defined by the Fourier transform of

f(t) =

∫
dω√
2π

F(ω)eiωt. (13)

Equations (8) and (12) are the qubit dephasing solu-
tions for general –non-stationary– gaussian noises derived
from the presented path integral framework. Using the
frequency-basis, Eq. (10) becomes

(ω1|DG|ω2) =

∫
dωD(ω1, ω)S(ω, ω2) = Iδ(ω1 − ω2),

(14)
where D(ω, ω′) = (ω|D|ω′). Therefore, this shows that
the noise generated by the non-stationary environment is
completely determined by the bispectrum S(ω1, ω2) that
is defined by the inverse of the Kernel operator D that
describes the probability density of the field paths. Simi-
lar bispectra, functions of two frequencies, were shown to
be a useful tool to characterize stationary, non-Gaussian
noises [42, 67]. Here, we show that they are also useful
tools to characterize non-stationary, Gaussian noises.

B. Dephasing induced by stationary, general
Gaussian noise

For stationary noise, the kernel D(t, t′) and the cor-
relation functions G(t, t′) are invariant under a time
translation, therefore they only depend on the time dif-
ference t − t′. We can consider then that D(t, t′) =
D(t−t′) and G(t, t′) = G(t−t′), and the two dimensional
Fourier transform of G(t, t′) is then block diagonal in the
frequency-basis (ω|G|ω′) = S(ω)δ(ω − ω′). Similarly, the
Fourier transform of D(t, t′) is (ω|D|ω′) = D(ω)δ(ω−ω′).
Equation (12) then becomes

〈eiφ[B,f ]〉 = exp

[
−1

2

∫
dωF†(ω)S(ω)F(ω)

]
. (15)

According to Eq. (10), the inverse of the Kernel op-
erator that describes the probability density of Eq. (7),
defines the noise spectrum for stationary noise

S(ω) = D(ω)−1 (16)
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when expressed in the frequency-basis. Thus, the noise
spectrum of stationary noises is further simplified with
respect to Eq. (14) to the multiplicative inverse of the
operator D(ω) in this basis, i.e. it is the inverse for each
frequency mode.

Equation (15) expresses the dephasing-decay induced
by a stationary noise in terms of an integral over only
one frequency, in contrast with Eq. (12) that integrates
an overlap between the filter function and the spectral
density of a non-stationary noise over two different fre-
quencies. As a result, we here recovered the universal
formula for the qubit dephasing under the weak cou-
pling approximation mainly considered for the n = 1
case, i.e. when the dephasing is given by 〈eiφ[B,f ]〉 =

exp
[
− 1

2

∫
dω S(ω) |F (ω)|2

]
[19, 20, 29, 30, 32, 34, 108,

109]. This formula for the dephasing is typically used for
designing optimal control [20, 28, 34] and for dynamical
decoupling noise spectroscopy [35, 36, 40, 41, 45, 65, 110,
111].

IV. NOISE SPECTRAL DENSITY ON THE
NOISE EIGENMODE BASIS

In this section, we first introduce the noise eigenmode
basis that defines the proper basis for non-stationary
noises, to generalize the universal formula for the dephas-
ing of open quantum systems that depends on the overlap
between a noise spectral density and a qubit-control fil-
ter function. We then show how stationary noises are de-
scribed in this noise eigenmode basis. Based on the eigen-
mode representation, we discuss two important applica-
tions of this dephasing generalization to non-stationary
environments: we show how to implement dynamical de-
coupling noise spectroscopy for quantum sensing, and op-
timized control methods to mitigate decoherence effects.

A. Non-stationary noise modes

The kernel operator D is in general non-stationary,
and therefore the frequency-basis does not diagonalize
it, leading to the bispectrum S(ω1, ω2) of Eq. (12). For
this reason, in general the frequency-basis {|ω) : ω ∈ R}
are not the eigenfunctions of D for non-stationary noises.
As the kernel operator D is hermitian, we can introduce
the basis {|Ω) : Ω ∈ I} that diagonalizes it

D|Ω) = D(Ω)|Ω), (17)

where I is a set that indexes the elements of the
eigenmode-basis and D(Ω) ∈ R>0 are the corresponding
eigenvalues. This basis is normalized to satisfy the com-
pleteness relation I =

∫
dΩ |Ω)(Ω|, where

∫
dΩ =

∫
I
dΩ

represents an integral when the spectrum is continuous
or a sum when it is discrete. Notice that |Ω) are vec-
tors in the same space as |B), and they represent the
non-stationary modes of the noise fluctuations (t|B) =

B(t) =
∫
dΩ bΩ(t|Ω), where (t|Ω) is a vector-valued time

dependent function and bΩ = (Ω|B) are scalars.
The correlation operator G is then diagonal in this ba-

sis G|Ω) = [D(Ω)]
−1 |Ω), as I|Ω) = GD|Ω) = G|Ω)D(Ω)

following Eq. (10) and considering that {|Ω) : Ω ∈ I}
is a basis. As a result, we can now define a generalized
noise spectrum for non-stationary Gaussian noises as the
eigenvalues of the correlation operator

S(Ω) = [D(Ω)]
−1
, (18)

where G|Ω) = S(Ω)|Ω). The attenuation argument of
the dephasing-decay of Eq. (8) is then

(f |G|f) =

∫
dΩS(Ω)|(Ω|f)|2 (19)

in this noise eigenmode basis. This Ω-basis provides then
a natural way to define a generalized filter function for
these non-stationary noises as F (Ω) = (Ω|f), to obtain

〈eiφ[B,f ]〉 = exp

[
−1

2

∫
dΩS(Ω) |F (Ω)|2

]
. (20)

The generalized noise spectrum S(Ω) for a non-
stationary Gaussian noise is thus the multiplicative in-
verse of the eigenvalues of the kernel operator D, indexed
by the noise eigenmode parameter Ω.

Notice that as Ω is a parameter, in general its phys-
ical meaning depends specifically on the non-stationary
process, and on the parametrization of the functional be-
haviour S(Ω), as it is always possible to reparametrize
the eigenmodes by a different parameter. Conversely,
the eigenvalues of the operator D and their correspond-
ing noise eigenspaces are always independent of the
parametrization. By identifying the basis that diagonal-
izes the kernel operator D, we have mapped the bidi-
mensional spectral density that depends on two frequen-
cies [Fig. 1(c)] into a mono-parametrical spectral den-
sity based on the non-stationary noise eigenmodes [Fig.
1(d)]. This sets one of the main results of this arti-
cle, where Eq. (20) is a generalization for the qubit-
probe dephasing for non-stationary Gaussian noise that
is only determined by the overlap between the general-
ized spectral density of the environment S(Ω) and the

generalized filter function |F (Ω)|2 determined by the con-
trol on the qubit-probe. This result thus extends the
validity to non-stationary noises, of the universal for-
mula for stationary pure dephasing noises of open quan-
tum systems within the weak coupling approximation
[19, 20, 29, 30, 32, 34, 35, 108, 109].

B. Stationary noise modes

In the stationary noise case, according to Eq. (15), the
frequency dimension is separable from the morphologi-
cal dimension of the qubit-bath coupling network repre-
sented by the vector indices i of B and F in Eq. (9),



6

where we obtain D|ω) = D(ω)|ω). The noise eigen-
modes in the stationary case are defined by the eigen-
vectors bm(ω) ∈ Rn of D(ω), with m = 1, . . . , n, such
that D(ω)bm(ω) = Dm(ω)bm(ω) with Dm(ω) ∈ R>0.
Therefore the eigenmodes of the Kernel operator are
|ω,m) = bm(ω)|ω), and it acts on them as D|ω,m) =
Dm(ω)|ω,m). We consider the eigenmode basis index as
Ω = (ω,m) and use the notation D(Ω) = Dm(ω). The
dephasing of Eq. (20) then becomes

〈eiφ[B,f ]〉 = exp

[
−1

2

∑
m

∫
dω Sm(ω) |Fm(ω)|2

]
, (21)

where Sm(ω) = D−1
m (ω) are the eigenspectrums of the

bath fluctuations on the qubit-probe. The index m for
example defines the principal axes of anisotropic diffusion
tensors in magnetic resonance imaging [83–85].

While the choice of the frequency ω as the relevant
parameter to describe the noise eigenmodes for the sta-
tionary case seems natural, its selection is also arbitrary
as the choice of Ω in general. For example one can keep
the diagonal form of Eq. (21) but use, instead of the
angular frequency ω, the frequency ν = ω/(2π). One
can also use a different reparamerization like λ = ω1/3,
or replace the complex exponentials with trigonometric
functions and describe the noise eigenmodes with two
parameters (E, π), with E = ω2 and π the parity of the
trigonometric funtions (see Appendix B).

C. Dynamical decoupling noise spectroscopy of
non-stationary environments

An important application of the presented framework,
that leads to the generalized picture for the qubit-probe
dephasing based on Eqs. (12) and (20), is that they
can be used to probe the noise spectral properties for
non-stationary, general Gaussian noises. Several meth-
ods have been designed to probe the noise spectrum
of stationary noises based on Eq. (15), mainly for
the n = 1 case, i.e. when the dephasing is given by

〈eiφ[B,f ]〉 = exp
[
− 1

2

∫
dω S(ω) |F (ω)|2

]
[35, 36, 40, 41,

45, 65, 110, 111]. Control sequences generate filter func-
tions that can allow only specific frequency components
of the spectral density to produce dephasing on the qubit-
probe system. The width of these “pass bands” filters
can be made arbitrarily narrow. Therefore the spectral
density can be reconstructed by performing series of mea-
surement with different filter functions to scan the noise
spectrum. This procedure termed dynamical decoupling
noise spectroscopy [35] can be performed either by us-
ing continuous fields [45, 110, 111] or sequences of pulses
[35, 40, 65].

The noise eigenmodes |Ω) that diagonalize the Ker-
nel operator D are thus the natural basis to probe the
non-stationary noise spectrum based on Eq. (20). In

the simplest case of stationary noise, this basis be-
comes |ω,m), and therefore using a modulating function
fm(t) = gme

−iω0t ∝ (t|ω0) driven by control fields, one
can probe the frequency modes of the noise spectrum for
each morphological eigenmode m by scanning ω0. For
such control modulations, the filter function |Fm(ω)|2 ∝
δ(ω − ω0) senses single frequency modes according to
Eq. (21), and leads to the so-called continuous-wave
(CW) noise spectroscopy [45, 110–114]. However, for
non-stationary noises the frequency-basis in general can-
not probe selectively the noise eigenmodes. In this case,
the eigenvectors |Ω) define the proper basis to probe the
single noise eigenmodes according to Eq. (17). Design-
ing filter functions F (Ω) such that |F (Ω)|2 ∝ δ(Ω − Ω0)
[Fig. 1(d)] based on finding the control modulation func-
tions that satisfy fΩ0

(t) = (t|Ω0), one can probe the noise
eigenspectrum by scanning it by changing Ω0 based on
Eq. (20) as (f |G|f) ∝ S(Ω0). Therefore, if the Ω-basis
is known, dynamical decoupling noise spectroscopy ap-
proaches designed to scan the spectral density in the fre-
quency domain for stationary noises [35, 40, 45], can now
be adapted to probe non-stationary noises using the Ω-
domain.

