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Synchronization is a widespread phenomenon in science and technology. We here study noise-
induced synchronization in a quantum spin chain subjected to local Gaussian white noise. We
demonstrate stable (anti)synchronization between the endpoint magnetizations of a quantum XY
model with transverse field of arbitrary length. Remarkably, we show that noise applied to a single
spin suffices to reach stable (anti)synchronization, and find that the two synchronized end spins
are entangled. We additionally determine the optimal noise amplitude that leads to the fastest
synchronization along the chain, and further compare the optimal synchronization speed to the
fundamental Lieb-Robinson bound for information propagation.

Synchronization is ubiquitous in classical nonlinear
systems. Self-sustained periodic oscillators swing in uni-
son, and are thus synchronized, when their phases (fre-
quencies) are locked [1, 2, 4–7, 10]. Synchronous behav-
ior plays a central role in many interconnected systems in
fields ranging from biology and chemistry to physics and
engineering. Different mechanisms of classical synchro-
nization have been identified [1, 2, 4–7, 10]. For instance,
forced synchronization may be generated by an external
drive, whereas spontaneous synchronization may be in-
duced by the mutual coupling between subsystems in the
absence of external forcing. Another intriguing effect is
noise-induced synchronization [8–15], which has recently
been observed in sensory neurons [16] and in lasers [17].

In the past years, the study of synchronization has
been extended to the quantum domain [18–38]. Quan-
tum synchronization has been examined in systems with
a classical analogue, such as nonlinear van der Pol oscilla-
tors, as well as in systems without a classical counterpart,
such as qubits [18–38]. Both forced and spontaneous
synchronizations have been investigated in the quantum
regime [18–38]. Quantum entrainment may starkly dif-
fer from classical entrainment: it has indeed been shown
to exhibit counterintuitive nonclassical features, such as
enhanced synchronization of far-detuned oscillators and
suppressed synchronization of resonant oscillators [30].
Quantum synchronization has recently been experimen-
tally observed in spin-1 systems [39, 40].

We here investigate noise-induced synchronization
in an isolated quantum many-body system. By lo-
cally applying Gaussian white noise to a quantum
spin chain of arbitrary length, we show that stable
(anti)synchronization between local spin observables may
be achieved when a given condition, on the length
of the chain and on the sites at which noise is ap-
plied, is satisfied. In that case, local spin observables
oscillate with the same frequency, a dynamical crite-
rion for quantum synchronization that has been widely
applied [21, 24, 35, 37, 38, 41]. Remarkably, stable
(anti)synchronization can be established between the two
ends of the chain, even when noise is applied to only a
single site in between. While noise is often assumed to be

detrimental for quantum features owing to decoherence,
we establish that the synchronized end spins are entan-
gled by evaluating their concurrence [42]. We finally an-
alyze the time needed to fully synchronize the two ends
of the chain as a function of the noise strength and of the
length of the chain, when noise is added close to one end.
We find the existence of an optimal noise amplitude that
leads to the shortest synchronization time (or fastest syn-
chronization rate). This optimal time scales like the cube
of the chain length, thus stronger than the linear depen-
dence given by the Lieb-Robinson bound, which provides
a fundamental upper limit on the speed of information
propagation in a quantum system [43].
Synchronization model. We consider an isolated quan-

tum many-particle system with Hamiltonian H0 sub-
jected to a stochastic perturbation of the form ξ(t)V ,
where ξ(t) describes classical noise that couples to oper-
ator V . For concreteness and simplicity, we take a quan-
tum XY chain of N spins in a transverse field [7]

H0 =
J

2

N−1∑
j=1

(σxj σ
x
j+1 +σyj σ

y
j+1) +h

N∑
j=1

σzj , (1)

where σx,y,zj are the usual Pauli operators, J > 0 is the in-
teraction parameter and h = 1 the field strength. We ad-
ditionally choose delta-correlated (white) Gaussian noise,
〈ξ(t)ξ(t′)〉 = Γδ(t− t′), with zero mean and amplitude Γ.
We will in the following consider various operators V , de-
pending on the number and on the position of the sites
the noise couples to. This many-particle system may be
implemented using trapped ions [45, 46], where noise is
introduced by locally modulating ac-Stark shifts of the
respective spin states [47].

In order to examine the influence of noise on the quan-
tum spin chain, and derive the synchronization condition,
it is convenient to describe the time evolution of the sys-
tem in Liouville space [1]. In this formalism, a density
matrix ρξ is mapped onto a vector |ρξ〉〉 (often called su-
pervector) in a higher-dimensional Hilbert space, and the
von Neumann equation, ρ̇ξ(t) = −i[H0 + ξ(t)V,ρξ(t)], is
transformed into the Schrödinger-like equation [1]

|ρ̇ξ(τ)〉〉 = −i(L0 + ξ(τ)V) |ρξ(τ)〉〉, (2)
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FIG. 1. Stable synchronization. a) Evolution of the local magnetizations 〈σzj 〉 of the quantum XY spin chain, Eq. (1), of length
N = 5 with white noise amplitude γ = 0.2 applied to site u = 3 (grey lines in the background show the corresponding noise-free
evolutions). The stable synchronization condition (8) is obeyed. The system has #Λ = b52/4c = 6 eigenmodes with respective
decay constants m12 = m14 = m23 = 2/3, m13 = 4/9, m15 = 8/9 and m24 = 0. The smallest nonzero one, r = γm13, sets the
decay to the synchronized state (9) (orange line). b) No synchronization occurs for times shorter than the synchronization time
τs = 5/r. c) Stable synchronization between the end spins, 〈σz1〉 and 〈σz5〉, as well as between 〈σz2〉 and 〈σz4〉, appears for times

larger than τs. The initial state is |Ψ(0)〉 = |1〉1⊗
⊗N

j=2 |0〉j , where (|0〉j , |1〉j) are the ground and excited states of qubit j.

which can be analyzed using the usual tools of quantum
mechanics. The Liouville superoperator L0 is given by
the supercommutator L0 = [[H0,1]]/J = H0/J ⊗1−1⊗
HT

0 /J and the perturbation superoperator by V = [[V,1]].
We have further introduced the normalized time τ = Jt.
Equation (2) has the form of a stochastic differential
equation with multiplicative noise (which we interpret
using the Stratonovich convention) [49]. Averaging over
an ensemble of noise realizations, Eq. (2) becomes [50]

|ρ̇(τ)〉〉 = −(iL0 + γV2/2) |ρ(τ)〉〉 , (3)

where ρ(τ) = 〈ρξ(τ)〉 is the averaged density operator
and γ = Γ/J is the reduced noise strength.

