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In quantum dynamics, symmetries are vital for identifying and assessing conserved quantities that govern the
evolution of a quantum system. When promoted to the open quantum system setting, dynamical symmetries
can be negatively altered by system-environment interactions, thus, complicating their analysis. Previous work
on noisy symmetric quantum dynamics has focused on the Markovian setting, despite the ubiquity of non-
Markovian noise in a number of widely used quantum technologies. In this Letter, we develop a framework for
quantifying the impact of non-Markovian noise on symmetric quantum evolution via root space decompositions
and the filter function formalism. We demonstrate analytically that symmetry-preserving noise maintains the
symmetric subspace, while nonsymmetric noise leads to highly specific leakage errors that are block diagonal
in the symmetry representation. We support our findings with numerical studies of a transverse-field Ising
model and a quantum error detecting code subject to spatiotemporally correlated multiaxis noise. Our results
are broadly applicable, providing new analytic insights into the control and characterization of open quantum

system dynamics.

Symmetries play a crucial role in understanding quan-
tum dynamics, both for simplifying calculations and for
gaining deeper insights into their behavior. In many
cases, an exact calculation of the dynamics is infeasible
due to complexity or lack of knowledge, but one can still
obtain nontrivial insights based on symmetry consider-
ations. The crux of symmetry-preserving dynamics is
Noether’s theorem [1], which associates every differen-
tiable symmetry of a classical action with a conserved
quantity. This extends naturally to quantum dynam-
ics, where symmetries of the Hamiltonian under time
evolution lead to observables whose moments are con-
served [2]. Furthermore, symmetries partition the Hilbert
space into invariant subspaces of the time-evolution op-
erator that constrain the dynamics of quantum states [3].
Symmetry considerations play a critical role in quantum
error correcting codes (QECCs) [4-6], quantum key dis-
tribution [7], adiabatic quantum computing [8], many-
body physics [9, 10], quantum information [11-13], and
variational quantum algorithms [14—16].

In systems subject to environmental influences, gen-
eralizations of Noether’s theorem provide a framework
for understanding the role of symmetry and conservation
laws in open quantum systems [17—-19]. While dissipa-
tive systems rarely admit conserved quantities, symme-
tries have been key in studying monotones (i.e., func-
tions of a quantum state that decay monotonically) [13,
20] as well as identifying both decoherence-free sub-
spaces [21-23] and uniformly decaying subspaces [24].
Thus far, studies of symmetries in open quantum sys-
tems have focused on Markovian dynamics (i.e., memo-
ryless environments) expressed via the Lindblad master
equation and quantum dynamical semigroups [25, 26],
where symmetries arise in the Lindblad generator [27,
28]. Such investigations extended to the non-Markovian

regime remain underexplored, despite their relevance to
experimental systems [29-34].

Here, we develop a formalism to quantify the impact
of classical, non-Markovian noise in quantum dynam-
ics with symmetries. Our approach draws on concepts
from Lie theory and quantum control theory—in particu-
lar, root space decompositions and the filter function for-
malism (FFF) [35-40]—to identify and characterize the
dynamical propagation of noise through the system. We
show that noise which preserves the symmetries main-
tains the symmetric subspace, while symmetry-breaking
noise leads to limited, highly specific leakage outside
the subspace. Our results apply broadly to any unitary
evolution subject to classical non-Markovian noise [41—
43]. They offer a symmetry-based framework for assess-
ing the impact of noise, identifying characteristic noise
decay channels, and devising techniques for combating
noise in quantum evolution.

Faulty quantum evolution—Consider a quantum sys-
tem of dimension N with a Hilbert space Hg = CV.
Let B(Hs) be the set of bounded linear operators on
Hs and p € B(Hs) denote the density operator. The
noiseless system dynamics are generated by a Hamilto-
nian Hy(t) € B(H) with the superoperator propagator
Uo(T,0)[[] = TyetJo @HHo®)-] This study focuses on
quantum systems that, either naturally or by embedding
in a higher dimensional Hilbert space, have linearly in-
dependent commuting symmetries {Q); }, such that

[Qi; Ho(t)] = 0, V2. (1

These symmetries span an abelian subalgebra q =
span[{Q;}]. Furthermore, let the initial state p(0) be an
eigenvector of the symmetries Q@ € q, i.e., Qp(0) =
gp(0) for ¢ € A(Q), where A(Q) is the spectrum of
Q. Then it is straightforward to show that the noiseless
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evolution occurs within a symmetry-preserving subspace
(SPS), the g-eigenspace, i.e., Qpo(T) = qpo(T') for any
time T, where po(T) = Uy(T,0)[p(0)] represents the
time-evolved state with respect to the noiseless dynam-
ics.