Alternatively, if information about the Ω-basis is not
known, dynamical decoupling noise spectroscopy to scan
multifrequency spectral densities can be implemented
based on the general form derived in Eq. (12). Again,
qubit noise spectroscopy control methods for estimat-
ing high-order noise spectra (so-called polyspectra), have
been developed for stationary non-gaussian noises [42,
67]. The method is based on using dynamical control ap-
proaches based on frequency comb control modulations
to design multidimensional filter functions to probe the
polyspectra via repetition of suitable pulse sequences.
Based on Eq. (12), this technique can now be straight-
forwardly adapted to estimate the non-stationary bispec-
trum S(ω1, ω2) that induces the qubit-probe dephasing.
Then, once the bispectrum is estimated, it can then be
diagonalized to determine its eigenmode basis |Ω) and
eigenspectrum S(Ω).

D. Mitigating decoherence effects of
non-stationary noises

The reduction of decoherence effects on a qubit-probe
coupled to non-stationary –out of equilibrium– noises is
other important application of the presented framework.
The key result for attaining this goal, is the extension of
the universal expression for the qubit dephasing induced
by non-stationary, general Gaussian noises based on the
overlap between a noise spectral density and a control fil-
ter function as demonstrated with Eq. (20). This exten-
sion allows implementing optimal control methods that
were developed for mitigating decoherence induced by
stationary noises on open quantum systems. These meth-
ods are based on finding an optimal control filter function
Fopt(ω) = (ω|fopt) that minimizes the overlap between
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the noise spectral density and the control filter function
in Eq. (15), and then implementing it experimentally in
the time-basis as fopt(t) = (t|fopt) [12, 29, 30, 32].

These control strategies can now be applied to non-
stationary noises by designing an optimal filter Fopt(Ω)
that, analogously to the stationary case, minimizes the
overlap with the non-stationary Gaussian noise spectrum
S(Ω) in Eq. (20). This is only possible due to the in-
troduction of the generalized non-stationary Gaussian
noise spectrum based on determining the noise eigen-
modes G|Ω) = S(Ω)|Ω), and is one of the main results of
this paper. As described in Sec. IV C, S(Ω) can be in-
ferred, so as to determine the proper modulation control
|fopt) that provides the optimal filter (Ω|fopt) = Fopt(Ω).
This control, can then be expressed in the time-basis as
fopt(t) = (t|fopt) for its experimental implementation, as
one does to decouple stationary environments. There-
fore we have shown here, how the presented generalized
path integral framework can be used for implementing
dynamical control methods to mitigate decoherence ef-
fects induced by non-stationary, general Gaussian noises.

V. NON-STATIONARY NOISE PROCESSES
LOCAL-IN-TIME

In this section we consider a broad subclass of non-
stationary Gaussian noises that are local-in-time, as they
allow more direct interpretations of the physical mean-
ing that provides the path integral approach for the noise
processes. We show that the dephasing for this type of
non-stationary noises can be described by a differential
operator based on constraints to the derivatives of the
fluctuating field paths. We also show how these con-
straints are reflected on the functional behavior of the
non-stationary noise spectrums. Therefore, the qubit-
probe dephasing can be obtained by solving ordinary dif-
ferential equations rather than integral equations as is the
case for non local-in-time noises. This picture allows to
obtain simpler expression for the noise spectrum of local-
in-time, stationary noises, as the inverse of the differen-
tial operator. In this case the differential operator is de-
termined by a matrix polynomial of the frequency modes.
We also show how this description for non-stationary,
local-in-time noises, provides conditions for differentiat-
ing Markovian noises from non-Markovian ones. More-
over, we introduce a generalized Markovian process which
includes all the derivatives of B in the stochastic process,
that fully describe local-in-time non-stationary processes.
The state of B is not only determined by the probability
distribution of B, but by the joint probability distribu-
tion of B and its derivatives. These local-in-time noises
while in general can be non-Markovian, in our general-
ized framework appear as a natural extension of Marko-
vian noises, and maintain many of their properties while
being able to model a greater variety of environments.

A. Local-in-time framework

We here consider a broad subclass of non-stationary
Gaussian noises that are local-in-time. The kernel that
defines the probability distribution for the possible paths
that can take a local-in-time fluctuation B(t), satisfies
D(t, t′) = 0 when t 6= t′. The most general Kernel opera-
tor satisfying this condition can then be expressed as an
expansion series

D(t, t′) =

∞∑
k=0

Ck(t)δ(k)(t− t′), (22)

where δ(k) denotes the k-th time derivative of the Dirac
delta function and Ck(t) are time dependent matrices.
When the sum is finite, the most general action satisfying
these conditions can be written as

A[B] =

∫
dt

N∑
k=0

k∑
l=0

B†(k)(t)Dk,l(t)B(l)(t), (23)

where B(k)(t) is the k-th time derivative of B(t), N is
the highest derivative order that contributes to the ac-
tion, and Dk,l(t) are n×n matrices. We call local-in-time
this kind of non-stationary noise processes. The fact that
these local-in-time noises are described by a Kernel oper-
ator D(t, t′) that vanishes for t 6= t′, indicates that long-
time correlations of the process do not exist, and there-
fore the correlation functions Gij(t, t′) = 〈Bi(t)Bj(t′)〉
decay with |t′ − t|.

We demonstrate in Appendix C that any local-in-time
process can be described by an action of the form

A[B] =
1

2
(B|D|B) =

∫
dt

N∑
k=0

B†(k)(t)DHk (t)B(k)(t)

+

∫
dt

N∑
k=1

B†(k)(t)DAk (t)B(k−1)(t), (24)

where DHk (t) are n × n real symmetric (Hermitian) ma-
trices and DAk (t) are real antisymmetric (anti-Hermitian)
matrices. These matrices define constraints on the val-
ues that the fluctuating field B and its derivatives can
take. For example, the larger |DHk | is, the smaller the

derivative B(k) must be or equivalently, the slower B(k−1)

may change. The matrix norm |DHk | thus limits how fast

B(k−1) can lose information of its previous state. In par-
ticular, for N > 1, information can now be stored in the
derivatives of B, and it is this information storage that
leads to these processes being non-Markovian. Based on
Eq. (22), to achieve to Eq. (24) we have introduced the
differential operator

D(t) =

N∑
k=0

←
∂ kt DHk (t) ∂ kt

+
1

2

N∑
k=1

[←
∂ kt DAk (t)∂ k−1

t −
←

∂ k−1
t DAk (t)∂ kt

]
, (25)
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FIG. 2: Schematic comparison between a Markovian noise
for N = 1 and a non-Markovian noise with N = 2 for one di-
mensional, local-in-time stationary noises with different con-
straints on the differential operator D. (a) Examples of single
realizations of field fluctuations Bi(t) for both cases. The
differential operator has constraints up to the first derivative
for N = 1, where the field fluctuation is continuous but not
differentiable. For N = 2, the field fluctuation and its deriva-
tive are continuous. (b) The corresponding noise spectrums
S(ω). For N = 1 the spectral density is a Lorentzian and for
N = 2 the inverse of a quartic polynomial, with power law
tails ∝ ω−2 and ∝ ω−4 for large frequencies, respectively.

that gives the Kernel operator for local-in-time noise pro-

cesses, where
←
∂t denotes left-wise differentiation, such

that f(t)
←
∂tg(t) = f ′(t)g(t). Notice that if B is a one

dimensional process, DAk = 0 for all k, since there are no
non-zero real anti-Hermitian 1× 1 matrices (scalars).

The inverse relation of Eq. (11) for local-in-time pro-
cesses becomes

D(t)G(t, t′) = δ(t− t′)I (26)

under these assumptions. This relation shows that the
time dependent operator D(t) can be diagonalized by sim-
ply solving a set of ordinary differential equations. This is
in contrast to the case of nonlocal-in-time noise processes,
where it is necessary to solve integral equations to ob-
tain the noise eigenmodes. The autocorrelation functions
G(t, t′) are the Green functions of the local-in-time differ-
ential operator D(t). Therefore a local-in-time noise pro-

cess can be purely described by the constraints DH/Ak (t)
on the derivatives of the fluctuating field B(t) as seen in
Eq. (24), providing more simple physical meanings for
the form of the Kernel operator given in Eq. (25). A
direct implication of this Kernel form is that it describes
fluctuating field paths that are differentiable up to order
N − 1. This means that B and its first N − 1 derivatives
must be continuous functions [see Fig. 2 for an example]
so as the action does not diverge and they contribute to
the propagator (See Appendix D for a demonstration).
Another implication of this Kernel form is that its charac-

terization only requires to estimate the matrices DH/Ak (t),
which are 2N + 1 functions of R → Rn×n. Conversely,
a general non local-in-time process, requires estimating
the Kernel D(t1, t2) which is a function R2 → Rn×n.

The Kernel operator of these local-in-time fluctuating

field processes is described in the frequency basis as

D(ω1, ω2) = (ω1|D|ω2) =

N∑
k=0

ωk1ω
k
2DHk (ω1 − ω2)

+
1

2

N∑
k=1

i
(
ωk1ω

k−1
2 + ωk−1

1 ωk2
)
DAk (ω1 − ω2), (27)

where DH/Ak (ω1 − ω2) =
∫
dt
2πD

H/A
k (t)eit(ω1−ω2) are the

Fourier transforms of the corresponding time dependent

constraints DH/Ak (t) on the k-th derivatives of the field
fluctuations. Then, according to Eq. (14), its inverse
gives the bispectrum S(ω1, ω2). Based on Eq. (27), this
spectrum is similar to a polinomial of ω1 and ω2, ex-
cept that in the non-stationary case, the “coefficients”

DH/Ak (ω1 − ω2) depend on the frecuencies, and are de-
termined by the temporal dependence of the constraints
on the the k-th derivatives of the field fluctuations. The
non-stationary evolution of the constraints is manifested
for these local-in-time processes by functions that satisfy
D(ω1, ω2) = D(ω2, ω1)†, and therefore have reflection-
conjugation symmetry about the diagonal axis ω1 = ω2

in the frequency space. In stationary processes as we see

below, DH/Ak (ω1−ω2) become proportional to a δ(ω1−ω2)

function, thus the width of these functions DH/Ak (ω1−ω2)
show the degree of non-stationarity of a process.