The stochastic perturbation affects both eigenmodes
and eigenfrequencies of the unperturbed quantum sys-
tem. We start from the spectral decomposition of the
free evolution, |ρ0(τ)〉〉 = exp(−iL0τ) |ρ(0)〉〉, given by

|ρ0(τ)〉〉 =
∑
k,l

exp(−iΛklτ) |νk,νl〉〉〈〈νk,νl|ρ(0)〉〉, (4)

where eigenfrequencies Λkl and eigenmodes |νk,νl〉〉 of the
Liouvillian L0 are related to the respective eigenvalues
Λk and eigenstates |νk〉 of the Hamiltonian H0/J via
Λkl = Λk − Λl and |νk,νl〉〉 = |νk〉 ⊗ |νl〉∗ [1]. Eigen-
frequencies always come in pairs, Λkl = −Λlk. For weak
noise (γ � 1), eigenmodes and eigenfrequencies of the
perturbed system can be determined using perturbation
theory in Liouville space [63]. To first order, we obtain

Λp
kl ' Λkl− iγmkl, |νk,νl〉〉p' |νk,νl〉〉(0)− γ|νk,νl〉〉(1)

,(5)

where we have used the superscript p to label the per-
turbed quantities [64].

According to Eq. (5), eigenmodes of the quantum
many-body system experience a selective exponential de-
cay with rate γmkl. Stable synchronization occurs when
all the modes decay to zero except one. This leads to a
decoherence-free subspace [65] with only a single eigen-
mode [66]: After a given time, which we call synchroniza-
tion time τs, the system will be in one eigenstate |νk,νl〉〉s
in Liouville space and oscillate with the corresponding
eigenfrequency Λs

kl. On the other hand, transient syn-
chronization appears when there is a clear timescale sepa-
ration between the different decay times [41]. In this situ-
ation, a Liouville eigenstate |νk,νl〉〉t which oscillates with
frequency Λt

kl can outlive all the others for a very long
time—there is no synchronization otherwise [50]. Both
types of synchronization occur in the quantum spin chain
(1). The above route to synchronization is reminiscent of
the classical synchronization mechanism known as “sup-
pression of natural dynamics” [5–7]: beyond a critical
forcing (coupling) amplitude in forced (spontaneous) syn-
chronization, mode locking does not occur, but natural
oscillations of the system are suppressed, leaving it syn-
chronized in a new mode [67–72]. However, the present
quantum phenomenon is different: i) it is noise-induced,
ii) it suppresses all the natural modes of the system ex-
cept one, iii) it does not require a critical noise amplitude,
and iv) it does not rely on limit cycles.

Stable synchronization condition. Let us now derive
the stable synchronization condition for the quantum
spin chain (1). We concretely focus on the local spin
magnetizations, 〈σzj 〉 = Tr

[
σzj ρ(τ)

]
, at sites j. Our first

task is to connect the abstract eigenstates of the Liouvil-
lian (in Liouville space) to the physical eigenstates of the
qubit (in Hilbert space). This is achieved by projecting
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FIG. 2. Transient synchronization and entanglement. a) Evolution of the local magnetizations 〈σzj 〉 of the quantum XY
spin chain, Eq. (1), of length N = 4 with white noise amplitude γ = 0.2 applied to sites u = 2 and v = 3. The stable
synchronization condition (8) is not satisfied. The system has #Λ = b42/4c = 4 eigenmodes with respective decay constants
m12 = m34 = m23 = 1 and m13 = 1/5. After τs = 5/(γm13), transient synchronization (with decay rate r = γm12) appears. b)
Pearson correlation coefficients C14 and C23 showing transient synchronization between the endpoints of the chain, 〈σz1〉 and
〈σz4〉, as well as between 〈σz2〉 and 〈σz3〉. c) The concurrence C(ρ15) for stable synchronization (Fig. 1a) displays nonzero steady
oscillations after τs, indicating entanglement between the edge spins, contrary to transient synchronization C(ρ14) (Fig. 2a).

the supervector |ρ(τ)〉〉 onto the supervector |σzj 〉〉 [50]:

σzj (τ) = 〈〈σzj |ρ(τ)〉〉 =
∑
kl

ckl exp
(
−iΛ̃klτ

)
εj,kl. (6)

The magnetization eigenmodes of the jth qubit are given
by the projection εj,kl = 〈〈σzj |νk,νl〉〉 and the coefficients
ckl = 〈〈νk,νl|ρ(0)〉〉 depend on the initial excitations. The
magnetization frequencies Λ̃kl are thus a subset of {Λkl}.

Our next task is to evaluate the decay constants mkl.
The quantum XY model (1) is integrable and can be diag-
onalized exactly with the Jordan-Wigner transformation
[7]. The system has a total of #Λ̃ = bN2/4c magnetiza-
tion eigenfrequencies of which #Λ̃non = bN/2c are non-
degenerate and #Λ̃deg = bN2/2(N/2 − 1)c are twofold
degenerate (here, b·c denotes the floor function). The
degeneracy strongly affects the decay rates. For nonde-
generate eigenstates, the decay constants (in first-order
perturbation theory) read 2mkl = 〈〈νk,νl| V2 |νk,νl〉〉.
On the other hand, since the noise operator V is
real and symmetric in the Jordan-Wigner representa-
tion, the decay constants for degenerate eigenstates are
2m±ab = (V2)aa ± |(V2)ab|, where {|a〉〉, |b〉〉} denotes the
degenerate eigenspace and (V2)ab = 〈〈a| V2 |b〉〉. The
perturbation moreover lifts the degeneracy. The ze-
roth order eigenmodes are explicitly given by |a±〉〉 =
(|b〉〉±sgn{(V2)ab} |a〉〉)/

√
2. In the Hilbert space of H0,

we find that 〈〈σzj |a±〉〉 = (1 ± sgn{(V2)ab})εj,a/
√

2. De-

pending on the sign of (V2)ab, decay will therefore be
either faster with m+

ab or slower with m−ab.

