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We theoretically investigate nonequilibrium spin fluctuations in a ferromagnet induced by a light
pulse. Using a Lindblad equation consistent with the Landau-Lifshitz-Gilbert equation, we compute
the autocorrelation function of magnetization. Our analysis reveals that this function comprises
both thermal and nonequilibrium components. To examine the latter in detail, we introduce a
Fano factor similar to nonequilibrium current noise in electronic circuits. We demonstrate that
this factor encapsulates insights into the transfer of spin units to the environment. Our findings
lay the groundwork for nonequilibrium spin noise spectroscopy, offering valuable insights into spin
relaxation dynamics.

Introduction.— The flow of carriers following Poisso-
nian statistics generates current fluctuations, leading to
shot noise [1]. Electronic shot noise is proportional to
the electron’s charge associated with the current. There-
fore, the study of shot noise and the determination
of the Fano factor have been conducted to understand
the nature of charge quanta and interactions between
quasi-particles in various correlated electron systems,
such as two-dimensional electron gases with fractional
charges [2–5], metal/superconductor junctions with 2e
charges of Cooper pairs [6, 7], quasi-particle interac-
tions in quantum dots [8], and superconductor-insulator-
superconductor tunnel junctions with average charge of
Andreev clusters [9, 10]. Similarly, the study of spin
shot noise is expected to provide insight into the na-
ture of the elementary unit of angular momentum quanta
ℏ, and to provide information on fundamental spin
transport properties [11–13]. Spin shot noise has been
theoretically investigated in various magnetic layered
systems, including magnetic tunnel junctions [14, 15],
magnon-mediated spin-transfer systems [16, 17], low-
dimensional systems [18–20], and magnonic thermal-
noise systems [21, 22]. However, spin shot noise has
not yet been observed experimentally. All conventional
methods for detecting spin shot noise require a specific
conversion mechanism from spin noise to electronic noise,
and this indirect approach may mask physically meaning-
ful noise in spin systems. Therefore, proposing a direct
probe of spin shot noise is crucial.

Optical noise detection provides a direct probe of
spin noise in magnetic systems without requiring ad-
ditional layers for spin detection. Simple transmission
and/or Faraday rotation measurements of an optical
beam enable spin-noise spectroscopy, which can probe
spontaneous spin fluctuations in accordance with the

fluctuation-dissipation theorem in paramagnets such as
atomic systems [23–25], bulk semiconductors [26, 27],
and semiconductor quantum dots [28, 29]. Spin-noise
measurements are also applicable for detecting spon-
taneous magnon fluctuations in antiferromagnets in a
single-crystal form [30]. nonequilibrium spin-noise spec-
troscopy has been proposed to study noise properties un-
der an external electric field [31], or under optical pump-
ing [32–35]. However, none of the work reported so far
suggests the possibility of applying optical noise measure-
ments to detect spin shot noise.

In this Letter, we propose an all-optical approach to
detect spin shot noise in a simple thin ferromagnetic film
structure. The key idea is to use an ultrafast pump laser
pulse to impulsively generate a fluctuating magnon pop-
ulation far from equilibrium in the sample and to in-
vestigate the temporal evolution of the Faraday or Kerr
rotation signal fluctuations of the probe laser pulse. To
model this experimental situation, we theoretically calcu-
late the magnon population dynamics using the Lindblad
equation and the Fokker-Planck equation, considering
the autocorrelation function of the spin component. We
analyze the time derivative of the autocorrelation func-
tion, which mimics the fluctuation of the spin flow, i.e.,
the spin current. Here, the flow of spin does not inher-
ently involve spatial diffusion, but represents the energy
flow from the spin system to the thermal bath. There-
fore, a local optical probe is sufficient to detect the spin
current fluctuation. The fluctuation of the spin current
can be represented as a sum of two contributions: one
is the thermal contribution according to the fluctuation-
dissipation theorem, and the other is the contribution of
the spin shot noise caused by transferring the quanta of
the angular momentum, ℏ, between the spin system and
the thermal bath. By adopting this approach, the quan-
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(a)

(b)

pulsed light

FIG. 1. (a) A schematic picture for the spin dynamics in
our setup. Initially, the spin is in thermal equilibrium and
distributed centering on the z axis. After the pulsed light ex-
cites the spin of the ferromagnet at t = 0, the spin precession
occurs accompanying the nonequilibrium fluctuation. (b) A
schematic picture of the time evolution of ŝz. The red line
indicates one measurement of the time evolution of ŝz. While
the ensemble average with respect to a number of measure-
ments, ⟨ŝz(t)⟩, (the blue line) decays toward the saturated
value, S0, there exists nonequilibrium fluctuation represented
by ⟨∆ŝz(t)

2⟩.

titative evaluation of ℏ could be possible by analyzing
the noise of the probe pulse in a statistical approach.