An alternative interpretation of the physical proper-
ties of these processes comes from employing a time dis-
cretization of the time evolution (see Appendix E). The
argument of the integral of Eq. (24) depends only on
the local time t, i.e. the Kernel only correlates the fluc-
tuating field values and its derivatives instantaneously.
However, the correlations imposed by the Kernel on the
field derivatives effectively correlate the field at differ-
ent times locally. Replacing the field derivatives in Eq.
(24) with finite time diferences, the discrete version of
the Kernel correlates the value of the fluctuating field at
the nearest 2N + 1 times steps close to the time t, i.e.
B(t±k∆t) with k = −N...N and ∆t the time discretiza-
tion step. Thus, this shows how a kernel operator that
is local-in-time, correlates the fluctuating field values on
a limited correlation time length, introducing therefore
memory of the fluctuating field process B(t) on infinites-
imally near times determined by the the contraints on
the field derivatives. These processes are in general non-
Markovian as discussed in Sec. V C, yet, the long-time
correlations do not exits.

B. Stationary noise spectrum as the inverse of the
differential operator

For stationary noises that are local-in-time, the differ-
ential operator D is time independent

D =

N∑
k=0

(−1)kDHk ∂2k
t +

N∑
k=1

(−1)kDAk ∂
2k−1
t , (28)
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where we used
←
∂t = −∂t (See Appendix C). The path

integral framework allows then to express the noise spec-

trum S(ω) in terms of the operators DH,Ak that define

the probability density of field paths. Notice that DH,Ak
define now constant constraints on the derivatives of the
fluctuating field B(t). Figure 2(a) shows typical field
fluctuations with constraints up to the derivative of the
field (N = 1) and up to the second derivative of the field
(N = 2). Based on Eq. (16), these constraints then
define the noise spectrum as

S(ω) = [D(ω)]
−1

=

[
N∑
k=0

DHk ω2k + i

N∑
k=1

DAk ω 2k−1

]−1

,

(29)
where this matrix polynomial D(ω) is the expression in
the frequency-basis of the differential operator D of a
local-in-time stationary process. This equation is ob-

tained from Eq. (27), where DH/Ak (ω1−ω2) ∝ δ(ω1−ω2)
for stationary processes. The polynomic functional be-
havior of the predicted noise spectrum is consistent with
several experimental observations [35, 93, 98, 115]. As ex-
amples, a white noise correspond to N = 0, a Lorentzian
spectrum corresponds to N = 1 representing Ornstein-
Uhlenbeck one dimensional noise processes, and an spec-
trum given by the inverse of a quartic polynomial cor-
responds to N = 2 with a power law tail ∝ ω−4 [Fig.
2(b)]. This result thus provides a simple physical mean-
ing for the power law exponents dependence of the noise
spectrum based on the conditions DHk and DAk imposed
to the derivatives of B(t) that the probability density of
the possible paths can take.

An important application of Eq. (29) is that it fa-
cilitates the noise spectroscopy characterization, as the
noise spectrum of local-in-time processes is defined by

the 2N + 1 constant n × n-matrices DH/Ak . Therefore,
the hypothesis of locality-in-time allows the implementa-
tion of parametric estimation to determine noise spectra,
rather than using non-parametric estimation as described
in Sec. IV C for more general noises. Therefore noise
spectroscopy methods for local-in-time stationary noises
can thus reduce the amount of measurements required to
reconstruct the noise spectrum.

C. Conditions for Markovian and non-Markovian
noise processes

In this subsection, we state the conditions for the ker-
nel operator D to represent a Markovian process. We
show that non-Markovian, local-in-time processes can al-
ways be mapped to a Markovian process, which is de-
scribed by the value of the field and its first N−1 deriva-
tives. We show that local-in-time processes are a general-
ization of Markovian processes and that those processes
cannot generate long-time correlations. The probability
distribution of B at a time t′ after a time t is shown to
be based only on the state of the process at time t, if we

consider the generalized process defined by the state of
the joint probability distribution of B and its first N − 1
derivatives at time t. Therefore, local-in-time noises are
generally non-Marovian and in our generalized frame-
work appear as a natural extension of Markovian noises,
as they maintain many of their properties while being
able to model a greater variety of environments. They
thus provide a natural model to study non-Markovian en-
vironments that does not contain long-time correlations.

1. Markovian process conditions

A stochastic process B is Markovian if the probability
of the field Bf at time tf starting from a value B0 at t0
is [79, 116–118]

P (Bf , tf |B0, t0) =

∫
dB1 P (Bf , tf |B1, t1)P (B1, t1|B0, t0),

(30)

for any tf > t0, where P (Bi, ti|Bj , tj) are the conditional
probabilities that define the propagator of the process. A
Markovian process is said to be memoryless, as the ran-
dom variable “forgets” its previous state as it evolves
[79, 116–118]. Therefore, in general a stochastic process
determined by the Kernel operator D as described in Eq.
(7), is non-Markovian as it correlates the fluctuating field
states at two distant times. Only local-in-time noise pro-
cesses as defined in Sec. V A may be Markovian. We then
only consider this case to evaluate the conditions required
for the non-stationary noise process to be Markovian.

If the action A[B] of Eq. (24) contains derivatives of
order N higher than 1, it implies a differentiability condi-
tion for the field paths so as the action does not diverge
and they contribute to the propagator (See Appendix
D). Therefore in this case B and its first N − 1 deriva-
tives must be continuous functions. As Eq. (30) only
imposes that the paths are continuous at t1 to define
a finite integral, if the action imposes more strict con-
ditions on the possible paths, requiring continuity from
their derivatives, the process of B will not be Markovian
as the propagator requires information of different previ-
ous times. This implies in particular that the derivative
of B is continuous, and therefore it contains information
about the history of B. Then Eq. (30) cannot be satis-
fied as it does not include information about B encoded
in its derivatives. Therefore, we found that the stochastic
process that describes B is Markovian if and only if its
Kernel operator is given by the local-in-time differential
operator of the form

DMark(t) = DH0 (t)+
←
∂tDH1 (t) ∂t+

1

2

[
←
∂tDA1 (t)− DA1 (t)∂t

]
,

(31)
where the derivatives of the paths are not continuous (see
Appendix F for a full proof). In the frequency basis, the
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Kernel becomes

DMark(ω1, ω′2) = (ω1|DMark|ω2)

= DH0 (ω1 − ω2) + ω1 ω2DH1 (ω1 − ω2)

+
1

2
i (ω1 + ω2)DA1 (ω1 − ω2), (32)

following Eq. (27). Equations (31) and (32) are defini-
tions of Markovian Gaussian processes within the pre-
sented framework that are equivalent to the conventional
form of Eq. (30).

In the particular case of stationary noises, the most
general n-dimensional Markovian noise spectrum is
therefore

SMark(ω) =
[
DH0 + iDA1 ω + DH1 ω2

]−1
, (33)

according to Ec. (29). For the simplest case of one di-
mensional stationary noises, this means that the process
that describes them is Markovian if and only if the noise
spectrum is constant, i.e. white noise [N = 0 in Eq.
(29)], or Lorentzian [N = 1 in Eq. (29)]. Figure 2 com-
pares a Markovian field fluctuation for N = 1, where
the field is not differentiable, and a non-Markovian field
fluctuation with a continuous derivative for a one dimen-
sional stationary noise.

An important application of the noise spectrum form
derived in Eqs. (27) and (33) is that they allow
to determine when a noise process is Markovian or
non-Markovian by experimentally measuring its spec-
trum with dynamical decoupling noise spectroscopy (Sec.
IV C).

2. Generalized Markovian process for local-in-time
non-stationary, non-Markovian noises

If the stochastic process is non-Markovian, but local-
in-time, it can still be described by a generalized Marko-
vian process if all the derivatives of B are included in the
stochastic process. We define a general conditional prob-
ability, or propagator, of the stochastic process based on
the ordered set of all the derivatives of B of order lower
than N ,

{B(k)(t)} ≡ {B(k)(t) : k = 0, . . . N − 1}
= {B(t), Ḃ(t), . . . ,B(N−1)(t)}. (34)

The Markovian condition of Eq. (30) is now satisfied
for the stochastic process of {B(k)(t)}, as the equation
imposes continuity on the first N − 1 derivatives of B.
This means that both the action and the integral over

{B(k)
1 (t)} impose that {B(k)(t)} are continuous, implying

that the stochastic process {B(k)(t)} is Markovian (see
the proof details in Appendix G). Therefore the family
of fluctuating local-in-time non-stationary noises consid-
ered here imply that if B is not Markovian, the state of
B is not only determined by the probability distribution

of B, but by the joint probability distribution of B and
its derivatives. This means that the information of the
initial condition is encoded in the derivatives of B.

Since local-in-time noises can be described by the gen-
eralized Markovian process of {B(k)(t)}, its propaga-

tor P ({B(k)
f }, tf |{B

(k)
0 }, t0) contains all the information

about the stochastic process that describes the field paths
B. Moreover, we found that the path integral framework
allows to calculate the propagator of {B(k)} without ac-
tually requiring to perform path integrals. Instead, the
propagator can be obtained by solving an ordinary lin-
ear differential equation with different types of boundary
conditions. The full propagator expression and its deriva-
tion are given in the Appendix H.

In summary, the local-in-time stochastic process of B
is Markovian if and only if the differential operator D(t)
does not contain terms with k higher than 1. All other
processes are non-Markovian. Yet, the generalized local-
in-time process of {B(k)(t)} is always Markovian, and it
follows that the information of previous states of B is
encoded in its derivatives when they are continuous.

3. The long time limit of local-in-time stationary noises is
indistinguishable from a Markovian process

The spectral density S(ω) for local-in-time station-
ary noises of Eq. (29) is infinitely differentiable, as
it is the inverse of a non-singular matrix polynomial,
and therefore the integral of its derivatives is finite∫
dω
∣∣∣( ddω )k Sij(ω)

∣∣∣ < ∞ for all k-th derivative or-

der. Since the corresponding correlation functions are
Gij(t) =

∫
dω
2π Sij(ω)e−iωt, one can see that

Gij(t) = (it)−k
∫
dω

2π

(
d

dω

)k
Sij(ω)e−iωt (35)

and that they are bounded by the expression [119]

|Gij(t)| ≤

∫
dω
2π

∣∣∣( ddω )k Sij(ω)
∣∣∣

|tk|
. (36)

Therefore, we obtain that lim|t|→∞
G(t)
tk

= 0 for all k, im-
plying that G(t) decays to zero exponentially (or faster)
for long times t→∞. Since S(ω) is the inverse of a ma-
trix polynomial, we know that it is not entire when ana-
lytically continued to the complex plane of ω for N > 0.
Therefore for N > 0, the correlation functions G(t) can-
not decay faster than an exponential in the long time
limit, so they must decays exactly as exponentials [120].
Only for N = 0, the correlation function decays faster
as its corresponding noise is a white noise. Therefore in
the long time limit, every local-in-time stationary noise
is indistinguishable by means of noise spectroscopy from
a Markovian noise, as its self-correlation functions de-
cay exponentially or are zero for long times, which coin-
cides with the correlations functions derived from what
we showed are Markovian noises.
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4. Short time limit t→ 0 of local-in-time stationary noises

We consider an arbitrary differential operator D for a
stationary local-in-time noise. In general, it is not pos-
sible to find a closed formula for the correlation func-
tions G(t), since that would imply finding the roots of
a polynomial of an arbitrarily high degree. However, it
is possible to get information about the general behavior
of G(t) at short times, by analyzing its representation in
the frequency-basis, i.e. the noise spectrum S(ω).