A. One-site noise. We proceed by applying noise to a
single qubit of the chain located at site u and set accord-
ingly V = σzu [73]. In this case, (V2)ab < 0 and the rates

are thus m−ab. We concretely obtain [50]

mu
kl|non =

4

N + 1

[
sin

(
ukπ

N + 1

)2

+ sin

(
ulπ

N + 1

)2
]

− 16

(N + 1)2

[
sin

(
ukπ

N + 1

)2

sin

(
ulπ

N + 1

)2
]
,(7)

for nondegenerate eigenstates, Λ̃kl ∈ Λ̃non. For degen-
erate eigenstates, Λ̃kl ∈ Λ̃deg, the second square bracket
in Eq. (7) is multiplied by a factor 2. The overall decay
scales like 1/N , implying slower decay for longer chains.

Stable synchronization is achieved when all the modes,
except one, decay to zero. From Eq. (7), we find that
mu
kl = 0 for a single mode is only possible when [50]

N + 1

3
∈ N,

u

3
∈ N, k =

(N + 1)

3
, l = 2k (forN ≥ 5) (8)

is fulfilled [80]. The synchronized mode is then [50]

|εkl〉s =
3

N + 1

{
(1,−1,0,−1,1, . . . ,1,−1)

T
, Neven

(1,−1,0,−1,1, . . . ,−1,1)
T
, Nodd.

(9)

with |εkl〉 = (ε1,kl, ε2,kl . . . , εN,kl)
T. The corresponding

eigenfrequency is Λs
kl = 2. We see from Eq. (9) that

the end magnetizations are synchronized (antisynchro-
nized) for N even (odd). Remarkably, noise at a single
site suffices to (anti)synchronize the endpoints of a chain
of arbitrary length. We note that the amplitude of the
(anti)synchronized mode scales inversely to the length.

Figure 1a shows the time evolution of the magneti-
zation 〈σzj 〉 (colored lines) for a chain of length N = 5
and white noise applied to site u = 3 (the grey lines
in the background indicate the unperturbed evolution in
the absence of noise for comparison). This case obeys



4

the stable synchronization condition (8). Oscillations are
out-of-phase, and no synchronous behavior is seen, for
times smaller than the synchronization time τs (Fig. 1b).
However, for times larger than τs, stable synchronization
between the endpoints of the chain, 〈σz1〉 and 〈σz5〉, as
well as between 〈σz2〉 and 〈σz3〉, appears (the magnetiza-
tion 〈σz3〉 is independent of time in this regime) (Fig. 1c).

B. Two-site noise. The effect of noise simultaneously
applied to several sites may be studied in a similar man-
ner. For two sites, V = σzu +σzv , we find [50]

mu,v
kl |non =

4

N + 1

[
sin

(
ukπ

N + 1

)2

+ sin

(
vkπ

N + 1

)2

+sin

(
ulπ

N + 1

)2

+ sin

(
vlπ

N + 1

)2
]

− 16

(N + 1)2

[
sin

(
ukπ

N + 1

)2

+ sin

(
vkπ

N + 1

)2
]

×

[
sin

(
ulπ

N + 1

)2

+ sin

(
vlπ

N + 1

)2
]
, (10)

for nondegenerate eigenfrequencies, and

mu,v
kl |deg = mu,v

kl |non−
16

(N + 1)2

[
sin

(
ukπ

N + 1

)
sin

(
ulπ

N + 1

)
+sin

(
vkπ

N + 1

)
sin

(
vlπ

N + 1

)]2

, (11)

for degenerate eigenfrequencies. The only possible con-
figuration such that mu,v

k,l = 0 for a single mode is [50]

u

3
∈ N,

v

3
∈ N,

N + 1

3
∈ N, (12)

k =
N + 1

3
, l = 2k, (13)

These conditions are equivalent to those indicated in
Eq. (8) for a single-site noise. They will thus lead to
the same synchronized (antisynchronized) modes. The
only difference is that the overall strength of the noise is
here twice as large. The two time evolutions will hence
be the same with the replacement γ → γ/2.

Figure 2a represents the dynamics of the magnetiza-
tions 〈σzj 〉 for a chain of length N = 4 and white noise
applied to sites u = 2 and v = 3. The stable synchro-
nization condition (12) is here not satisfied. Yet, after
the synchronization time τs, transient synchronization is
observed between the endpoints of the chain, 〈σz1〉 and
〈σz4〉, as well as between 〈σz2〉 and 〈σz3〉. The occurrence
of (transient) in-phase oscillation between these qubits is
further confirmed by the examination of the correspond-
ing Pearson correlation coefficients, defined as the ratio
of the covariance and the respective standard deviations,

Cij = Cov(〈σzi 〉, 〈σzj 〉)/
√

Var(〈σzj 〉)Var(〈σzj 〉) [75]. For
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FIG. 3. Optimal synchronization. a) Decay rate r as a func-
tion of the noise strength γ, for various lengths N that fulfill
the stable synchronization condition Eq. (8). Dots indicate
the optimal strength γopt leading to fastest synchronization:
γopt tends to the nonzero γ∞opt for large N (blue dashed line).
b) Maximal rate rmax = r(γopt) as a function of N (inset
shows the corresponding strength γopt). Grey lines are a fit
with the function f(N) = a+ b/(N + c)α for N > 5 (main:
a = 0.00, b = 22.65, c = −1.75, α = 2.94; inset: a = 0.17,
b = 0.78, c = −4.84, α = 1.01).