Setup.—We examine the dynamics of the total spin ŝ
or the magnetization M̂ = ℏγŝ/V , considering a ferro-
magnet under a static magnetic field. Here, ℏ represents
the Dirac constant, γ (< 0) denotes the gyromagnetic ra-
tio of an electron, and V stands for the volume of the
ferromagnetic film. The Hamiltonian is given by

H = ℏγµ0Hex · ŝ, (1)

where µ0 ≃ 1.257× 10−6 N/A2 denotes the vacuum per-
meability, and Hex = (0, 0,−H0) (H0 > 0) represents
an external magnetic field. Initially, we assume that the
averaged spin ⟨s⟩ in the ferromagnet points in the +z di-
rection and is in thermal equilibrium. We consider spin
dynamics induced by pulsed light irradiation at t = 0.
As illustrated in the left panel of Fig. 1(a), the spin state
rotates shortly after the laser pulse irradiation due to a
sudden change in the direction of the effective magnetic
field, induced by laser heating [36, 37]. Subsequently, the
direction of the effective magnetic field promptly recov-
ers to the z-direction, and after this recovery, spin preces-
sion occurs around the z-axis, ultimately relaxing into the
original thermal equilibrium state due to Gilbert damp-
ing (see the right panel of Fig. 1(a)). In our work, we fo-
cus on the dynamics and fluctuation of the z-component
of the spin, as shown in Fig. 1(b).

Throughout this work, we assume that the amplitude
of the spin precession is small. Consequently, the Hamil-
tonian for an isolated spin system can be approximated
as H = ℏω0b̂

†b̂ + const., where b̂ represents a magnon
annihilation operator and ω0 = −γµ0H0 (> 0).
Lindblad equation and Fokker-Planck equation.— To

address the quantum nature of the spin system, we in-
troduce the Lindblad equation as follows:

ρ̇s(t) =− i

ℏ
[H, ρs(t)] + Γb̂ρs(t)b̂

† − Γ

2
{b̂†b̂, ρs(t)}

+ Γ′b̂†ρs(t)b̂−
Γ′

2
{b̂b̂†, ρs(t)} ≡ Lρs(t), (2)

where ρs denotes the density operator of the spin sys-
tem. Here, we consider two types of stochastic processes
that involve energy exchange between the spin system
and the environment: (a) an energy relaxation process,
characterized by a transition rate Γ, and (b) an energy
gain process, characterized by a transition rate Γ′.
The density operator ρs can be expressed using the

distribution function P (β, β∗, t) as

ρs(t) =

∫
d2β |β⟩ ⟨β|P (β, β∗, t), (3)

where |β⟩ represents a coherent state of magnon. Using
the distribution function, the Lindblad equation (2) is
transformed into the following Fokker-Planck equation:

∂tP (β, β∗, t) = GP (β, β∗, t)

≡
[(

iω0 +
Γ− Γ′

2

)
∂ββ + h.c.+ Γ′∂β∂β∗

]
P (β, β∗, t).

(4)

Solving the Fokker-Plank equation yields the transition
probability, defined as the probability of realizing the spin
state β′ at t+ τ starting from a spin state β at t, as

P (β′, β′∗, t+ τ |β, β∗, t) = eGτδ2(β′ − β)

= N (τ)−1 exp

(
− π

N (τ)

∣∣∣∣β′ − βe
−
(

Γ−Γ′
2 +iω0

)
τ

∣∣∣∣
2
)
, (5)

where N (τ) = π Γ′

Γ−Γ′

(
1− e−(Γ−Γ′)τ

)
serves as the nor-

malization factor. It should be noted that, in the limit
of τ → +∞, the probability distribution appropriately
describes thermal equilibrium, where the spin points to
the z axis and fluctuates around it.
Correspondence to the LLG equation.— The transition

rates, Γ and Γ′, can be determined through their corre-
spondence to the Landau-Lifshitz-Gilbert (LLG) equa-
tion:

⟨ ˙̂s⟩ = ⟨ŝ⟩ × µ0γHex −
α

S0
⟨ŝ⟩ × ⟨ ˙̂s⟩, (6)

where α represents the Gilbert damping constant. For
small amplitudes of spin precession, the LLG equation
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can be reformulated as

[(1 + iα)∂t + iω0] ⟨b̂⟩ = 0. (7)

By comparing the solution of the Fokker-Planck equation
(4) with α ≪ 1, we deduce the condition Γ− Γ′ = 2αω0.
Furthermore, Γ and Γ′ must satisfy the detailed balance
condition, Γ = eℏω0/kBTΓ′, where kB denotes the Boltz-
mann constant. By combining these equations, we derive
Γ = 2αω0[nB(ℏω0) + 1] and Γ′ = 2αω0nB(ℏω0).

Autocorrelation functions.– We assume that the spin
state is initially prepared as

P (β, β∗, t = 0+) =
Γ− Γ′

πΓ′ exp

(
−Γ− Γ′

Γ′ |β − β0|2
)
,

(8)

where β0 denotes the amplitude of the spin excitation
from the initial state. The z-component of the spin is
correlated with the population of the harmonic oscillator
as

⟨ŝz(t)⟩ = S0 − nB(T )− ⟨n̂(t)⟩ne, (9)

⟨n̂(t)⟩ne = |β0|2e−(Γ−Γ′)t, (10)

where n̂ = b̂†b̂ and nB(T ) = (eℏω0/kBT − 1)−1 represents
the Bose distribution function. It should be noted that,
in the limit of t → ∞, ⟨n̂(t)⟩ne approaches zero, leaving
only the thermal equilibrium part.

The autocorrelation function is defined for 0 < t ≤ t′

as

C(t′, t) ≡ ℏ2⟨∆ŝz(t
′)∆ŝz(t)⟩ (11)

= ℏ2 Tr
{
b̂†b̂eG|t

′−t|
[
b̂†b̂ρs(t)

]}
− ℏ2⟨b̂†b̂(t′)⟩⟨b̂†b̂(t)⟩,

whereas C(t′, t) = C(t, t′) for 0 < t′ < t. Here,
∆ŝz(t) ≡ ŝz(t) − ⟨ŝz(t)⟩ represents the deviation from
the average. The autocorrelation can be rewritten using
the distribution function as

C(t′, t) = ℏ2
∫

d2β′d2β|β′|2P (β′, β′∗, t′|β, β∗, t)

× (β∗ − ∂β)βP (β, β∗, t)− ℏ2⟨b̂†b̂(t′)⟩⟨b̂†b̂(t)⟩.
(12)

After a lengthy but straightforward calculation, the cor-
relation function takes the form

C(t′, t) = Cth(t
′, t) + Cne(t

′, t), (13)

Cth(t
′, t) =

ℏ2ΓΓ′

(Γ− Γ′)2
e−(Γ−Γ′)|t′−t|, (14)

Cne(t
′, t) = ℏ2

Γ + Γ′

Γ− Γ′ |β0|2e−(Γ−Γ′)t>θ(t)θ(t′), (15)

where θ(t) denotes a step function and t> = max(t′, t).
Here, Cth(t

′, t) and Cne(t
′, t) represent the thermal and

0.5
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FIG. 2. (a) A schematic illustration of the stochastic dynam-
ics of ṡz. (b) The Fano factor F is plotted as a function of
temperature. At low temperatures, F/ℏ approaches unity.

nonequilibrium parts of the correlation function, respec-
tively.

We observe that only Cth(t
′, t) remains finite in the

limit as |β0| → 0. This implies that our result encom-
passes the thermal fluctuation of the spin in the ferro-
magnet in the absence of external light. Particularly, the
equal-time correlation function C0 ≡ Cth(t, t) is linked to
the magnetic susceptibility χ = d⟨M̂z⟩th/d(−H0) as

C0 =
kBTV

µ0γ2
χ. (16)

The fluctuation-dissipation relation suggests that the
equal-time correlation function in equilibrium contains
the same information as the magnetic susceptibility. It
is worth noting that this relation can be employed to
determine the effective temperature of the environment
coupled with the spin system.