In the large frequency ω limit, the noise spectrum
is S(ω) = D−1(ω) ∼ D−1

N ω−2N according to Eq.
(29). Since D(ω) is positive definite, the spectral den-
sity S(ω) remains finite for all ω and the integral∫
dω
∣∣ω2N−2Sij(ω)

∣∣ < ∞ is bounded. This implies that
G(t) is continuously differentiable 2N −2 times, since its
derivatives are

G(k)
ij (t) =

∫
dω

2π
(−iω)kSij(ω)e−iωt (37)

and are continuous [119]. This means that for processes
with N > 1, the correlation functions decay quadratically
or slower around their maxima. Then as the correlation
functions of each component of B satisfy

Gii(t) = 〈Bi(t)Bi(0)〉 = Cov(Bi(t)Bi(0)) ≤ 〈B2
i (0)〉,

(38)
they have a global maximum at t = 0, implying that if
N > 1 they decay at least quadratically for short times.
This agrees well with the expected behavior of correlation
functions predicted by quantum mechanics [19, 20, 121–
127].

Therefore, every stationary noise process generated by
a quantum mechanical process is not Markovian. No-
tice that the Markovian noise correlation functions for
N ≤ 1 are a Dirac delta function that describes a
white-noise spectrum (N = 0), and for a one dimen-
sional noise with N = 1, we obtain a Lorentzian spec-
trum that describes an Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process where
G(t) = 1

2D0τc
e−|t|/τc , with τc =

√
D1/D0. These Marko-

vian noise processes disagree with what quantum me-
chanics predicts, that for short times G should decay at
least quadratically. This is true for all Markovian pro-
cesses, as Eq. (26) demands for the first derivative of
G(t, t′) to be discontinuous at t = t′ when N = 1.

VI. IMPLEMENTATION OF THE
FRAMEWORK ON PARADIGMATIC

NON-STATIONARY NOISES

In this section, we show how to implement the pre-
sented path integral framework to two paradigmatic ex-
amples of non-stationary noises. We consider a noise
determined from a quench on the environment and a
noise that acts near to a point of time. Both examples
shows some characteristic features that arise from our
framework that distinguish non-stationary from station-
ary noise effects on the qubit-probe dephasing.

A. Quenched diffusion

We here consider a quenched environment described
by a diffusion process of the fluctuating field that begin
at an instant of time . This sets a paradigmatic model
of typical environments that can be suddenly quenched
to put them out of equilibrium, where excitations start
spreading over a large number of degrees of freedom
[13, 50, 56, 64, 74]. The environment dynamics sensed
by the qubit-probe can be represented with a generalized
diffusion process, and possible examples can be encoun-
tered in spin ensembles coupled to single NV centers in
diamond [94, 128, 129], macromolecular dynamics [130–
133], spin diffusion on environments that becomes out of
equilibrium [13, 35, 86, 134, 135], dynamics of spin and
current fluctuations in a material at the nanoscale probed
by magnetic noise sensors [136, 137], and molecular dif-
fusion out of equilibrium [63, 138–141].

As a simple model, in particular we consider that the
fluctuating field is zero and at a given time suddenly
starts to fluctuate, driven by a one dimensional Ornstein-
Uhlenbeck diffusion process [47, 48, 93, 94, 129, 136].
Considering that the quench is at time t = 0, the fluctu-
ating field is therefore confined to a point for t < 0. For
t > 0 the noise process is described by a differential op-
erator equal to a stationary one that gives a Lorentzian
spectrum

S0(ω) =
1

D0 +D1ω2
. (39)

This quenched diffusion noise process is local-in-time and
is modeled by the differential operator

D(t) = D1∂
2
t +D0(t), (40)

with

D0(t) =

{
D0 t > 0

+∞ t < 0
, (41)

where we considered D as a scalar Kernel operator. The
action and the differential operator that describe the pos-
sible field paths are equivalent to the ones derived from a
Schrödinger equation that describe an infinite potential
wall at the position 0. Based on this analogy one can
consider that D1∂

2
t is mapped to − 1

2m∂
2
x and D0(t) is

mapped to the energy potential that describe the wall by
replacing t with the position x. Therefore, the eigenmode
basis that diagonalizes the Kernel operator D is

|Ω) =

√
2

π

∫ +∞

0

dt sin(Ωt)|t), (42)

where (Ω|Ω′) = δ(Ω−Ω′) and Ω ≥ 0 ∈ R. Following Eq.
(18), the noise spectrum on the eigenmode basis of the
non-stationary field fluctuations is (Fig. 3)

S(Ω) =
1

D0 +D1Ω2
, (43)
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FIG. 3: Non-stationary noise spectrum of a one dimensional
quenched diffusion process of the environmental field fluc-
tuations, driven by a one dimensional Ornstein-Uhlenbeck
stochastic process. (a) The absolute value of the correspond-
ing spectral density S(ω1, ω2) in the frequency-basis, the bis-
pectrum given by Eq. (47), is shown. Only the diagonal
ω1 = ω2 contains the stationary component of the noise spec-
trum that is dominant at long times after the quench. As the
stationary component is ∝ δ(ω1 − ω2), we have plotted it by
replacing the δ(ω1−ω2) function by a non-divergent gaussian
function for presentation purposes. The inset shows a surface
colored map of the bispectrum with contour lines in white
color. (b) The corresponding generalized, non-stationary
noise spectrum S(Ω), given in the noise eigenmode basis |Ω)
that diagonalize the noise spectrum.

and the generalized filter function is defined by

F (Ω) = (Ω|f) =

∫ +∞

0

dt

√
2

π
sin(Ωt)f(t). (44)

Notice how the functional form of the non-stationary
noise spectrum of Eq. (43) is equal to that of a station-
ary case for ω ≥ 0 [Eq. (39)] replacing Ω by ω. How-
ever the eigenmodes are different to the ones obtained
in the stationary case. In this example, this means that
the difference between the stationary and non-stationary
cases is encoded in the filter function F . For a stationary
Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process, F is obtained by perform-
ing the complex Fourier transform of f(t), but in the
non-stationary process F is obtained by a real Fourier
transform based on the sinusoidal component given by
Eq. (44).

1. Manifestation of the quench on the noise correlation
functions

The correlation function is the solution of the local-in-
time differential equation D(t)G(t, t′) = δ(t−t′). The cor-
relation function satisfies G(t, t′) = G†(t′, t), G(0, t′) = 0
due to the fluctuating field is 0 at t = 0 and it also sat-
isfies limt→∞G(t, t′) = 0 for a fixed t′ as the correlation

function of the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process decays expo-
nentially to 0. The solution for the differential equation
is thus

G(t, t′) =
1

2D0τc

[
e−|t−t

′|/τc − e−(t+t′)/τc
]

Θ(t)Θ(t′),

(45)

where τc =
√

D1

D0
is the correlation time and Θ(t) is the

Heaviside function.
For long times after the quench t/τc, t

′/τc � 1, we
recover the correlation function for a Ornstein-Uhlenbeck
stationary diffusion process

G(t, t′) ' 1

2D0τc
e−|t−t

′|/τc . (46)

In this case G(t, t′) is given by the Green function of the
differential Kernel operator D1∂

2
t +D0 acting over time

dependent functions with t ∈ R instead of t > 0 as in the
quenched case. Therefore, for times much longer than τc,
the environment forgets the boundary condition imposed
by the quench. The non-stationary effects induced by
the quench are thus modeled by the second term

−1

2D0τc
e−(t+t′)/τc

of Eq. (45). The quench effects are thus only manifested
for times much lower than τc with respect to the quench
time t = 0, in contrast with the stationary effects that
depend on the time correlation difference |t− t′|.

The corresponding spectral density in the frequency-
basis of Eq. (12) is the bispectrum

S(ω1, ω2) = δ(ω1 − ω2)
1

D0

1

1 + ω2
1τ

2
c

− τc
4πD0

1

(1− iω1τc) (1 + iω2τc)
, (47)

where the first term is the stationary noise spectrum of
Eq. (39), and the other term is due to the quench. Fig-
ure 3(a) shows this non-stationary bispectrum, where the
stationary component is only manifested on the diagonal
ω1 = ω2. The noise eigenmodes [Eq. (42)] and the non-
stationary noise eigen-spectrum [Eq. (43)] are obtained
by diagonalising this bispectrum. Figure 3(b) shows
the corresponding diagonalized non-stationary spectrum
S(Ω) of Eq. (43).

2. Manifestation of the quench on the qubit-probe dephasing

The difference in the qubit-probe decay induced by
this quenched diffusion, between the non-stationary ef-
fects and its stationary counterpart is given by

−1
2D0τc

∫
dt1dt2 f(t)e

−(t+t′)/τcf(t′) =

= −1
2D0τc

[∫
dt f(t)e−t/τc

]2
.

(48)
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Therefore the non-stationary effects for this type of
quenched noise always reduce the dephasing induced on
the qubit-probe compared with a stationary process. We
consider in particular the control modulation function
of the typical continuous wave irradiation to show this
manifestation of the non-stationary effects on the qubit-
probe dephasing. We start the control at time t0 after
the quench

f(t) = g cos[ω(t− t0)]Θ(t− t0)Θ(t0 + T − t), (49)

and it acts during a time T . The argument of the de-
phasing given in Eq. (8) at time t0 + T is

(f |G|f) = (f |G0|f)

−g
2τc

2D0

{
1 + [ωτc sin(ωT )− cos(ωT )]e−T/τc

1 + ω2τ2
c

}2

e−2t0/τc ,

(50)

where (f |G0|f) is the dephasing obtained for the station-
ary case, and the second term is due to the quench –non-
stationary– effects. This second term provides a dephas-
ing term that oscillates with the control frequency ω as
a function of the duration of the control modulation T .
This oscillation is attenuated with the exponential decay
e−T/τc , thus it disappears at long times after the quench.
Then, if the control modulation duration is T � τc, we
still have an extra term due to the quench effects

(f |G|f) = (f |G0|f)−
g2τc
2D0

e−2t0/τc

(1 + ω2τ2
c )

2 . (51)

Notice that this last term provides a constant term
into the dephasing that contains information about the
quench if t0 . τc as it decays exponentially with the time
t0 when qubit-probe control started. This prediction thus
gives a tool to probe the quench effects by monitoring
the dephasing change as a function of t0, and gives a
method to probe the self-correlation times induced by
the quench. Moreover, if one monitor the decay rate of
the qubit-probe as typically done in several noise spec-
troscopy approaches [35, 40, 45], one would obtain only
the stationary decay rate given by

(f |G0|f) ∝ S0(ω)T. (52)

Therefore, the effects of the quench are not manifested
on the decay rate, but they are evidenced on a shift of
the decaying signal given by the second term of Eq. (51).