τ > τs, both C14(τ) and C23(τ) converge to one, imply-
ing maximum correlation, and hence synchronous mo-
tion, between the local magnetizations (Fig. 2b) [76]. We
mention that the above quantum synchronization phe-
nomena are robust against weak perturbations [50].

In order to analyze the entanglement properties of the
synchronized edge spins, we plot in Fig. 2c the concur-
rence C(ρij) = max

(
0,
√
κ1−

√
κ2−

√
κ3−

√
κ3

)
, where

ρij = Tr{1,...,n}\(i,j)[ρ(t)] is the reduced density opera-
tor obtained by tracing out the rest of the chain, and κn
are the ordered eigenvalues of ρij ρ̃ij , with ρ̃ij the spin
flipped state [42]. For stable synchronization (Fig. 1a),
C(ρ15) exhibit steady oscillations with nonzero amplitude
after τs, revealing that the two end spins are entangled
despite the action of the noise (the nondecaying mode is
insensitive to the external perturbation). By contrast, for
transient synchronization (Fig. 2a), C(ρ14) vanishes after
τs, and the corresponding spins are thus not entangled.

Synchronization time. The speed of signal propagation
in discrete quantum systems with local interactions is up-
per bounded by the Lieb-Robinson velocity [43], which in
the XY model with transverse field is given by vLR = 2J .
This finite group velocity defines an effective light cone
beyond which the amount of transferred information de-
cays exponentially. Consequently, a minimal time is
needed for information to travel along a quantum spin
chain. We here investigate the minimal time it takes to
fully (anti)synchronize the two edges of the quantum XY
model (1) of arbitrary length N , as a function of the noise
strength γ, and compare the result to the Lieb-Robinson
bound. To that end, we consider single-site noise applied
at site u = 3, and solve the quantum Liouville equa-
tion (3) numerically for varying N and γ. We compute
the eigenvalues −µα(N, γ) + iλα(N, γ), with real part
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µα(N,γ) ≥ 0 and imaginary part λα(N,γ). The eigen-
value with smallest real and nonvanishing imaginary part
µs = min{µβ |λβ 6= 0} sets the decay of the synchronized
mode. Consequently, r(N,γ) = min{µα > µs|λα 6= 0},
sets the relaxation time to the (anti)synchronized state,
as seen in Figs. 1 and 2 (orange lines), as well as in Fig. 2b
for the Pearson coefficients (dashed lines). We thus de-
fine the synchronization time as τs = 5/r.

Figure 3a displays the decay rate r as a function of
the noise amplitude γ for different chain lengths N .
We observe that r first sharply increases with increas-
ing noise strength: intensifying small noise hence signifi-
cantly speeds up the relaxation, and accordingly reduces
the synchronization time. However, beyond an optimal
noise amplitude γopt, the decay rate progressively de-
creases, and the relaxation is slowed down. This slow-
ing down is related to the phenomenon of noise-induced
quantum Zeno effect [77, 78]. The maximum decay rate
rmax = r(γopt) scales as 1/N3, as seen in Fig. 3b, in
agreement with the scaling of the inverse gap of the Li-
ouvillian of the XY model with boundary dissipation [79].
The synchronization time τs therefore grows like the third
power of the number N of lattice sites, indicating that
bigger systems need longer to (anti)synchronize. This de-
pendence is stronger than the 1/N scaling of decay rates
set by the Lieb-Robinson bound [79, 80]. At the same
time, the optimal noise strength γopt decreases as 1/N ,
like the related decay rates mu

kl in Eq. (7), before satu-
rating at an asymptotic nonzero value γ∞opt, independent
of the length N (blue dashed line).

Conclusions. We have demonstrated the occurrence
of stable (anti)synchronization of the endpoints of an
isolated quantum spin chain exposed to Gaussian white
noise. We have obtained (equivalent) stable synchroniza-
tion conditions, Eq. (8) for one-site noise and Eq. (12) for
two-site noise, for this noise-induced phenomenon to hap-
pen in the quantum domain. We have additionally deter-
mined the optimal noise amplitude corresponding to the
shortest synchronization time, and shown that the lat-
ter grows cubically with the system size, hence stronger
than the linear Lieb-Robinson bound. Remarkably, noise
applied at a single spin is enough to synchronize a chain
of arbitrary length and synchronized edge spins are non-
classically correlated. This opens up the possibility to
employ them for synchronization-based [81, 82] quantum
communication systems.
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Supplemental Material: Noise-Induced Synchronization in Quantum Systems

The Supplemental Material contains details about (I) the calculation of the averaged equation of motion in Liouville
space, (II) the evaluation of the decay rates for the XY model, (III) the derivation of the condition for stable
synchronization, (IV) an example of synchronization of two independent detuned subsystems coupled by white noise,
(V) a demonstration of the robustness of synchronization against weak perturbations, and (VI) the exact solution of
a two-qubit system for which the Lieb-Robinson bound is attained.

AVERAGED EVOLUTION EQUATION IN LIOUVILLE SPACE

We first derive the evolution equation of the averaged density operator ρ(t) in Liouville space for a generic (possibly
time dependent) quantum system subjected to white noise. We start with a general Hamiltonian of the form

H(t) = H0(t) + ξ(t)V (t), (S1)

where the total Hamiltonian H(t) consists of a non-fluctuating part H0(t) and a stochastic part ξ(t)V (t), with ξ(t) a
delta-correlated Gaussian noise with zero mean and amplitude Γ, 〈ξ(t)〉 = 0, 〈ξ(t)ξ(t′)〉 = Γδ(t− t′). For notational
convenience, we drop the explicit time dependence of the Hamiltonian parts in the following.