Physical interpretation.– To clarify the physical origin
of the nonequilibrium spin fluctuation, we introduce the
autocorrelation function of ˙̂sz defined as

D(t′, t) ≡ ℏ2⟨∆ ˙̂sz(t
′)∆ ˙̂sz(t)⟩, (17)

where ∆ ˙̂sz = ˙̂sz − ⟨ ˙̂sz⟩. This correlation function can be
regarded as the fluctuation of the spin flow from the spin
system to the thermal bath. We emphasize that D(t′, t)
can be obtained experimentally by fitting the measured
autocorrelation function C(t′, t) and its numerical differ-
entiation, that is, D(t′, t) = ∂t∂t′C(t′, t). The correlation
function D(t′, t) is composed of the delta-function part
and the other time-dependent part [38] as

D(t′, t) = D0(t)δ(t′ − t) +Dc(t′, t). (18)

Note that the delta-function part corresponds to the cusp
of C(t′, t) at t = t′.
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The equal-time part D0(t) is calculated as

D0(t) = D0
th +D0

ne(t), (19)

D0
th =

2ℏ2ΓΓ′

Γ− Γ′ , (20)

D0
ne(t) = ℏ2(Γ + Γ′)|β0|2e−(Γ−Γ′)t. (21)

It is worth noting that D0
th and D0

ne(t) originate from
Cth(t

′, t) and Cne(t
′, t), respectively. To understand the

information encapsulated in the nonequilibrium fluctu-
ation, let us consider the case where the nonequilib-
rium part is dominant (D0(t) ≃ D0

ne(t)). This condi-
tion is met for a certain duration after applying a suffi-
ciently strong pulse to the system, i.e., when nB(T ) ≪
|β0|2e−(Γ−Γ′)t [39]. We then define the Fano factor as the
ratio between the spin flow and its fluctuation, denoted
by F = D0

ne(t)/⟨ ˙̂sz(t)⟩. Using Eq. (21), this factor is
calculated as

F =
Γ + Γ′

Γ− Γ′ ℏ = coth

(
ℏω0

2kBT

)
ℏ. (22)

The result (22) provides crucial insights into the angu-
lar momentum transfer associated with a single relax-
ation process in a ferromagnet, particularly under condi-
tions of low temperature. To illustrate this, we demon-
strate how identical conclusions can be drawn from a
straightforward analysis based on the Poisson process.
In Fig. 2(a), we schematically depict the stochastic dy-
namics of ˙̂sz in the range of [t, t + τ ], where τ is cho-
sen small enough not to alter the amplitude of the spin
precession, |⟨b̂(t)⟩|. Each spin transfer event changes ŝz
by ±ℏ, thus the dynamics of ˙̂sz can be described by a
series of delta functions, with weights of ℏ or −ℏ. If
these transfer events are stochastically independent, the
probability of observing n events of ℏ spin transfer and
m events of −ℏ spin transfer during the time interval
[t, t + τ ] is expressed as PnPm. Here, Pn and Pm follow
the Poisson distribution with averages ⟨n⟩ = λΓτ and
⟨m⟩ = λΓ′τ , respectively, where λ depends on the am-
plitude of the spin precession. Using properties of the
Poisson distribution, we calculate the average and vari-
ance of ˙̂sz as ⟨ ˙̂sz⟩ = ℏ(⟨n⟩ − ⟨m⟩)/τ = λℏ(Γ − Γ′) and
⟨(∆ ˙̂sz)

2⟩ = ℏ2[⟨(∆n)2⟩+⟨(∆m)2⟩]/τ = λℏ2(Γ+Γ′). This
calculation leads to the result (22), affirming the efficacy
of the current intuitive discussion.

We show the temperature dependence of the Fano fac-
tor in Fig. 2(b) for µ0H0 = 3T and γ = −1.97 ×
1011 rad/(s · T) (ω0/2π = 94GHz) [40]. This depen-
dence can be elucidated as follows. At low temperatures
(kBT ≪ ℏω0), only the energy relaxation process pre-
dominates (Γ ≫ Γ′), resulting in the Fano factor be-
coming ℏ. Through an intuitive discussion grounded in
the Poisson process, this outcome signifies the transfer
of angular momentum from the spin system to the bath
in units of ℏ. It is worth noting that a similar ratio-
nale has been applied in determining the unit of charge

(a) (b)

FIG. 3. The correlation function of ∆ŝz is shown as func-
tions of t′ and t. (a) the total fluctuation C(t′, t)/C0, (b)
the thermal part Cth(t

′, t)/C0. Here C0 ≈ 4.4 × 103ℏ2 is the
equal-time thermal fluctuation.

in electronic transport, derived from nonequilibrium cur-
rent noise (shot noise). As the temperature increases,
the energy gain process also becomes significant. Conse-
quently, the presence of two distinct transition processes
diminishes the average spin flow, although it contributes
additively to its fluctuation. Consequently, the Fano fac-
tor begins to increase with increasing temperature.