B. Noise produced near to a point of time

As one of our results is that non-stationary spectrums
can be discrete according to Eq. (18), we exploit an anal-
ogy with the Schrödinger equation to describe a paradig-
matic example that manifests this discrete nature. A
noise that contains these discrete features, is for example

one that acts only near to an instant of time, a pulsed
noise interaction. This is a paradigmatic model for a
quantum probe that interacts with a noise during a fi-
nite duration of time. Examples of this can be moving
charges or particles that pass near to quantum sensor
[76, 138, 139, 142–144], forces or interactions detected
by a moving cantilever or tip that contains the sensor
[77, 129, 145], and biomedical applications as the detec-
tion of neuronal activity [75, 76, 78].

Every non-stationary noise described by a differential
operator of the form

D(t) = −D1∂
2
t + D0(t), (53)

where D1 is a scalar, can be mapped to a quantum-
mechanical problem with the Hamiltonian

H = − 1

2m
∂2
x + V (x) (54)

by replacing x→ t, m→ 1
2D1

and V (x)→ D0(t). There-
fore for every solvable quantum-mechanical Hamiltonian
with positive eigenvalues, we obtain a solution for the
noise spectrum and its eigenmodes of a Markovian local-
in-time, non-stationary Gaussian noise. The energy lev-
els of the Hamiltonian must be positive so as the differen-
tial operator D(t) is positive definite, but every bounded
from below Hamiltonian can be transformed into a posi-
tive definite one by adding a large enough constant C to
H → H+ C.

Based on this analogy, we describe the paradigmatic
example of a pulsed noise with a one dimensional, non-
stationary noise process that is local-in-time. We con-
sider the noise described by a differential operator D that
is mappable to the Hamiltonian of a quantum harmonic
oscillator

H = − 1

2m
∂2
x +

1

2
mω2

0x
2 +D0, (55)

whereD0 is an additive constant that does not change the
eigenvectors of the Hamiltonian H. The corresponding
differential operator is

D(t) = −D1∂
2
t +D0 + αt2, (56)

where the necessary map is m→ 1
2D1

, ω0 →
√

4αD1 and
x→ t. This stochastic process models a noise probed by
the qubit-system that appears near to a point of time,
where the fluctuating field paths are forced to be 0 for
times |t| → ∞, since D0(|t| → ∞) → ∞. Therefore, the
fluctuating fields are only allowed to deviate from 0 near
to the local instant of time t = 0 (see blue dashed line in
Fig. 4). The noise eigenmodes of D(t) are

|Ωn) =
1√

2nn!

(√
α

D1π2

)1/4

×∫ +∞

−∞
dt exp

{
−
√

α

4D1
t2
}
Hn

{(
α

D1

)1/4

t

}
|t), (57)
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FIG. 4: Scheme for the characteristic features of a paradig-
matic local-in-time, non-stationary noise that acts only near
to a point of time and therefore produce a discrete, gener-
alized noise spectrum. The variance of a one dimensional
noise that appears near to a point of time is shown with a
blue dashed line. (a) The generalized non-stationary noise
spectrum S(Ωn) = 1

Ωn+D0
in the noise eigenmode basis is

shown with orange horizontal lines. The corresponding noise
eigenmodes |Ωn) are shown in the time-basis fn(t) = (t|Ωn)
for n = 0, 1, 2, ... with solid black lines. They also provide
the natural control modulations to probe the noise eigen-
modes. (b) Schematic representation of the qubit-probe sig-
nal decay when it is controlled by the modulation functions
fn(t). They feature a signal saturation at long times given by
exp {−(Ωn|G|Ωn)} = exp {−S(Ωn)}.

where Hn are the Hermite polynomials with n = 0, 1, 2, ...
in analogy with the eigenfunctions of the quantum har-
monic oscillator [Fig. 4(a)]. The non-stationary noise
spectrum expressed on its eigenmode basis is then dis-
crete, given by

S(Ωn) =
1

Ωn +D0
, Ωn =

(
n+

1

2

)
ω0, (58)

as shown in Fig. 4(a). Since the differential operator D(t)
is positive definite if and only if all its eigenvalues are
positive, the model is well defined only for ω0 > −2D0.

This noise model sets a paradigmatic example of some
of the differences between probing non-stationary and
stationary noise spectra with dynamical decoupling noise
spectroscopy. In this case, the natural control modula-
tion would be fn(t) = (t|Ωn) for n = 0, 1, 2, ... as shown
in Fig. 4(a). Here the dephasing in the long time limit
after applying these modulations will saturate to a con-
stant value that provides the noise eigenvalues

(Ωn|G|Ωn) =
1

Ωn +D0
. (59)

This is in contrast to the predicted exponential de-
cay with a constant rate for stationary noises typically
used for noise spectroscopy [35]. Figure 4(b) shows a
schematic representation of the qubit-probe signal de-
cay when it is controlled by the modulation functions
fn(t) = (t|Ωn). This behaviour is universal for all noises
with a discrete spectrum, therefore this example shows
how noise spectroscopy must be done for such noises.

VII. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

We introduced a path integral framework for determin-
ing the dephasing on a quantum probe induced by non-
stationary Gaussian noises. This type of noises models a
fluctuating qubit-probe interaction with a quantum en-
vironment that is out-of-equilibrium under the so-called
weak coupling approximation. We show that the noise
generated by this non-stationary environment is com-
pletely determined by a bispectrum defined by the inverse
of the Kernel operator that describes the probability den-
sity of the field paths. This complement recent results,
where similar bispectra functions characterize stationary
noises that are non-Gaussian [42, 67].

The presented framework introduced a generalized
noise spectrum for non-stationary environments, defined
by the inverse of the eigenvalues of the kernel operator
that determines the probability of the noise field paths.
The noise eigenmodes define the proper basis to general-
ize a filter function derived from the control, whose over-
lap with the noise spectrum determines the qubit-probe
dephasing. This results into an extension of the valid-
ity of the universal formula for the dephasing of open
quantum systems that depends on the overlap between
a noise spectral density and a qubit-control filter func-
tion. The main result of this generalization is that it
allows to implement two important tools, already devel-
oped for stationary noises, to probe spectral properties
and to mitigate decoherence effects of non-stationary en-
vironments.

We then considered a broad subclass of non-stationary
noises, that we called local-in-time. We show they are de-
scribed by a differential operator based on constraints to
the derivatives of the fluctuating field paths. We also
show how these constraints are reflected on the func-
tional behavior of the non-stationary noise spectrums.
Such subclass of the discussed non-stationary noises are
the only ones that can be Markovian if the first deriva-
tive of the fluctuating fields is not continuous, e.g. white
noises and stationary noises with Lorentzian noise spec-
tra. Therefore, if the field derivative is continuous or
the noise is not local-in-time, the noise process is non-
Markovian. Remarkably, we found that local-in-time,
non-stationary Gaussian noises that are non-Markovian,
still can be described by a generalized Markovian noise
process that includes the field and a finite number of its
derivatives. This approach simplifies the noise descrip-
tion as it is fully determined by a differential equation
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and the constraints on its derivatives thus redusing the
dimensionality for the characterization of the noise spec-
tra. An important application for the derived forms of
the noise spectrum is that they allow to determine when
a noise process is Markovian or non-Markovian by exper-
imentally measuring its spectrum with dynamical decou-
pling noise spectroscopy. In the particular case of sta-
tionary noises that are local-in-time, we found that the
differential equation gives a noise spectra given by the in-
verse of matrix polynomials of the frequency modes. The
polynomial coefficients associated to a power of the fre-
quency are given by the constraint to the corresponding
order of the fluctuating field derivative. This thus al-
low the implementation of parametric estimation meth-
ods to determine the noise spectra, rather than using
non-parametric estimation that is much more complex
and requires more available experimental time.

We have shown that in some cases local-in-time, non-
stationary noises can be mapped to the Schrödinger equa-
tion. Thus every solvable 1 dimensional quantum me-
chanical Hamiltonian H for a single particle in one spa-
tial dimension with eigenvalues bounded from below, gen-
erates a whole class of solvable noise probability distribu-
tions. We have used this map to apply the presented path
integral framework to two paradigmatic non-stationary
noises: a noise acting near to a point of time –a pulsed
noise– by analogy to a quantum harmonic oscillator and
a quench on the environment that suddenly starts an
Ornstein-Uhlenbeck diffusion process. Both of these ex-
amples describe out-of-equilibrium environments. The
pulsed noise is a paradigmatic model for a quantum probe
interacting with a noise during a finite duration of time
that manifests a discrete nature on the generalized non-
stationary noise spectrum. In this case the noise spec-
trum is obtained by saturation of the qubit-probe dephas-
ing rather than on its decay rate. The quenched diffusion
noise sets a paradigmatic model for typical environments
that can be suddenly quenched to put them out of equi-
librium, where excitations start spreading over a large
number of degrees of freedom. In this case we show some
features on the spin dephasing and noise spectra that
manifest the quench –non-stationary– effects, evidenced
by a bispectrum and a reduced dephasing compared with
a stationary noise. In particular, we show how the quench

correlation can be probed by monitoring this dephasing.

The results presented here thus set a general frame-
work for a large universal class of non-stationary –out-
of-equilibrium– noise sources of decoherence, allowing
to probe and interpret noise spectral properties and
time-correlations by a quantum probe. Thus they pro-
vide tools and insights for probing and understand-
ing the dynamics of quantum information of out-of-
equilibrium complex quantum systems via a quantum
sensor [13, 49, 50, 53, 57, 61, 74, 135, 137, 146]. In
particular, they can be useful for quantum sensing the
dynamics of single, but complex, large molecules as pro-
teins [133, 147–149] and neuronal activity [75, 76, 78]
with potential applications in biology and medicine. At
the same time the general framework sets an universal
formula to allow finding optimal control for protecting
against decoherence generated by more realistic environ-
ments, that at atomic scales produce non-stationary –
out-of-equilibrium– noise fluctuations. This tool is very
important for implementing quantum technologies that
can span from memory storage to information processing
in quantum devices [1–4, 144].
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Appendix A: Path integrals for gaussian noise
probability distributions

Path integrals can be calculated exactly when the in-
tegrand is determined by Gaussian probability distribu-
tions as [107]

∫
DB exp

[
−1

2
(B|D|B) + (J|B)

]
=

∫
DB exp

[
−1

2

∫
dt

∫
dt′B†(t)D(t, t′)B(t′) +

∫
dtJ†(t)B(t)

]
= Det(D/2π)

1/2 exp

[
1

2

∫
dt

∫
dt′J†(t)G(t, t

′
)J(t′)

]
, (A1)

where D is any real Hermitian operator, J is any function
over Rn, and G is the inverse of the Kernel operator D.