Here, we consider classical non-Markovian noise
models that either maintain or break the symmetries.
We focus on classical temporally correlated noise mod-
els well motivated in superconducting qubits [31, 44],
semiconductor qubits [45, 46], and trapped ions [47, 48].
Namely, the faulty dynamics are described by H (t) =
Hy(t) + Hg(t). The error Hamiltonian Hp(t) describes
a classical stochastic field coupled to the quantum sys-

tem [49]:
= Zﬁu(t)Nuv (@)
I

where IV, are traceless bounded linear operators on H.
B,,(t) are assumed to be wide-sense stationary Gaussian
stochastic processes with zero mean, m = 0, and
with a noise power spectrum density (PSD), S, (w) =

[ﬁu( )8y (0 )} defined in terms of the two-point cor-

relation function 3, (¢)/,(0). — denotes the statistical
ensemble average and F,, is the Fourier transform. We
call the noise model symmetry-preserving with respect to
qif [q, Hg(t)] = 0; thus, [Q, N,] = 0Vu,Q € q. For
symmetry-breaking noise, noise operators do not com-
mute with the symmetry group and thus cause transitions
out of the SPS.

Root space decomposition—Lie theory is integral in
the study of quantum control [50, 51] and multiqubit
quantum dynamics [52-57]. We use Lie theory to con-
struct a symmetry-informed operator basis for the error
dynamics. Consider the irreducible representation of ,

@ V(!i')7 3)

ger({Q:})

which decomposes the Hilbert space into a sum of sub-
spaces invariant under the symmetry group generated by
q. These subspaces are indexed by a tuple of eigenval-
ues, ¢, corresponding to operators {Q;} which span the
subalgebra q.

Evolution operators acting on H g form the special uni-
tary group SU(N). This is generated by the special uni-
tary Lie algebra g = su(N). An abelian subalgebra,
known as the Cartan subalgebra b, can be constructed
for g with respect to the symmetries such that the abelian
subalgebra q € b. This is ensured as all § are isomorphic.
The Cartan subalgebra can be used to construct a root
space decomposition of the Lie algebrag = b @ .4 o,
where the subalgebras g, are indexed by the roots « in
the root system ®. These are defined as

ga:{$€9| [h,a;]:a(h):cforallheh}7 “4)

Hs =

and have the property dimg, = 1. The root system
represents the ladder operators of the Cartan subalge-
bra, which increment the quantum number of / by «(h)
for an eigenvector of b in Hg. The root system An_1
describes su(N'), meaning that the roots live in the Eu-
clidean space o € R¥~! [58]. The root space decom-
position for su(4) is given as an example in the Supple-
mental Material [59].

One can partition the root system into projection and
ladder operators of the symmetry quantum numbers. We
denote the ordered set of eigenvalues as ¢ € A(q), i.e.,
Qix = (§)iw for x € g'D. Then,

g= @ b(ff) @g(fﬂ @ g(ff—ﬂfl)’ (5)

qex(a) 7,q'€X(a)

where (2 is the projection of the Cartan subalgebra into
the ¢ eigenspace, g(@ consists of ladder operators that
preserve the eigenvalues ¢ and g(‘fﬁ‘m consists of lad-
der operators that transition the eigenvalues from ¢ to
q’. The first term of Eq. (5) represents the algebras on
each subspace of Eq. (3). This decomposition is compa-
rable to the total-spin operators |7, m) (', m’|, indexed
by the J? and J, quantum numbers, generalized to any
set of abelian operators. This eigenspace decomposition
is rather powerful and enables general, analytic state-
ments to be made about the dynamics of a stochastic
quantum system with symmetries {Q;}. By expanding
the dynamics in terms of symmetry-informed operators,
we can physically and intuitively understand how errors
affect conserved quantities of the system.