Experimental protocol.– Finally, we outline a feasible
experimental protocol to observe the Fano factor. We
propose using a thin film of ferromagnetic permalloy as
the sample. Ultrafast dynamics of the z-component of
the sample’s magnetization, Mz(t), is measured following
laser pulse irradiation, employing time-resolved magneto-
optical Kerr effect measurements [36, 37]. We can deduce
the ensemble average of the spin flow, ⟨ ˙̂sz(t)⟩, from the
time derivative of the average across trials of the magneti-
zation dynamics measurements, i.e., d⟨Mz(t)⟩/dt. Then,
the correlation function C(t′, t) is obtained by calcu-
lating the covariance of Mz at different times, that is,
⟨Mz(t)Mz(t

′)⟩. As an illustrative example, we show the
autocorrelation function for a 1µm× 1µm× 5 nm ferro-
magnetic film in Fig. 3(a). The parameters are as follows:
µ0H0 = 3T, γ = −1.97 × 1011 rad/(s · T), T = 300K,
β0 = (S0/5)

1/2, α = 7.8×10−3, together with saturation
magnetization of µ0M0 = 0.905T [40]. We also show the
thermal part Cth(t

′, t) separately in Fig. 3(b). As indi-
cated by the comparison between Fig. 3(a) and (b), the
nonequilibrium part Cne(t

′, t) always dominates the ther-
mal part Cth(t

′, t) in the time range shown here. From
a cusp in C(t′, t) along the line t′ = t, we can obtain the
delta function part of the correlation function, D0

ne(t)
(see Eq. (18)), which can be used to obtain the Fano fac-
tor, combining the time derivative of the mean magneti-
zation value. Furthermore, as illustrated in Fig. 2 (b),
we can quantitatively determine the elementary unit of
angular momentum, ℏ, from the Fano factor. The condi-
tions required for this experiment—low temperature (< 1
K) and high magnetic field (∼ 3 T)—are experimentally
feasible.

Summary.–We investigated the nonequilibrium fluctu-
ation arising from the ferromagnetic magnetization under
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pulse irradiation. We calculated the Fano factor, which
is defined as the ratio between the nonequilibrium spin
current flowing out of the spin system and its nonequilib-
rium fluctuation and observed that the Fano factor mea-
sured at low temperature offers insight into the unit of
angular momentum transferred per spin relaxation pro-
cess in a bulk ferromagnet. Our proposal sets the stage
for nonequilibrium spin-noise spectroscopy, offering an
advanced technique to access information that is inac-
cessible by other experimental means.
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[1] W. Schottky, Über spontane stromschwankungen in ver-
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and M. Oestreich, Ultrahigh bandwidth spin noise spec-
troscopy: Detection of large g-factor fluctuations in
highly-n-doped gaas, Phys. Rev. Lett. 111, 186602
(2013).

[28] S. A. Crooker, J. Brandt, C. Sandfort, A. Greilich, D. R.
Yakovlev, D. Reuter, A. D. Wieck, and M. Bayer, Spin
noise of electrons and holes in self-assembled quantum
dots, Phys. Rev. Lett. 104, 036601 (2010).
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Dumas, A. Delin, and J. Åkerman, Tunable permalloy-
based films for magnonic devices, Phys. Rev. B 92,
024427 (2015).



Supplementary Information: Fluctuations in spin dynamics excited by pulsed light

Tetsuya Sato,1 Shinichi Watanabe,2 Mamoru Matsuo,3, 4, 5, 6 and Takeo Kato1

1Institute for Solid State Physics, The University of Tokyo, 5-1-5 Kashiwanoha, Kashiwa, 277-8581 Japan
2Faculty of Science and Technology, Keio University,

3-14-1 Hiyoshi, Kohoku-ku, Yokohama, Kanagawa 223-8522, Japan
3Kavli Institute for Theoretical Sciences, University of Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing, China

4CAS Center for Excellence in Topological Quantum Computation,
University of Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing, China

5Advanced Science Research Center, Japan Atomic Energy Agency, Tokai, Japan
6RIKEN Center for Emergent Matter Science (CEMS), Wako, Saitama, Japan