The inverse relation is determined by∫
dtD(t1, t)G(t, t2) = δ(t1 − t2), (A2)
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where δ is de Dirac delta distribution and the boundary
condition lim|t|→∞G(t, t′) = 0 must be satisfied. The
path integral is well defined if and only if D is a positive
definite operator. For these operators, functions such
that lim|t|→∞B(t) 6= 0 do not contribute to the integral,
as (B|D|B) diverges.

Since for any real anti-Hermitian operator DA,
(B|DA|B) = 0, one can only consider integrals where
D is a Hermitian operator without loss of generality as
in Eq. (A1). This can be demonstrated by considering
that an arbitrary D can be decomposed as

D = DH + DA, (A3)

with DH = D+D†
2 and DA = D−D†

2 its Hermitian and anti-
Hermitian parts, respectively. The value of the integral
thus depends only on DH , and therefore we can consider
DA = 0. In this article, we have considered J = if and
B the noise fluctuating fields, therefore

〈eiφ[B,f ]〉 =

∫
DB exp

[
−1

2
(B|D|B) + i(f |B)

]
(A4)

= exp

[
−1

2
(f |G|f)

]
. (A5)

Appendix B: Parametrization of the noise
eigenmode basis

As described in Sec. IV A, Ω is a parameter that in
general its physical meaning depends specifically on the
non-stationary process, and on the parametrization of
the functional behaviour S(Ω), as it is always possible to
reparametrize the eigenmodes by a different parameter.
Similarly, while the frequency ω seems a natural choice
for stationary environments, different parameters can be
used to describe the noise eigenmodes also in stationary
systems.

Here, we show examples of possible reparametrization
of the noise eigenmodes for stationary noises. Specifi-
cally, rather than using Ω = (ω,m) as discussed in Sec.

IV B, we can chose Ω′ = (λ,m) = (ω1/3,m). Therefore
the noise spectrum is S′(Ω′) = S′m(λ) = Sm(ω = λ3)

and the noise eigenmode |Ω′) = |λ,m) =
√

3|λ|bm(ω =
λ3)|ω = λ3), where the prefactors are derived from the
orthonormal relation (λ,m|λ′,m′) = δm,m′δ(λ− λ′), and
that F ′m(λ) = (λ,m|f). Applying these change of vari-
able ω = λ3 to Eq. (21), one obtains

〈eiφ[B,f ]〉 = exp

[
−1

2

∑
m

∫
dλS′m(λ) |F ′m(λ)|2

]
,

which is how Eq. (20) is expressed with this new
parametrization.

Another example is analogous to how the free par-
ticle Hamiltonian eigenstates can be indexed either by
their momentum or by their energy and parity. In this
case, the complex exponentials are replaced by trigono-
metric functions and the noise eigenmodes are |E, π,m).

Here (t|E, 1,m) =
√

2
π

1
4√
E
bm(ω =

√
E) cos(

√
Et) and

(t|E,−1,m) =
√

2
π

1
4√
E
bm(ω =

√
E) sin(

√
Et), where

the prefactors are again obtained from the normalization
condition (E, π,m|E′, π′,m’) = δ(E − E′)δπ,π′δm,m′ .

Appendix C: Derivation of the local-in-time
differential operator D

The most general action that describes a local-in-time,
non-stationary noise process is of the form

A[B] =

∫
dt
∑
k

∑
l≤k

B†(k)(t)Dk,l(t)B(l)(t), (C1)

as in Eq. (23) of the main text. Since the only
paths that contribute to the dephasing integral satisfy
lim|t|→∞B(k)(t) = 0 for all k ≤ N , we integrate by parts
each of the action terms and find that

∫
dtB†(k)(t)Dk,l(t)B(l)(t) = −

∫
dtB†(k−1)(t)

(
Dk,l(t)B(l+1)(t) + Ḋk,l(t)B(l)(t)

)
, (C2)

where Ḋk,l(t) is the derivative of Dk,l(t). Integrating by
parts thus transforms a single term containing the deriva-
tives of order k and l of B into two terms, one contain-
ing the derivatives of order k − 1 and l + 1 and another
containing the ones of order k − 1 and l. Since l ≤ k,
this integration by parts reduces the difference between

the orders of the derivatives when applied to terms with
k − l > 1. By repeating this procedure successively, one
can express the action only containing terms with k = l



17

and k = l + 1,

A[B] =

∫
dt

N∑
k=0

B†(k)(t)D̃Hk (t)B(k)(t)

+

N∑
k=1

B†(k)(t)D̃Ak (t)B(k−1)(t), (C3)

where D̃Hk (t) and D̃Ak (t) are real matrices.
Considering that the derivative

d

dt

(
B†(k)(t)D̃Ak+1(t)B(k)(t)

)
= B†(k+1)(t)D̃Ak+1(t)B(k)(t)

+ B†(k)(t)D̃Ak+1(t)B(k+1)(t) + B†(k)(t) ˙̃D
A

k+1(t)B(k)(t),
(C4)

that ∫
dt
d

dt

(
B†(k)(t)D̃Ak (t)B(k)(t)

)
= 0, (C5)

and that

B†(k)(t)D̃Ak+1(t)B(k+1)(t) = B†(k+1)(t)D̃A†k+1(t)B(k)(t),
(C6)

the action can be written as

A[B] =

∫
dt

N∑
k=0

B†(k)(t)

(
D̃Hk (t)− 1

2
˙̃D
A

k+1(t)

)
B(k)(t)

+

N∑
k=1

1

2
B†(k)(t)

(
D̃Ak (t)− D̃A†k (t)

)
B(k−1)(t), (C7)

where ˙̃D
A

N+1(t) = 0. The terms
(
DAk (t)− DA†k (t)

)
are real anti-Hermitian matrices and the value of

B†(k)(t)

(
D̃Hk (t)− 1

2
˙̃D
A

k+1(t)

)
B(k)(t) depends only on

the Hermitian part of D̃Hk (t)− 1
2

˙̃D
A

k (t). Therefore, defin-
ing the real Hermitian matrices

DHk =
D̃Hk (t)− 1

2
˙̃D
A

k+1(t) + D̃H†k (t)− 1
2

˙̃D
A†
k+1(t)

2
(C8)

and the real anti-Hermitian ones

DAk =
DAk (t)− DA†k (t)

2
, (C9)

the action can be simplified to

A[B] =

∫
dt

N∑
k=0

B†(k)(t)DHk (t)B(k)(t)

+

∫
dt

N∑
k=1

B†(k)(t)DAk (t)B(k−1)(t). (C10)

Defining then the Hermitian differential operator as

D =

N∑
k=0

←
∂ kt DHk (t) ∂ kt

+
1

2

N∑
k=1

[←
∂ kt DAk (t)∂ k−1

t −
←

∂ k−1
t DAk (t)∂ kt

]
, (C11)

we thus obtain

A[B] =
1

2
(B|D|B), (C12)

as defined in the main text in Eq. (24).
The operator D acts on the field function B(t) as

(t|D|B) =

N∑
k=0

(−1)k∂kt
[
DHk (t)∂ktB(t)

]
+

1

2

N∑
k=1

(−1)k
[
∂kt
(
DAk (t)∂k−1

t B(t)
)]

+
1

2

N∑
k=1

(−1)k
[
∂k−1
t

(
DAk (t)∂ kt B(t)

)]
, (C13)

where
←
∂t = −∂t over the space of functions considered,

as implementing integration by parts we find that

(f |
←
∂t|g) =

∫
dt ḟ(t)g(t) = −

∫
f(t)ġ(t) = −(f |∂t|g).

(C14)
This implies that for a stationary process

(B|
←
∂kt DHk ∂kt |B) =

∫
dtB(k)†(t)DHk B(k)(t)

= (B|(−1)kDHk ∂2k
t |B) (C15)

and

(B|
←
∂kt DAk ∂

k−1
t |B) =

∫
dtB(k)†(t)DAkB(k−1)(t)

= (B|(−1)kDHk ∂
2k−1
t |B), (C16)

so that the differential operator is

D =

N∑
k=0

(−1)kDHk ∂2k
t +

N∑
k=1

(−1)kDAk ∂
2k−1
t . (C17)

Appendix D: Differentiability of the field paths for
local-in-time noises

In this Appendix we demonstrate that the field paths
and their first N − 1 derivatives must be continuous for
local-in-time noise processes. We thus study the differen-
tiability of the paths allowed by the action. Considering
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a particular B(t), let us assume that at some time t some
of the first N − 1 derivatives of B(t) are not continuous
at t = t. Then, the N order derivative

B(N)(t) = B
(N)
0 (t) +

N−1∑
k=0

∆B(k)δ(N−1−k)(t− t), (D1)

where the coefficients

∆B(k) = lim
t→t+

B(k)(t)− lim
t→t−

B(k)(t) (D2)

for functions for which these limits exist and B
(N)
0 (t) is a

distribution such that B
(N)
0 (t) is finite. Then, terms like

the following contribute to the action

∫
dtB(N)†(t)DHN (t)B(N)(t) =

∫
dtB

(N)†
0 (t)DHN (t)B

(N)
0 (t) +

∫
dt2B

(N)†
0 (t)DHN (t)

N−1∑
k=0

∆B(k)δ(N−1−k)(t− t)+

+

∫
dt

[
N−1∑
k=0

∆B(k)†δ(N−1−k)(t− t)

]
DHN (t)

[
N−1∑
k=0

∆B(k)δ(N−1−k)(t− t)

]
. (D3)

The last term of this integral gives a positively diver-
gent contribution that depends quadratically on the dis-
continuity of B(t), given by ∆B(k), and the first N − 1
derivatives of the field at t = t. The discontinuities of
higher derivatives do not appear in the action. Since the
operator D(t) is definite positive, the total contribution
of these discontinuous paths to the action must be in-
finite. Therefore the probability of discontinuous paths
and paths with discontinuities in their first N −1 deriva-
tives, is zero, and do not contribute to the path integral.
Thus we have concluded that the field paths and its first
N − 1 derivatives must be continuous for local-in-time
processes.

Appendix E: Discretization of local-in-time processes

In this appendix we show an interpretation of the
meaning of local-in-time processes by implementing a
time discretization. We replace the continuous time vari-
able t by the discrete sequence of times tj = j∆t. The
action is thus

A[B] =
∑
j ∆t

∑N
k=0 B

†(k)(tj)DHk (tj)B
(k)(tj)

+
∑
j ∆t

∑N
k=1 B

†(k)(tj)DAk (tj)B
(k−1)(tj),

where the field derivatives have been replaced using finite

differences Ḃ(tj) =
B(tj+1)−B(tj−1)

2∆t with N the highest
derivative order that contributes to the action. Within
this discrete representation, the fluctuating field B can
be defined by a vector Bj = B(tj) and the kernel opera-
tor D can be represented by the matrix Djj′ = D(tj , tj′).