In Liouville space, the stochastic evolution of the superket |ρξ(t)〉〉 is described by the Stratonovich stochastic
differential equation [S1]

|ρ̇ξ(t)〉〉 = −i(L0 + ξ(t)V) |ρξ(t)〉〉 (Stratonovich), (S2)

with the supercommutator for the non-fluctuating part L0 = [[H0,1]] = H0 ⊗ 1 − 1 ⊗HT
0 and the stochastic part

V = [[V,1]]. In differential form this equation reads

dx = −iL0xdt− i
√

ΓVxdW (t) (Stratonovich), (S3)

where we have used the shorthand notation x = |ρξ(t)〉〉; W (t) here denotes a Wiener process. Equation (S3) is of
Langevin type with multiplicative noise and represents a generalized Kubo-oscillator model [S2, S3]. We can hence
identify the drift and diffusion coefficients for this process: the superket x undergoes Brownian motion in the complex
plane with a constant drift given by L0 and diffusion coefficient given by ΓV2. As with the classical Kubo-oscillator,
the noise thus leads to phase diffusion.

The Stratonovich equation (S3) can be converted ito an equivalent Itô equation describing the same process [S4]

dx = (−iL0−ΓV2/2)xdt− i
√

ΓVxdW (t) (Itô). (S4)

Transformation between Itô and Stratonovich always comes at the expense of an additional drift term [S8], which here
is given by half the diffusion coefficient. We exploit the properties of Itô calculus to directly evaluate the average of
(S4). By definition of the Itô integral, x is always taken at the left endpoint of the interval, that is before a jump in
dW (t). Thus, x and dW (t) are statistically independent and their average vanishes, 〈xdW (t)〉 = 0. We accordingly
arrive at Eq. (3) of the main text:

|ρ̇(t)〉〉 = −(iL0 + ΓV2/2) |ρ(t)〉〉, (S5)

with |ρ(t)〉〉 = 〈|ρξ(t)〉〉〉. We note that the above Liouville space formalism has also been recently employed to
investigate a noisy quantum Ising chain (with global instead of local coupling) in the context of quantum phase
transitions [S5] and quantum simulations [S6].

COMPUTATION OF THE DECAY RATES FOR THE XY MODEL

We next detail the computation of the decay rates for the XY model with transverse field with Hamiltonian [S7]

H = J

N−1∑
j=1

(σ+
j σ
−
j+1 +σ−j σ

+
j+1) +h

N∑
j=1

σzj . (S6)
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We first perform a Jordan-Wigner transformation to reduce the dimensions, thereby mapping the interacting spin-1/2
systems to a chain of non-interacting spinless fermions [S7]. The transformed Hamiltonian is tridiagonal and reads

HJW = J

N−1∑
j=1

(c†jcj+1 + c†j+1cj) +h

N∑
j=1

(2c†jcj −1), (S7)

where c†j and cj are the respective fermionic ladder operators. They are related to the usual Pauli operators by

cj = exp

(
iπ

j−1∑
n=1

c†ncn

)
σ−j , c†j = exp

(
iπ

j−1∑
n=1

c†ncn

)
σ+
j . (S8)

In the cj basis, the evolution of the two-point correlations, Z = 〈(c†jck)1≤j,k≤N 〉, follow a von Neumann-type equation

Ż(t) = i[Ω,Z(t)], (S9)

where Ω = diag(J ; 2h;J) contains the interactions on the off-diagonals and the populations on the diagonal. The
diagonal elements of Z(t) therefore give the time evolution of the populations from which we obtain the magnetizations
by simple rescaling, 〈σzj 〉 = 2Zjj − 1.

Let us now apply Gaussian white noise ξ(t) to a single spin at site u by choosing V = σzu. In the Jordan-Wigner
representation, the equation of motion then becomes

Żξ(t) = i[Ω + 2ξ(t)Y,Zξ(t)], (S10)

with Y = |êu〉〈êu| in the canonical basis. In Liouville space, we accordingly have

|Żξ(t)〉〉 = (iQ+ 2ξ(t)Y) |Zξ(t)〉〉, (S11)

with Q = [[Ω,1]] and Y = [[Y,1]]. Equation (S11) is of the same form as (S2). Averaging over the noise, we therefore
find

|Ż(t)〉〉 = (iQ− 2ΓY2) |Z(t)〉〉, (S12)

with |Z(t)〉〉 = 〈|Zξ(t)〉〉〉. The spin chain possesses an intrinsic time scale given by the interaction strength J . To
arrive at statements independent of the specific value of J , we introduce the normalized time τ = Jt.

Since Eq. (S12) is of the form of a Schrödinger equation (with “Hamiltonian” iQ and “perturbation” −2ΓY2), we
can apply standard perturbation theory to evaluate the decay rates for small noise amplitude (with reduced strength
γ = Γ/J). The eigenvalues and eigenvectors of the tridiagonal Toepliz matrix Ω are respectively given by [S9]

Λ̃k = 2h/J + 2cos

(
πk

N + 1

)
, (S13)

ϕk =

(
sin

(
πk

N + 1

)
,sin

(
2πk

N + 1

)
, . . . ,sin

(
Nπk

N + 1

))T√
2

N + 1
. (S14)

The (unperturbed) eigenfrequencies and normal modes of the noise-free system immediately follow as

Λ̃kl = 2

(
cos

(
πk

N + 1

)
− cos

(
πl

N + 1

))
, (S15)

|ϕk,ϕl〉〉 =

(
sin

(
πk

N + 1

)
sin

(
πl

N + 1

)
, . . . ,sin

(
Nπ

N + 1

)
sin

(
Nπ

N + 1

))T
2

N + 1
. (S16)

Λ̃kl and |ϕk,ϕl〉〉 are the eigenfrequencies and eigenmodes of the magnetizations 〈σzj 〉. Therefore the magnetization

frequencies are a subset of the full set of frequencies {Λ̃kl} ⊂ {Λkl} and the magnetization modes are a subspace of
the full eigensystem {|νk,νl〉〉}. There are #Λ̃deg = bN2/(N/2− 1)c twofold degenerate eigenfrequencies with

Λ̃rs = Λ̃N+1−s,N+1−r, (S17)
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the others are nondegenerate. For every degenerate eigenfrequency there are two orthonormal eigenvectors |a〉〉 =
|ϕr,ϕs〉〉 and |b〉〉 = |ϕN+1−s,ϕN+1−r〉〉.