(Dated: May 20, 2024)

DERIVATION OF P (β, β∗, t = 0+)

In the main text, the initial distribution function, P (β, β∗, t = 0+), is assumed to be the form of Eq. (8). There
are a few ways to prepare this initial spin state. As a simple example, let us consider the case that the external pulse
light changes the spin state of the ferromagnet thorugh the Zeeman field, whose Hamiltonian is given as

Hpulse = −iℏ(b̂− b̂†)F0δ(t), (1)

where a real constant F0 indicates the magnitude of the pulse. The density operator in the pulse irradiation evolves
as

dρs(t)

dt
= − i

ℏ
[H0

pulse, ρs(t)]. (2)

Using the expression

ρs(t) =

∫
d2β |β⟩ ⟨β|P (β, β∗, t), (3)

we obtain

∂tP (β, β∗, t) = −F0δ(t)(∂β + ∂β∗)P (β, β∗, t). (4)

We assume that the distribution function just before the pulse irradiation is given by the thermal equilibrium distri-
bution, i.e.,

Peq = N−1 exp

(
−Γ− Γ′

Γ′ |β|2
)
, (5)

where N = πΓ′/(Γ−Γ′). Then, the distribution function just after the pulse irradiation, P (β, β∗, t = 0+), is obtained
as

P (β, β∗, t = 0+) = exp

(
−
∫ 0+

0−
dtF0δ(t)(∂β + ∂β∗)

)
Peq

= N−1
∑

n,m,l

(−F0)
n

n!

(−F0)
m

m!

(
−Γ−Γ′

Γ′

)l

l!
∂n
β∂

m
β∗βlβ∗l

= N−1
∑

n,m,l

lCnlCm(−F0)
nβl−n(−F0)

mβ∗l−m

(
−Γ−Γ′

Γ′

)l

l!

= N−1 exp

(
−Γ− Γ′

Γ′ |β − F0|2
)
. (6)

Thus, we can derive Eq. (8) in the main text.
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CALCULATION OF D(t′, t)

As seen in Eq. (18) in the main text, the correlation function of D(t′, t) is given by a sum of the delta-function part
D0(t)δ(t− t′) and the nonlocal part Dc(t′, t). The nonlocal component Dc(t′, t) can be expressed for t ̸= t′ as

Dc(t′, t) = ∂t∂t′C(t′, t) = −ℏ2ΓΓ′e−(Γ−Γ′)|t′−t|. (7)

On the other hand, the equal-time component D0(t)δ(t − t′) is produced by a cusp at t′ = t in C(t, t′). Since the
integral of D(t′, t) near t′ = t is calculated as

lim
ϵ→0

∫ t+ϵ

t−ϵ

dt′D(t′, t) = lim
ϵ→0

∫ t+ϵ

t−ϵ

dt′∂t′∂tC(t′, t)

= ∂tC(t′, t)|t′=t+0 − ∂tC(t′, t)|t′=t−0

=
2ℏ2ΓΓ′

Γ− Γ′ + ℏ2(Γ + Γ′)|β0|2e−(Γ−Γ′)t, (8)

we obtain

D0(t) = ℏ2
[

2ΓΓ′

Γ− Γ′ + (Γ + Γ′)|β0|2e−(Γ−Γ′)t

]
. (9)

STOCHASTIC REPRESENTATION

In the main text, the fluctuation of ˙̂sz, i.e., D(t′, t) is calculated by differentiating the correlation function for ŝz,
i.e., C(t′, t) with respect to time. In this appendix, we derive the same result for D(t′, t) using the formulation for the
stochastic process [1–3] to obtain a physical picture for each term in D(t′, t).

We consider the Poissonian process between time t and time t+ dt. In this minute time range, ˙̂sz takes only three
values, 0 and ±1. We define the random variables dN+ (dN−), which takes 1 when the energy relaxation (the energy

gain) occurs, and which takes zero in other cases. By defining L̂+ =
√
Γb̂ and L̂− =

√
Γ′b̂†, these random variables

satisfies the following relations:

dNl(t)
2 = dNl(t), (10)

dN+(t)dN−(t) = 0, (11)

⟨dNl(t)⟩ = dt⟨L̂†
l L̂l(t)⟩, (12)

where l takes ± and Eq. (11) indicates that dN+ process and dN− process do not occur at the same time.
Using this stochastic representation, we can redefine ˙̂sz as