Effective error dynamics—We assess the impact of
noise on the system via the FFF. The noisy dynamics
are isolated from the ideal dynamics using the reverse
interaction picture [60—62] in the Liouvillian representa-
tion, U(T,0) = Ug (T, 0) oUy(T, 0), where U(T, 0)[-] =
Toe~iJo dH®.] is the total-time evolution superop-
erator, and Uz (T,0) is the superoperator generated by
Hp(t) = Uy(T, t)[Hg(t)]. Then the final quantum state

averaged over noise becomes p(T) = Ug(T)[po(T)].
eC(T)

We use a cumulant expansion [63] L{E( ) =
to derive an effective model for the total error dynam-
ics. The Liouvillian FFF [39, 40] is utilized due to
its convenient analytic properties, such that C(T)[-] =
Dok %C(’“) (T')[-] is a superoperator expansion. We
enforce a weak noise assumption, ||Hg(t)||T < 1, and
truncate the expansion to second order. The first nonzero
terms in the cumulant expansion are

e(r) =3 (x (D) Ay + X5 (1B ). ®

ij

where Aij = [1‘1‘7 [,Ij, ]] and BU = Hl‘i,l‘j], ]

are superoperators.  The coefficients XE;)(T) =



S J 428, (W) FL (0, T)  and X(T) =

ZW/ 0oo %SW (w)g;‘;‘y (w,T) are the de-

coherence  parameters, or spectral  overlaps.
The filter functions (FFs) are F"(w,T) =
fOT dt; fOT dtge_iw(tl_tQ)Rf(tl)R]V-(tQ) and

' (w,T) = [T dty 1" dtse= (=) R (1) RY (1),
respectively. The summation is over the gen-
erators of SU(N), ie., x;,z; € g, and
RE(t) = Tr[Up(T,t)[xi]z,] is the control matrix,
arising from the frame transform of Hpg(t) [37].
The cumulant operator [Eq. (6)] contains two terms,
generating dissipative and coherent evolution, respec-
tively [39, 40]. It can be shown that the former shares
similarities with the Lindblad master equation—leading
to Markovian dynamics when the noise PSD is flat [i.e,
Suw(w) = S, ]—while the latter is uniquely generated
by the presence of noise correlations [59].

Control matrix decomposition—The spectral overlaps
are determined by R (t) elements which expand Hp(t)
in some basis. Usually the FFs (and control matrices) are
calculated with the n-qubit Pauli group [37, 64]. This is
an ill-informed choice for noisy quantum systems with
symmetry. Instead, we use the generators derived from
the eigenspace decomposition to define a well-informed
basis for expansion and calculation of the FFs.

A key result of our study is that R!'(¢) is block diago-
nal if and only if calculated in the eigenspace decompo-
sition with respect to q. We call this the g-basis. The con-
trol matrix elements are nonzero if and only if z;, z, € g
share the same eigenvalues ¢, or are transitions between
the same two eigenvalues of ¢, that is,

Rf(t) =0]|z € b((ﬁ) EBg((Tl),xﬂ c h((iz) @g((fz). )

for ¢1 # @». Since the transformation is generated by
Hy(t), the rotating-frame operator Uy (T, t)[z;] has the
same root projection a(q) as x;. Consequently, the sub-
algebras (D @g(D g(qﬁqﬂ) are invariant under the frame
transformation, preserving their orthogonal properties.
Equation (7) follows from this orthogonality. The con-
trol matrix is exponentially large for a system composed
of qubits, so this key result identifies the set of FFs iden-
tically zero; thus, leading to a significant reduction in
FF calculations needed to model a non-Markovian open
quantum system.

Error channel characterization—We use the proper-
ties of the FFs and root system to examine the impact of
symmetry-preserving and symmetry-breaking noise on
the quantum state dynamics. First, consider noise that
preserves the symmetry of Hy, then S, (w) # 0 only
for N, N, € Z(q), the centralizer of the symmetry sub-
algebra. Since the FFs are block diagonal in the g-basis
and the noise is symmetric, the noise perturbation is also
block diagonal: C(T)[H@ & g@] C h@ @ g(@. There-

fore, by application of C(T"), the error operator preserves
the SPS for any noise power or time, i.e.,

Ug(T)[po(T)] = “Dlpo(T)] € hD @ gD, (8)

Albeit intuitive, this result highlights the utility of this
theoretical framework to parse the impact of symmetry-
preserving noise in open quantum systems.