We obtain the decay rates mu
kl of the nondegenerate frequencies by computing the expectation of the perturbation

mu
kl|non = 2〈〈ϕk,ϕl|Y2 |ϕk,ϕl〉〉, (S18)

= 2〈〈ϕk,ϕl|
(
Y 2⊗1+1⊗Y 2− 2Y ⊗Y

)
|ϕk,ϕl〉〉, (S19)

=
4

N + 1

[
sin

(
ukπ

N + 1

)2

+ sin

(
ulπ

N + 1

)2
]
− 16

(N + 1)2

[
sin

(
ukπ

N + 1

)2

sin

(
ulπ

N + 1

)2
]
, (S20)

which is Eq. (7) of the main text.
For the degenerate frequencies, we have to compute the eigenvalues and eigenvectors of the perturbation matrix

P =

[
2(Y2)aa 2(Y2)ab
2(Y2)ba 2(Y2)bb

]
, (S21)

with (Y2)ab = 〈〈a|Y2 |b〉〉. Because Ω and Y are real and symmetric, we have (Y2)ab = (Y2)ba and we find (Y2)aa =
(Y2)bb. The decay rate and zeroth order eigenvector thus simplify to

m±ab = 2(Y2)aa± 2|(Y2)ab|, (S22)

v+ =

(
(Y2)ab
|(Y2)ab|

,1

)T

, v− =

(
− (Y2)ab
|(Y2)ab|

,1

)T

. (S23)

From Eq. (S23) we can read off the perturbed eigenvectors. These are

|a±〉〉 =
1√
2

(|a〉〉±sgn{(Y2)ab}|a〉〉). (S24)

The projection onto the magnetization eigenbasis produces the same magnetization eigenmode for |a〉〉 and |b〉〉. That
is, 〈〈σzj |a〉〉 = 〈〈σzj |b〉〉. We therefore finally obtain for the zeroth-order eigenmode

〈〈σzj |a±〉〉 =
1√
2

(1± sgn{(Y2)ab})〈〈σzj |a〉〉︸ ︷︷ ︸
≡εj,a, c.f. Eq. (S35)

. (S25)

Depending on the sign of (Y2)ab one of the corrections will always vanish while the other gains a factor of
√

2. The
decay rate corresponding to the vanishing correction has to be discarded. In the case of single and two-site noise we
always have (Y2)ab < 0 and the decay rates are thus given by m−ab.

Evaluating Eq. (S22) explicitly, we arrive at

mu
kl =

4

N + 1

[
sin

(
nkπ

N + 1

)2

+ sin

(
nlπ

N + 1

)2
]
− 16

(N + 1)2

[
sin

(
nkπ

N + 1

)2

sin

(
nlπ

N + 1

)2
]
×

{
1, Λ̃kl ∈ Λ̃non,

2, Λ̃kl ∈ Λ̃deg
.

(S26)
The case of two-site noise with V = σzu +σzv can be treated similarly, yielding the decay rates

mu,v
kl |non =

4

N + 1

[
sin

(
ukπ

N + 1

)2

+ sin

(
vkπ

N + 1

)2

+sin

(
ulπ

N + 1

)2

+sin

(
vlπ

N + 1

)2
]

− 16

(N + 1)2

[
sin

(
ukπ

N + 1

)2

+ sin

(
vkπ

N + 1

)2
]
×

[
sin

(
ulπ

N + 1

)2

+ sin

(
vlπ

N + 1

)2
]
, (S27)

for nondegenerate eigenfrequencies, and

mu,v
kl |deg = mu,v

kl |non−
16

(N + 1)2

[
sin

(
ukπ

N + 1

)
sin

(
ulπ

N + 1

)
+ sin

(
vkπ

N + 1

)
sin

(
vlπ

N + 1

)]2

, (S28)

for degenerate eigenfrequencies. The only possible configuration such that mu,v
k,l = 0 for a single mode is

u = 3p, v = 3q,
N + 1

3
∈ N, k =

N + 1

3
, l = 2k, (S29)
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for p, q ∈ [1, bN/3c]. These conditions are equivalent to those indicated in Eq. (8) of the main text for a single-site
noise, which will be derived in the next section. They will thus lead to the same (anti)synchronized modes. The only
difference is that the overall strength of the noise is here twice as large. The two time evolutions will hence be the
same with the replacement γ → γ/2.

The perturbative evaluation of the decay rates holds for small noise strength, γ � 1, corresponding to the linear
regime in Fig. 3a of the main text. The mode with the smallest decay rate may change for different values of γ, and
hence synchronization depends on γ in general. However, the stable synchronization conditions (Eqs. (9) and (12) of
the main text) ensure that synchronization takes place in a decoherence-free subspace, which remains unaffected by
the noise for all values of γ. We thus have stable synchronization even in the quantum Zeno regime (Fig. 3a), as long
as the smallest decay rate r remains finite, that is, the synchronization time τs does not diverge.

STABLE SYNCHRONIZATION CONDITION

In this Section, we derive the stable synchronization condition given by Eq. (8) of the main text. To this end, we
try to find a configuration l, k,N,u for which every mode except a single one decays. We require that only a single
pair (k, l) fulfills mu

kl = 0. By examining Eq. (S26), we find that this is achieved when

sin

(
ukπ

N + 1

)
!
= 0∧ sin

(
ulπ

N + 1

)
!
= 0. (S30)

However, if k solves the above equation, every integer multiple of k is also a solution (the same holds for l of course).
A sufficient condition is given by uk = N + 1. We further require that ul = N + 1, but we are also constrained by
k 6= l. As result, this condition becomes ul = 2uk = N + 1.