˙̂sz =
dN+

dt
− dN−

dt
=
∑

l=±
l
dNl

dt
. (13)

Using this notation, D(t′, t) can be rewritten as

D(t′, t) =
ℏ2

dt2

∑

l,l′=±
l′l
{
⟨dNl′(t

′)dNl(t)⟩ − ⟨dNl′(t
′)⟩⟨dNl(t)⟩

}
. (14)

The delta-function part in D(t′, t) is calculated using Eq. (10) and focusing on the infinitesimal region near t′ = t as

D(t′, t) =
ℏ2

dt2

{
⟨dN+(t)⟩+ ⟨dN−(t)⟩ −

∑

l

⟨dNl(t)⟩2
}

≃ ℏ2
⟨L̂†

+L̂+(t)⟩+ ⟨L̂†
−L̂−(t)⟩

dt

≃ δ(t′ − t)ℏ2
[
Γ⟨b̂†b̂(t)⟩+ Γ′⟨b̂b̂†(t)⟩

]
, (15)
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which reproduces D0(t) in Eqs. (19)-(21) in the main text. This indicates that the equal-time part of D(t′, t) is well
understood by the Poisson process as discussed in the main text.

Let us next consider the nonlocal part Dc(t′, t). For t′ > t, Dc(t′, t) is calculated as follows. If dNl = 1 is observed
at time t, the quantum state of the system jumps to a post-measurement state. This quantum jump is described by
a change of the density operator as

ρls(t) =
L̂lρs(t)L̂

†
l

⟨L̂†
l L̂l⟩

. (16)

The term ⟨dNl′(t
′)dNl(t)⟩ in Eq. (14) means the probability getting dNl′ = 1 at time t′ in the condition of the

observation of dNl = 1 at time t, which is described by

⟨dNl′(t
′)dNl(t)⟩ = Pr [dNl′(t

′) = 1|dNl(t) = 1]× ⟨dNl(t)⟩, (17)

where ⟨dNl(t)⟩ is the probability getting dNl = 1 at time t and the conditional probability Pr [dNl′(t
′) = 1|dNl(t) = 1]

is a probability getting dNl′ = 1 at t′ in the condition of dNl = 1 at t. Since the density operator after getting dNl = 1
at t is given by Eq. (16), this conditional probability is expressed as

Pr [dNl′(t
′) = 1|dNl(t) = 1] = Tr

{
L̂†
l′L̂l′e

G(t′−t)ρls(t)
}
, (18)

where G is the time evolution operator defined in Eq. (4) in the main text. Thus, the correlation function D(t′, t)
given in Eq. (14) is calculated for t′ > t as



4

D(t′, t) = ℏ2
∑

l,l′

l′lTr
{
L̂†
l′L̂l′e

L(t′−t)
[
L̂lρsL̂

†
l

]}
− ℏ2

∑

l,l′

l′l⟨L̂†
l′L̂l′(t

′)⟩⟨L̂†
l L̂l(t)⟩ (19)

= ℏ2
∫

d2β1P (β1, β
∗
1 , t) Tr

{
(Γb̂†b̂− Γ′b̂b̂†)eL(t′−t)(Γb̂ |β1⟩ ⟨β1| b̂† − Γ′b̂† |β1⟩ ⟨β1| b̂)

}

− ℏ2(Γ⟨b̂†b̂(t′)⟩ − Γ′⟨b̂b̂†(t′)⟩)(Γ⟨b̂†b̂(t)⟩ − Γ′⟨b̂b̂†(t)⟩)

= ℏ2
∫

d2β2d
2β1P (β2, β

∗
2 , t

′|β1, β
∗
1 , t)

[
Γ|β2|2 − Γ′(|β2|2 + 1)

]

×
[
Γ|β1|2 − Γ′(|β1|2 − ∂β1β1 − ∂β∗

1
β∗
1 + 1 + ∂β1∂β∗

1
)
]
P (β1, β

∗
1 , t)

− ℏ2(Γ− Γ′)2|β0|4e−(Γ−Γ′)(t′+t)

= ℏ2
∫

d2β2d
2β1d

2βN (t′ − t)−1 exp

(
− π

N (t′ − t)

∣∣∣∣β2 − β1e
−
(

Γ−Γ′
2 +iω0

)
(t′−t)

∣∣∣∣
2
)
[
Γ|β2|2 − Γ′(|β2|2 + 1)