Therefore, the k-th derivative of the field
[
B(k)

]
j

=∑j+k
j′=j−k

ck
∆tk

Bj′ is a linear combination of the values that

B takes at the 2k+ 1 times closest to j, where the coeffi-
cients ck are independent of ∆t. Thus, a kernel operator
corresponding to a local-in-time process has coefficients
that satisfy Djj′ = 0 for |j−j′| > N . Within this discrete
picture, local-in-time processes are those whose kernel
operator is N -diagonal, i.e. its matrix representation has
non zero coefficients only in the first N central diagonals.
In this representation only if N = 0, the kernel operator
is diagonal in the time basis and therefore B(t) and B(t′)
are uncorrelated for t 6= t′. However for N ≥ 1 the field
at the N -th closest times are correlated. Still, local-in-
time processes are such that long-time correlations do
not exist.

Appendix F: Non-Markovian proof for N > 1

In this Appendix we analyze the conditions for a non-
stationary noise to be non-Markovian. As we stated in
the main text, noise processes that are not local-in-time
cannot be Markovian since the action explicitly relates
the value of the fluctuating field B at different times. A
noise with N = 0 is the so-called white noise, and there-
fore it is Markovian. Therefore, we only consider in the
following demonstration, local-in-time noises withN ≥ 1.
In Appendix G we prove that the generalized noise pro-
cess given by {B(k)(t)} is Markovian. As a particular
case, if N = 1, then {B(k)(t)} ≡ {B(k)(t) : k = 0} =
{B(t)}, therefore showing that processes with N = 1 are
Markovian. In the Appendix D, we prove that the field
paths that contribute to the path integral for local-in-
time noises are not only continuous, but are N − 1 times
continuously differentiable. This property allows us to
demonstrate that noises with N > 1 are not Markovian.

To do this, we consider the values of the field at two
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infinitesimally close times t0 and t1 to be B0 and B1, re-
spectively. According to this assumption, the field deriva-
tive Ḃ(t1) = B1−B0

t1−t0 must be continuous. If we now con-
sider the field value at a time tf , infinitesimally close

and after t1, we know again that Ḃ will change continu-
ously. Therefore, the mean value of the probability distri-
bution P (Bf , tf |B1, t1;B0, t0) is B1 + Ḃ(t1) (tf − t1) =

B1

(
1 +

tf−t1
t1−t0

)
−B0

tf−t1
t1−t0 . This means that the state of

the field at tf depends on the state B0 and B1 at times
t0 and t1 respectively. Therefore, the probability distri-
bution of the field depends on the state of the system at
least at two previous times, thus

P (Bf , tf |B1, t1;B0, t0) 6= P (Bf , tf |B1, t1). (F1)

A Markovian process must satisfy Eq. (30), therefore in
this case we have that

P (Bf , tf |B0, t0) =∫
dB1P (Bf , tf |B1, t1;B0, t0)P (B1, t1|B0, t0)
6=
∫
dB1P (Bf , tf |B1, t1)P (B1, t1|B0, t0),

(F2)

and thus the process is not Markovian. This example
evidences the key considerations to show why a local-
in-time noise process is not Markovian if the differential
operator D(t) contains derivatives higher than the order
N = 1. In this case of N > 1, the state at a given time
depends on the information about previous states that is
encoded on the continuous derivatives of the field.

Appendix G: Markovian generalized stochastic
process

In this Appendix, we find a formula for the propagator
of the generalized noise process

{B(k)(t)} ≡ {B(k)(t) : k = 0, . . . N − 1}
= {B(t), Ḃ(t), . . . ,B(N−1)(t)}, (G1)

introduced in Sec. V of the main text, in terms of path
integrals. We show that it can be separated into three in-
dependent path integrals with boundary conditions. We
use this integral decomposition to prove that the process
that describes {B(k)(t)} is Markovian.

We consider how the probability distribution of the
generalized field fluctuations {B(k)(t)} evolves with time.
To demonstrate the Markovian condition of Eq. (30) of
the main text, we need to calculate the probability of the

state {B(k)
f } at time tf given that at time t0 the field and

its derivatives are {B(k)
0 }. This conditional probability is

given by

P ({B(k)
f }, tf |{B

(k)
0 }t0) =

1

P ({B(k)
0 }, t0)

∫
{
B|{B(k)(t0,f )}={B(k)

0,f}
}DB exp

[
−1

2
(B|D|B)

]
,

(G2)

where the path integral runs over all the paths B(t) such

that {B(k)(t0)} = {B(k)
0 } and {B(k)(tf )} = {B(k)

f }, de-

noted by
{
B|{B(k)(t0,f )} = {B(k)

0,f}
}

in the integral.

We first determine the probability of the state

{B(k)
0 } ≡ {B0, . . . ,B

(N−1)
0 } (G3)

at time t0, which is given by

P ({B(k)
0 }, t0)=

∫
{B|{B(k)(t0)}={B(k)

0 }}
DB exp

[
−1

2
(B|D|B)

]
,

(G4)
where the integral runs over all paths that pass through

{B(k)
0 } at time t = t0. The continuity conditions of

{B(k)} demonstrated in Appendix D implies that inte-

grating over all paths such that {B(k)(t0)} = {B(k)
0 } is

the same than integrating over all paths that end at t0
with {B(k)(t0)} = {B(k)

0 }, and over all paths that start

at t0 with {B(k)(t0)} = {B(k)
0 }, and then multiplying

these two integrals. Therefore, the probability

P ({B(k)
0 }, t0) = I

({
B

(k)
0

}
,t0
)

(0,−∞) × I(0,+∞)({
B

(k)
0

}
,t0
), (G5)

where we introduced the integrals with boundary condi-
tions for the paths

I(0,+∞)({
B

(k)
0

}
,t0
) ≡∫ (0,+∞)({

B
(k)
0

}
,t0
)DB exp

[
−1

2

∫ +∞

t0

dtB†(t)D(t)B(t)

]
, (G6)

where the integral runs over all paths that start at

time t0 with value {B(k)
0 } and go to t → +∞ with

limt→∞
{
B(k)(t)

}
= 0, and

I
({

B
(k)
0

}
,t0
)

(0,−∞) ≡∫ (
{
B

(k)
0

}
,t0)

(0,−∞)

DB exp

[
−1

2

∫ t0

−∞
dtB†(t)D(t)B(t)

]
, (G7)

where the integral runs over all the paths that come from
t → −∞ with limt→−∞

{
B(k)(t)

}
= 0, and end at time

t0 with value {B(k)
0 }.

We then calculate the integral on the numerator of Eq.
(G2), which gives∫
{B|{B(k)(t0,f )}={B(k)

0,f}}
DB exp

[
− 1

2 (B|D|B)
]

=

I
({

B
(k)
0

}
,t0
)

(0,−∞) × I
({

B
(k)
f

}
,tf

)
({

B
(k)
0

}
,t0
) × I(0,+∞)({

B
(k)
f

}
,tf

), (G8)

where we have introduced the integral with boundary
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conditions

I
({

B
(k)
f

}
,tf

)
({

B
(k)
0

}
,t0
) ≡

∫ ({
B

(k)
0

}
,t0
)

({
B

(k)
0

}
,t0
)DB exp

[
−1

2

∫ tf

t0

dtB†(t)D(t)B(t)

]
, (G9)

where the integral runs over all the paths that start at

time t0 with value {B(k)
0 } and end at time tf with value

{B(k)
f }. Again, we have considered the continuity condi-

tions on the field paths {B(k)} demonstrated in Appendix

D. The integrals I(0,+∞)({
B

(k)
f

}
,tf

) and I
({

B
(k)
0

}
,t0
)

(0,−∞) are defined

in Eqs. (G6) and (G7) respectively.

Now using Eqs. (G5) and (G8), we obtain the condi-
tional probability of the noise process

P ({B(k)
f }, tf |{B

(k)
0 }|t0) =

I
({

B
(k)
f

}
,tf

)
({

B
(k)
0

}
,t0
) × I(0,+∞)({

B
(k)
f

}
,tf

)
I(0,+∞)({

B
(k)
0

}
,t0
) .

(G10)
In order to prove that this process is Markovian, we intro-
duce an intermediate time t1 and calculate the integral

∫
d{B(k)

1 }P ({B(k)
f }, tf |{B

(k)
1 }, t1)P ({B(k)

1 }, t1|{B
(k)
0 }, t0)

=

∫
d{B(k)

1 }×

×
I
({

B
(k)
1

}
,t1
)

({
B

(k)
0

}
,t0
) × I(0,+∞)({

B
(k)
1

}
,t1
)

I(0,+∞)({
B

(k)
0

}
,t0
)

I
({

B
(k)
f

}
,tf

)
({

B
(k)
1

}
,t1
) × I(0,+∞)({

B
(k)
f

}
,tf

)
I(0,+∞)({

B
(k)
1

}
,t1
)

=

I(0,+∞)({
B

(k)
f

}
,tf

)
I(0,+∞)({

B
(k)
0

}
,t0
)
∫
d{B(k)

1 }I
({

B
(k)
1

}
,t1
)

({
B

(k)
0

}
,t0
) ×I

({
B

(k)
f

}
,tf

)
({

B
(k)
1

}
,t1
) ,

(G11)

that appears in the Markovian condition of Eq. (30),

where d{B(k)
1 } ≡ dB1dḂ1 . . . dB

(N−1).

The continuity conditions for {B(k)} at t1 imply that
B(k)(t−1 ) = B(k)(t+1 ) for 0 ≤ k ≤ N − 1. Then this
continuity conditions imply that the integral

∫
d{B(k)

1 }I
({

B
(k)
1

}
,t1
)

({
B

(k)
0

}
,t0
) × I

({
B

(k)
f

}
,tf

)
({

B
(k)
1

}
,t1
) = I

({
B

(k)
f

}
,tf

)
({

B
(k)
0

}
,t0
) ,

(G12)
and thus

∫
d{B(k)

1 }P ({B(k)
f }, tf |{B

(k)
1 }, t1)P ({B(k)

1 }, t1|{B
(k)
0 }, t0)

=

I(0,+∞)

({B(k)
f },tf)

I(0,+∞)

({B(k)
0 },t0)

I
({

B
(k)
f

}
,tf

)
({

B
(k)
0

}
,t0
)

= P ({B(k)
f }, tf |{B

(k)
0 }, t0),

(G13)
demonstrating that the generalized noise process is
Markovian.

Appendix H: Markovian propagator for the
generalized stochastic process

Since local-in-time noises can be described by the gen-
eralized Markovian process of {B(k)(t)}, its propaga-

tor P ({B(k)
f }, tf |{B

(k)
0 }, t0) contains all the information

about the stochastic process that describes the field paths
B. The path integral framework allows to calculate the
propagator of {B(k)} without actually requiring to per-
form path integrals. Instead it can be obtained by solving
an ordinary linear differential equation with three differ-
ent types of boundary conditions. The propagator can be
expressed as

P ({B(k)
f }, tf |{B

(k)
0 }|t0) =

I
({

B
(k)
f

}
,tf

)
({

B
(k)
0

}
,t0
) × I(0,+∞)({

B
(k)
f

}
,tf

)
I(0,+∞)({

B
(k)
0

}
,t0
) ,

(H1)
according to Eq. (G10).