The configuration k, 2k is the one with the smallest possible k, l that solves Eq. (S30). Because the value for k
cannot exceed the length of the chain k ∈ [1,N ], we additionally have

k < N, (S31)

l = 2k < N, (S32)

3k > N. (S33)

These conditions ensure that Eq. (S30) has the unique solution k, 2k. The next value to solve Eq. (S30) would be
3k /∈ [1,N ], but this case is excluded by the third condition (S33).

The remaining task is to find u and N . From (S33) it follows that (N + 1)/3 = k. Hence, N + 1 needs to be
divisible by 3. Finally, we obtain uk = u(N + 1)/3 = N + 1⇒ u = 3. Putting everything together, we eventually find
a configuration that achieves persistent oscillations with a single mode if

N + 1 is divisible by 3, k =
N + 1

3
, l =

2(N + 1)

3
, u = 3 . (S34)

The same effect also occurs for larger values of u as long as it is less than half of the length of the chain, that is, if
u < dN/2e is fulfilled. With increasing N , more and more values for u become possible, where u = 3,6,9, . . .. Note
that if u exceeds dN/2e then, by symmetry of the problem, this would have the same outcome as if we had chosen
u′ = N + 1−u.

Finally, we explicitly determine the synchronized mode. The magnetization of the jth spin evolves according to

σzj (τ) = 〈〈σzj |ρ(τ)〉〉 =
∑
k

ckkεj,kk +
∑
k 6=l

ckl exp
(
−iΛ̃klτ

)
εj,kl, (S35)

where εj,kl ≡ 〈〈σzj |νk,νl〉〉 = 2 〈〈êj , êj |ϕk,ϕl〉〉 (k 6= l) is the projection of the Liouville normal mode onto the magneti-
zation subspace of the local spin σzj . To obtain the magnetization modes, we build a N -dimensional vector containing
the local magnetization σzj of the jth spin in the jth component

|ε〉 =


σz1(τ)
σz2(τ)

...
σzN (τ)

 =
∑
k

ckkεj,kk +
∑
k 6=l

ckle
−iΛ̃klτ


ε1,kl
ε2,kl

...
εN,kl


︸ ︷︷ ︸

=|εkl〉

=
∑
k

ckkεj,kk +
∑
k 6=l

ckl exp
(
−iΛ̃klτ

)∑
j

εj,klêj︸ ︷︷ ︸
=|εkl〉

. (S36)



5

0 10 20 30 40
Time g

−1.0

−0.5

0.0

0.5

1.0

M
a
g
n

et
iz

a
ti

o
n
〈f

H 8
〉

〈fH1 〉
〈fH2 〉
〈fH3 〉
〈fH4 〉
〈fH5 〉

a)

0 10 20 30 40
Time g

−1.0

−0.5

0.0

0.5

1.0
b)

Supplementary Figure S1. Violation of the synchronization condition. Evolution of the five-qubit quantum XY Ising chain
with white noise applied to (a) the first site V = σz1 and to (b) the second site V = σz2 (because the chain is centrosymmetric,
the same dynamics is also seen for either V = σz1(2) or V = σz4(3)). No synchronization occurs in both these cases. This is the
generic behavior of the noisy spin chain. The reduced noise strength is γ = 1.

The magnetization mode corresponding to the eigenfrequency Λ̃kl is thus given by |εkl〉. In the Jordan–Wigner
representation the magnetization modes can be conveniently calculated by

|εkl〉 = 2
∑
j

〈〈êj , êj |ϕk,ϕl〉〉 êj =
∑
j

ϕjkϕ
j
l êj , k 6= l (S37)

since σzj (τ) = 2〈〈êj , êj |Z〉〉−1.

Independently of the specific value of u, we obtain the non-decaying mode |εkl〉s by inserting k = (N + 1)/3 and
l = 2(N + 1)/3 into Eq. (S16):

ϕs
k =

(
sin
(π

3

)
,sin

(
2
π

3

)
, . . . ,sin

(
N
π

3

))T
√

2

N + 1
, (S38)

ϕs
l =

(
sin
(π

3

)
,sin

(
2
π

3

)
, . . . ,sin

(
N
π

3

))T
√

2

N + 1
, (S39)

In the Jordan–Wigner subspace, we then explicitly obtain

|εkl〉s = 2
∑
j

〈〈êj , êj |ϕs
k,ϕ

s
l〉〉 êj = (S40)

4

N + 1

(
sin
(π

3

)
sin
(

2
π

3

)
,sin

(
2
π

3

)
sin
(

4
π

3

)
,sin(π)sin(2π), . . . ,sin

(
N
π

3

)
sin
(

2N
π

3

))T

, (S41)

=
3

4

4

N + 1

{
(1,−1,0,1,−1, . . . ,1,−1)

T
, N = even,

(1,−1,0,1,−1, . . . ,−1,1)
T
, N = odd .

(S42)

In the stable mode, Eq. (S42), every third spin has zero amplitude and adjacent spins in between are in anti-phase.
Due to the noise, the chain breaks up into (N + 1)/3 two-qubit systems which are separated by single equilibrated
qubits. The corresponding eigenfrequency is Λ̃s

kl = 2 (see Eq. (S15)).

When the conditions for stable (or transient) synchronization are not obeyed, we observe damped evolution which
results in a nonoscillating (asynchronous) steady state. This corresponds to the generic behavior of the randomly
perturbed Ising chain. We illustrate this situation with the five-qubit example of the main text, applying white noise
to either the first site, V = σz1 , (Fig. S1a) or to the second site, V = σz2 , (Fig. S1b). The same behavior appears in
an arbitrary Ising chain configuration (N,u) with single site white noise applied at random sites (not satisfying the
synchronization conditions).
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Supplementary Figure S2. Transient synchronization of two independent two-qubit subsystems A (with spins 〈σz1(2)〉) and B

(with spins 〈σz3(4)〉) coupled through the white noise operator V = (σ+
2 σ
−
3 + σ−2 σ

+
3 ), applied locally to the qubits 2 and 3

(Eq. S43). a) The local magnetizations 〈σzj 〉 initially oscillate out of phase with (slightly) different frequencies. (b) The two
subsystems A and B exhibit transient synchronization at longer times.