Next, we consider a noise model including operators
that do not commute with q. As such, N, € b@ &)
gD, g(‘i”qﬂ/) can be operators within a ¢ eigenspace or ¢
transitions. We assume no correlations between the sym-
metric and nonsymmetric noise modes, i.e., S, (w) = 0
for N, € @ @ g(@ and A, € g(777"). In this case, we
find that

cb?oe?c P
7'ex({Q:})

(h(i') @g(i'))) 9)

SO

Us(D)po(T)] € P

7'ex({Q:})

(;,(q*’) @ g(q*’))’ (10)

which implies that the noise perturbation and noise-
averaged density operator are block diagonal in the
symmetry representation. The nonsymmetry preserv-
ing noise induces probability amplitude outside the ini-
tial symmetry subspace V(@) but there is no coherence
between the eigenspaces. Importantly, this result pro-
vides key insight into the FFs that are most relevant to
the dynamical evolution. Normally, one needs O(N?)
FFs, but with this construction, one only needs O(N,)
elements to characterize classical non-Markovian noise,
where Nq = dim Z(q) and usually Ny < N [16]. This
powerful, nonintuitive result is demonstrated by the ex-
ample below. First, we will showcase the utility of this
formalism in assessing the dynamics of the system.

Weak-noise bounds—Consider the distance between
the ideal and noise-averaged faulty density operator,
D = 1||(Ug(T,0) — Us(T,0))[p(0)]]:. In the weak-
noise regime (SpT' < 1), where Sy = max .S, (w),
we make use of the Dyson expansion such that D ~
3IC(T)[po(T)]|l1. From this expression, we can com-
pute an upper bound on the distance via bounds on the
cumulants. Because of the block diagonal nature of
Eq. (7), the bound decouples symmetry-preserving and
symmetry-breaking noise,

DS Y WM+ Y Y )

ijureh(@eg@ 7 eXq) ijuveg@—d")

symmetric noise nonsymmetric noise

(1)

where this includes an overlap integral between

the FFs and noise power spectra, vi7(T) =
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Figure 1. Magnitude of the density matrix elements in the
g-basis for the TFIM with four spins, averaged over the pink
noise ensemble with (a) global dephasing noise and (b) local
dephasing noise. The symmetry representation decomposes
the Hilbert space into three sectors: j = {0,1,2}. Panel (a)
demonstrates that symmetry-preserving noise causes decoher-
ence exclusively in the SPS. In contrast, in panel (b), local de-
phasing leads to specific transitions out of the SPS, constrained
by symmetry. The averaged faulty quantum state is block di-
agonal in the symmetry representation. Each calculation is
averaged over an ensemble of 20,000 noise trajectories. The
simulation time is 7" &~ 27, where 7 is the noise correlation
length. The correlation length was found by fitting an exponen-
tial curve to the autocorrelation function C'(t) = F; ' [S(w)].

Jo 428, (W) (1F (@, T)| + Gl (w, T)]). Note the

0 2 7
contrast between 1" (T'), which sums the magnitude

of FFs, and the signed quantities, xl(jl-)(T) and XEJQ-)(T).
Since the second term sums over the entire spectrum of
g, the bound on the distance increases significantly with
the introduction of nonsymmetric noise.
Symmetry-preserving quantum spin dynamics—We
support the above theoretical findings with an example.
We consider the evolution generated by the transverse-

field Ising model (TFIM),

Ho(t) =Y _ Jijoio; +h Y of (12)
(%) [

where h and J;; represent local bias and couplings, re-
spectively. o!' denotes the u Pauli operator for the ith
spin-1/2 particle. The TFIM is widely used in material
simulations [65, 66] and serves as a foundation for adi-
abatic quantum computation [67] and the quantum ap-
proximate optimization algorithm [68, 69]. While the
TFIM has a Z, symmetry, if the spin-coupling J;; is an
all-to-all uniform interaction, then the evolution gener-
ated by Eq. (12) has a stronger symmetry: total angu-
lar momentum J2. While Z, has only two eigenval-
ues (1), J? has n eigenvalues, meaning there are n
blocks in the control matrix, making for a more inter-
esting and complex problem. The symmetry subalgebra
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Figure 2. Magnitude of the density matrix elements in the

g-basis for the [[4, 2, 2]] code, averaged over the pink noise en-
semble with (a) X noise and (b) multiaxis noise. Panel (a)
demonstrates that the model preserving the X parity causes de-
coherence within the symmetric subspace and transitions flip-
ping the Z parity. In contrast, in panel (b), the model breaks
both symmetries, which leads to transitions out of the symmet-
ric subspace into the other three eigenspaces.

is one-dimensional, q = span[{J?—(Tr[J?]/N)I}], and
conserves total spin ¢ = (j). The offset is necessary to
make it a subalgebra of the traceless su(N) [58]. With
an initial state |+>®n, the ideal dynamics occur with the
eigenspace defined by j = n/2, also known as the sym-
metric subspace [70].