In order to obtain the explicit formula for the prop-
agator for local-in-time non-stationary noises, we only

need to calculate the integrals I
({

B
(k)
f

}
,tf

)
({

B
(k)
0

}
,t0
) , I(0,+∞)({

B
(k)
0

}
,t0
),

and I(0,+∞)({
B

(k)
f

}
,tf

). To do this, we introduce the classical

field Bcl, which is defined as the path that minimizes the
action with the fixed boundary conditions. Using varia-
tional analysis, one can find that Bcl is the solution of
the following differential equation

N∑
k=0

(−1)k∂kt
[
DHk (t)∂ktBcl(t)

]
(H2)

+
1

2

N∑
k=1

(−1)k
[
∂kt
(
DAk (t)∂k−1

t Bcl(t)
)]

+
1

2

N∑
k=1

(−1)k
[
∂k−1
t

(
DAk (t)∂ kt Bcl(t)

)]
= 0,

with the corresponding boundary conditions for each of
the integrals. They are

{B(k)
cl (t0)} = {B(k)

0 }, (H3)
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{B(k)
cl (tf )} = {B(k)

f } (H4)

for I
({

B
(k)
f

}
,tf

)
({

B
(k)
0

}
,t0
) ,

{B(k)
cl (t0)} = {B(k)

0 }, (H5)

lim
t→+∞

{B(k)
cl (t)} = 0 (H6)

for I(0,+∞)({
B

(k)
0

}
,t0
), and

{B(k)
cl (tf )} = {B(k)

f }, (H7)

lim
t→+∞

{B(k)
cl (t)} = 0 (H8)

for I(0,+∞)({
B

(k)
f

}
,tf

). Notice that Eq. (H2) is a linear dif-

ferential equation of degree 2N , and the boundary con-
straints provide the necessary conditions for the solution

to be unique. For the case of I
({

B
(k)
f

}
,tf

)
({

B
(k)
0

}
,t0
) , the classical

field Bcl(t) is the path that minimizes the action A[B] of
all paths between t0 and tf with fixed endpoints at the
bounds of the integral. The classical field encodes the
dependency of the integral on the boundary conditions(
{B(k)

0 }, t0
)

, and
(
{B(k)

f }, tf
)

. For I(0,+∞)({
B

(k)
f

}
,tf

) and

I(0,+∞)({
B

(k)
0

}
,t0
), the classical field is the path that minimizes

the action over the corresponding time intervals, and en-
codes the dependency on the corresponding boundary
conditions.

By performing the change of variables B(t) = ∆B(t)+
Bcl(t), we can write the integral

I
({

B
(k)
f

}
,tf

)
({

B
(k)
0

}
,t0
) =

∫ ({∆B(k)}=0,tf )

({∆B(k)}=0,t0)

D∆B e−A[∆B+Bcl],

(H9)
where the integral runs over all paths that start at t0 and
end at tf with value {∆B(k)} = 0 and we have considered
that the path integral is invariant under shifts. Notice
that the limits of the path integral do not depend on the
value of the fields at t0 and tf . Similar expression are
obtained for the other two integrals.

The action can thus be written as

A[Bcl + ∆B] = A[Bcl] +A[∆B]+

+2
∫ tf
t0

∆B(t)D(t)Bcl(t).
(H10)

The Eq. (H2) holds if and only if
∫ tf
t0

∆B(t)D(t)Bcl(t) =

0 for any ∆B(t) with {∆B(k)(tf )} = {∆B(k)(t0)} = 0.
Therefore the last term in Eq. (H10) vanishes and we
obtain

A[Bcl + ∆B] = A[Bcl] +A[∆B] (H11)

and the integral becomes

I
({

B
(k)
f

}
,tf

)
({

B
(k)
0

}
,t0
) =

∫ ({∆B(k)}=0,tf )

({∆B(k)}=0,t0)

D∆B e−(A[∆B]+A[Bcl]) .

(H12)
We were thus able to separate the original path integral
into two parts: a path integral with no dependence on
the initial and final fields

M
tf
t0 =

∫ ({∆B(k)}=0,tf )

({∆B(k)}=0,t0)

D∆B e−A[∆B], (H13)

and a term without path integrals that does depend on
the initial and final fields

e−A[Bcl]. (H14)

We have that M
tf
t0 is just a constant that depends on

the initial and final times but not on the initial and fi-
nal fields. Since M

tf
t0 does not depends on the values of

{B(k)
0 } and {B(k)

f }, its effect on the propagator is that of
a renormalization constant that can be calculated by de-
manding the normalization of the conditional probability∫
d{Bf}P ({Bf}, tf |{B0}, t0) = 1. Then, if we define the

classical action

Acl
({

B
(k)
f

}
, tf ;

{
B

(k)
0

}
, t0

)
≡ A[Bcl], (H15)

the integral

I
({

B
(k)
f

}
,tf

)
({

B
(k)
0

}
,t0
) = M

tf
t0 e
−Acl({Bf},tf ;{B0},t0) (H16)

is just a normal integral based on the solution of the clas-
sical field for the ordinary differential equation. Analo-

gous results hold for I(0,+∞)({
B

(k)
0

}
,t0
) and I(0,+∞)({

B
(k)
f

}
,tf

), where

one must solve the same differential equation, but chang-
ing the boundary conditions.

Therefore we have shown here that the problem of cal-
culating the Markovian propagator reduces to solve an
ordinary differential equation with three different bound-
ary conditions up to a normalization constant. Its solu-
tion is thus given by

P ({B(k)
f }, tf |{B

(k)
0 }|t0) =

M
tf
t0 ×M

∞
tf

M∞t0
×

e−[Acl({Bf},tf ;{B0},t0)+Acl(0,+∞;{Bf},tf )−Acl(0,+∞;{B0},t0)],

where
M
tf
t0
×M∞tf
M∞t0

is a normalization constant.
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J. Y. Qiu, U. von Lüpke, J. L. Yoder, T. P. Orlando,
S. Gustavsson, L. Viola, and W. D. Oliver, Nat. Com-
mun. 10, 3715 (2019).
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Phys. Rev. Applied 14, 024088 (2020).

[49] W.-L. Ma, G. Wolfowicz, N. Zhao, S.-S. Li, J. J. L.
Morton, and R.-B. Liu, Nat. Commun. 5, 4822 (2014).

[50] J. Eisert, M. Friesdorf, and C. Gogolin, Nat. Phys. 11,
124 (2015).

[51] H. Grabert, P. Nalbach, J. Reichert, and M. Thorwart,

http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1073/pnas.1419326112
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1073/pnas.1419326112
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/aad1ea
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41566-018-0232-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PRXQuantum.1.020101
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.75.715
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.102.080501
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.102.080501
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.104.230403
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.104.230403
http://dx.doi.org/10.1098/rsta.2011.0355
http://dx.doi.org/10.1098/rsta.2011.0355
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1220513
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1038/nature10900
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1038/nature10900
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1038/nnano.2014.2
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1038/nnano.2014.2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/16/6/065021
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1261160
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1261160
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.115.110502
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.115.110502
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1038/s41566-017-0007-1
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1038/s41566-017-0007-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.104.012402
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.83.4888
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.83.4888
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.82.2417
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.82.2417
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.87.270405
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.87.270405
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.93.130406
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.93.130406
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.95.180501
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.95.180501
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.98.100504
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature08470
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1038/nature07951
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1038/nature07951
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.106.240501
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.106.240501
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.86.050301
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.86.050301
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/revmodphys.88.041001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/revmodphys.88.041001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.77.174509
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.101.010403
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.101.010403
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.103.040501
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.103.040501
http://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevA.82.042306
http://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevA.82.042306
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.104.040401
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.104.040401
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.104.090501
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.104.090501
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.83.032303
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.83.032303
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.107.230501
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.107.230501
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1038/ncomms1856
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.113.250501
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.113.250501
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nphys3115
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nnano.2016.170
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nnano.2016.170
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nphys1994
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.110.110503
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1038/s41467-019-11699-4
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1038/s41467-019-11699-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41467-021-21098-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PRXQuantum.2.010316
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PRXQuantum.2.010316
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1088/0953-4075/44/15/154006
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1088/0953-4075/44/15/154006
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physleta.2014.06.043
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physleta.2014.06.043
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevApplied.5.014007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevApplied.5.014007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevApplied.14.024088
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/ncomms5822
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nphys3215
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nphys3215


23

J. Phys. Chem. Lett. 7, 2015 (2016).
[52] C. L. Degen, F. Reinhard, and P. Cappellaro, Rev.

Mod. Phys. 89, 035002 (2017).
[53] T. Schweigler, V. Kasper, S. Erne, I. Mazets, B. Rauer,

F. Cataldini, T. Langen, T. Gasenzer, J. Berges, and
J. Schmiedmayer, Nature 545, 323 (2017).

[54] W. Yang, W.-L. Ma, and R.-B. Liu, Rep. Prog. Phys.
80, 016001 (2017).

[55] H. Kirchberg, P. Nalbach, and M. Thorwart, J. Chem.
Phys. 148, 164301 (2018), publisher: American Insti-
tute of Physics.

[56] D. A. Abanin, E. Altman, I. Bloch, and M. Serbyn,
Rev. Mod. Phys. 91, 021001 (2019).

[57] R. J. Lewis-Swan, A. Safavi-Naini, A. M. Kaufman, and
A. M. Rey, Nat. Rev. Phys. 1, 627 (2019).

[58] K. A. Landsman, C. Figgatt, T. Schuster, N. M. Linke,
B. Yoshida, N. Y. Yao, and C. Monroe, Nature 567, 61
(2019).

[59] A. Lukin, M. Rispoli, R. Schittko, M. E. Tai, A. M.
Kaufman, S. Choi, V. Khemani, J. Léonard, and
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[116] Á. Rivas, S. F. Huelga, and M. B. Plenio, Rep. Prog.
Phys. 77, 094001 (2014).

[117] H.-P. Breuer, E.-M. Laine, J. Piilo, and B. Vacchini,
Rev. Mod. Phys. 88, 021002 (2016).

[118] S. Milz and K. Modi, PRX Quantum 2, 030201 (2021).
[119] M. Soueycatt and R. Albtoush, Int. J. Novel Res. Phys.

Chem. Mathematics (Online) 3, 18 (2016).
[120] M. Reed and B. Simon, Methods of modern mathemat-

ical physics, Vol. 1 (Elsevier, 1972).
[121] B. Misra and E. C. G. Sudarshan, J. Math. Phys. 18,

756 (1977).
[122] P. Facchi, D. A. Lidar, and S. Pascazio, Phys. Rev. A

69, 032314 (2004).
[123] P. Facchi, S. Tasaki, S. Pascazio, H. Nakazato,

A. Tokuse, and D. A. Lidar, Phys. Rev. A 71, 022302
(2005).

[124] E. P. Danieli, H. M. Pastawski, and G. A. Álvarez,
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