NOISE-INDUCED SYNCHRONIZATION OF INDEPENDENT SUBSYSTEMS

Classical synchronization requires a notion of decomposability, that is, the possibility to separate a large system
into several oscillating subsystems that synchronize when coupled [S10]. We show in this section that the quantum
Ising chain satisfies this property by partitioning it into two independent subchains. Coupling the latter two by white
noise will indeed induce (transient) synchronization. Let us, for concreteness, consider two separate two-qubit systems
A (qubits 1 and 2) and B (qubits 3 and 4) with respective Hamiltonians

HA(B) = ω1(3)σ
z
1(3) +ω2(4)σ

z
2(4) + J(σ+

1(3)σ
−
2(4) +σ−1(3)σ

+
2(4)), (S43)

The natural frequencies ωi are chosen such that the subsystem corresponding to HA has different normal frequencies
than the subsystem corresponding to HB . The two subsystems are coupled via the white noise operator V =
(σ+

2 σ
−
3 + σ−2 σ

+
3 ) applied locally to the qubits 2 and 3. The resulting dynamics is shown in Fig. S2 (with ω1 = 1.2

and ω2 = ω3 = ω4 = 1). We observe that the local magnetizations initially oscillate out of phase (Fig. S2a) before
transient synchronization sets in (Fig. S2b).

ROBUSTNESS OF SYNCHRONIZATION AGAINST WEAK DISTURBANCES

We here investigate whether synchronization is robust against imperfections such as single-site decay or dephasing
on other sites. To this end, we consider the five-qubit example of the main text and apply the single-site dissipator
L =

√
λσx1 (which pumps energy into the system) and the single-site dephasing operator L =

√
λσz1 at site 1 (in

addition to the synchronization-inducing white noise operator at site 3) [S11]. The results are presented in Fig. S3.
For small disturbances (we use λ/γ = 0.01 in the plots), synchronization becomes transient (the system finally reaches
a steady state due to the perturbation), but remains robust. As a general rule, the quantum synchronization effect
survives as long as the decoherence timescale (associated with dissipation or dephasing) is long enough so that the
quantum properties of the system are preserved, as for all quantum technological applications [S11].

TWO-QUBIT SYSTEM ACHIEVES MAXIMAL RELAXATION RATE

In this Section, we show that a two-qubit system is able to relax to its steady state at the maximum Lieb-Robinson
rate of vLR = 2J for noise acting on a single site (for noise acting on both sites, relaxation can happen faster because
the disturbance has no distance to travel). For illustrative purposes, we do not use the normalized time τ here, but
treat the problem with the original time variable t. The Hamiltonian is in this case

H = σz1(1 + ξ(t)) +σz2 + J(σ+
1 σ
−
2 + h.c.). (S44)
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Supplementary Figure S3. Robustness of the synchronization effect against imperfections. In addition to the synchronization-
inducing white noise V = σz3 at site 3, we apply another operator L at site 1 of the five-qubit chain. (a) Single-site dissipator

L =
√
λσx1 and (b) single-site dephasor L =

√
λσz1 . The parameter λ is chosen such that λ/γ = 0.01. Transient synchronization

occurs for small disturbances, showing that the synchronization mechanism is robust to weak external perturbations.
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Supplementary Figure S4. Evolution of the local magnetizations 〈σzj 〉, j = 1,2, Eq. Eq. (S47), of two qubits subject to centered
white noise, Eq. Eq. (S44). 〈•〉 denotes the average over noise realizations. Three different regimes arise depending on the
relative strength of interaction J and noise Γ (like for damped harmonic oscillators): a) Small damping Γ < 2J , b) Critical
damping Γ = 2J , c) Strong damping Γ > 2J . The qubits are initially in the ground and excited states, with respective
populations, p1 = 1 and p2 = 0.

We expect to find bN2/4c = 1 normal mode. There can thus be no synchronization. Still, we take the opportunity to
study the effect of noise in this simple system. To this end, we solve the corresponding master equation [S11]

d

dt
ρ(t) = i[H,ρ(t)] + ΓD[σz1 ]ρ(t), (S45)

where D[A]• = A •A† − 1
2{A

†A,•} denotes the dissipator. Although the system contains too few qubits to exhibit
synchronization, it still displays interesting behavior. For the local magnetizations, we indeed find

〈σz1(2)〉 =p1 + p2− 1± e−Γt× (S46)

−4J + Γ(p1− p2)√
4J2−Γ2

sin
(√

4J2−Γ2t
)

+ (p1− p2)cos
(√

4J2−Γ2t
)
, 2J > Γ,

2Jt(p1− p2− 2) + p1− p2, 2J = Γ,

−4J + Γ(p1− p2)√
Γ2− 4J2

sinh
(√

Γ2− 4J2t
)

+ (p1− p2)cosh
(√

Γ2− 4J2t
)
, 2J < Γ .

(S47)

Interestingly, we obtain a similar evolution to that of a classical damped harmonic oscillator. Thus, the two-qubit
system shows different oscillating behavior depending on the relative magnitude of the frequency J and of the noise Γ.
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The corresponding three regimes are displayed in Fig. S4. The case 2J > Γ leads to exponentially damped oscillations
with a slightly reduced frequency. In the balanced case 2J = Γ, equilibrium is reached most rapidly at the maximal
rate vLR corresponding to the Lieb-Robinson bound. This is the smallest value of Γ for which no oscillations occur.
For 2J < Γ, the qubits exhibit slower exponential decay. Finally, we note that Eq. (S47) is exactly of the same form
as the decoherence factor of a single qubit subjected to a telegraph process [S13–S15].
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