In Fig. 1, we examine the dynamics of the Ising model
with J;; = J in the presence of dephasing generated
by Hg(t) = Y1, Bi(t)of for four spins. While we
focus on the n = 4 results due to computational con-
straints, the same qualitative behavior is observed for
larger spin systems. We distinguish between global de-
phasing, where the noise is spatially correlated [3;(t) =
B(t) for all 7] and local dephasing where the noise is
independent at each site. We use a pink noise model
[S(w) ~ 1/w], commonly observed in solid-state and
atomic systems [44, 46, 71, 72], with IR and UV cut-
offs ensuring integrability. While we choose pink noise
here, the specifics of the PSD does not affect the alge-
braic structure of the open quantum system.

In the global dephasing noise model, the noise Hamil-
tonian simplifies to Hg(t) = nS(t).J., which commutes
with the total spin operator and conserves total spin.
Hence, the spin dynamics are restricted to the SPS of
the Hilbert space and decohere within that subspace. On
the other hand, for a local dephasing noise model, we get
leakage out of the SPS into the other eigenspaces. This
result is generalizable to any J? preserving quantum dy-
namics in accordance with Egs. (8) and (9).

Quantum error-detecting code—Next, we demon-
strate the developed framework with an example rele-



vant to QECCs. The [[4, 2, 2]] quantum error-detecting
code encodes two logical qubits using four physical
qubits [73-75]. It is the smallest stabilizer code to detect
a single-qubit error. The [[4, 2, 2]] code does not require
active feedback, which has made it amenable to many
near-term applications [76—-80].

The encoded Hamiltonian commutes with the sta-
bilizers, {X®4 Z®4}, and the logical states span the
eigenspace ¢, = (+1,+1). A single-qubit error is
detected when one of these parities is flipped to —1.
This problem is more nuanced than the first example,
because this symmetry subalgebra is two-dimensional,
q = span[{X®* Z®4}]. We construct a Cartan subalge-
bra with ¢, and use the root space decomposition to for-
mulate a symmetry representation of the operator space.

In Fig. 2, we examine the simulated dynamics of
the [[4,2,2]] code. A logical state is encoded and
freely evolved and after time 7', the density operator
is measured in the symmetry basis (pre-post-selection).
We inject temporally correlated single- and multi-
axis noise into the dynamics, generated by Hg(t) =
S, BE(er and Hp(t) = Yoo, (87(0of +
BZ(t)o7), respectively. We choose a pink noise model
(Sii(w) ~ 1/w) with no spatial correlations (S;;(w) = 0
for i # j). The first noise model breaks the Z®* symme-
try, so there is leakage from the symmetric subspace into
the subspace with —1 parity. The second noise model
breaks both stabilizers, so there is leakage from the sym-
metric subspace into the other three eigenspaces. As pre-
dicted by our analytic model, in the g-basis, the density
operator is block diagonal, and the logical FFs and er-
rors are defined by e“(7)[po(T)] € §(92) @ gldz). This
result has broad impact for future QECC studies, as we
may use this framework to inform error characterization,
recovery, and logical gate design.

Conclusions—We leverage root systems and the FFF
to analyze the impact of non-Markovian noise on
symmetry-preserving quantum dynamics. Our approach
enables the characterization of noise processes that are
either symmetrypreserving or symmetry breaking. To
this end, we construct novel generators of su(N) in-
formed by the symmetries of the ideal system. We take
advantage of the group structure of these generators via
the root system to make broad symmetry constraints on
open quantum system dynamics.

We demonstrate that decoherence is restricted to the
SPS for symmetry-preserving correlated noise, whereas
symmetry-breaking correlated noise causes specific leak-
age outside the SPS. Therefore, we can identify the sub-
algebra causing temporally correlated logical errors. Our
results provide key insights into the propagation of noise
in symmetric quantum evolution that can be exploited for
the design of noise characterization and protection strate-
gies.

Our analysis of classical non-Markovian noise in sym-
metric systems extends beyond the Markovian Lindblad
description often used in recent work on symmetries in
open quantum systems. While we focus exclusively on
classical stochastic processes in this study, the algebraic
structure and framework should generalize to stochastic
quantum baths. We leave that for a future study.
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