]

×
[
Γ|β1|2 − Γ′(|β1|2 − ∂β1β1 − ∂β∗

1
β∗
1 + 1 + ∂β1∂β∗

1
)
]
P (β1, β

∗
1 , t|β, β∗, 0+)P (β, β∗, 0+)

− ℏ2(Γ− Γ′)2|β0|4e−(Γ−Γ′)(t′+t)

= ℏ2
∫

d2β1d
2β
[
(Γ− Γ′)|β1|2 − Γ′] e−(Γ−Γ′)(t′−t)

×
[
(Γ− Γ′)|β1|2 − Γ′(−∂β1β1 − ∂β∗

1
β∗
1 + 1 + ∂β1∂β∗

1
)
]

×N (t)−1 exp

(
− π

N (t)

∣∣∣∣β1 − βe
−
(

Γ−Γ′
2 +iω0

)
t

∣∣∣∣
2
)

Γ− Γ′

πΓ′ exp

(
−Γ− Γ′

Γ′ |β − β0|2
)

− ℏ2(Γ− Γ′)2|β0|4e−(Γ−Γ′)(t′+t)

= ℏ2e−(Γ−Γ′)(t′−t)

∫
d2β1d

2β
{
(Γ− Γ′)2|β1|4 − 4Γ′(Γ− Γ′)|β1|2 − ΓΓ′ + 2Γ′2}

×N (t)−1 exp

(
− π

N (t)

∣∣∣∣β1 − βe
−
(

Γ−Γ′
2 +iω0

)
t

∣∣∣∣
2
)

Γ− Γ′

πΓ′ exp

(
−Γ− Γ′

Γ′ |β − β0|2
)

− ℏ2(Γ− Γ′)2|β0|4e−(Γ−Γ′)(t′+t)

= ℏ2e−(Γ−Γ′)(t′−t)

∫
d2β′

1d
2β
{
(Γ− Γ′)2(|β′

1|4 + 4|β′
1|2|β|2e−(Γ−Γ′)t + |β|4e−2(Γ−Γ′)t)

−4Γ′(Γ− Γ′)(|β′
1|2 + |β|2e−(Γ−Γ′)t)− ΓΓ′ + 2Γ′2

}

×N (t)−1 exp

(
− π

N (t)
|β′

1|
2
)

Γ− Γ′

πΓ′ exp

(
−Γ− Γ′

Γ′ |β − β0|2
)

− ℏ2(Γ− Γ′)2|β0|4e−(Γ−Γ′)(t′+t)

= ℏ2e−(Γ−Γ′)(t′−t)

∫
d2β

{
(Γ− Γ′)2

(
2

(N (t)

π

)2

+ 4
N (t)

π
|β|2e−(Γ−Γ′)t + |β|4e−2(Γ−Γ′)t

)

−4Γ′(Γ− Γ′)

(N (t)

π
+ |β|2e−(Γ−Γ′)t

)
− ΓΓ′ + 2Γ′2

}
Γ− Γ′

πΓ′ exp

(
−Γ− Γ′

Γ′ |β − β0|2
)

− ℏ2(Γ− Γ′)2|β0|4e−(Γ−Γ′)(t′+t)

= ℏ2e−(Γ−Γ′)(t′−t)

{
(Γ− Γ′)2

[
2

(N (t)

π

)2

+ 4
N (t)

π

(
|β0|2 +

Γ′

Γ− Γ′

)
e−(Γ−Γ′)t

+

(
|β0|4 + 4|β0|2

Γ′

Γ− Γ′ + 2

(
Γ′

Γ− Γ′

)2
)
e−2(Γ−Γ′)t

]

−4Γ′(Γ− Γ′)

[N (t)

π
+

(
|β0|2 +

Γ′

Γ− Γ′

)
e−(Γ−Γ′)t

]
− ΓΓ′ + 2Γ′2

}

− ℏ2(Γ− Γ′)2|β0|4e−(Γ−Γ′)(t′+t)

= −ℏ2ΓΓ′e−(Γ−Γ′)(t′−t).



5

By a lengthy calculation, we can derive the same result for Dc(t′, t) in the main text. In short, Dc(t′, t) is related to
dynamics of the spin state after the quantum jump accompanied by relaxation process. We note that this non-local
part of Dc(t′, t) appears even in thermal equilibrium because of the nature of Bose statistics in the spin system.
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