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Complex systems are embedded in our everyday experience. Stochastic modelling enables us to understand
and predict the behaviour of such systems, cementing its utility across the quantitative sciences. Accurate
models of highly non-Markovian processes – where the future behaviour depends on events that happened far
in the past – must track copious amounts of information about past observations, requiring high-dimensional
memories. Quantum technologies can ameliorate this cost, allowing models of the same processes with lower
memory dimension than corresponding classical models. Here we implement such memory-efficient quantum
models for a family of non-Markovian processes using a photonic setup. We show that with a single qubit of
memory our implemented quantum models can attain higher precision than possible with any classical model
of the same memory dimension. This heralds a key step towards applying quantum technologies in complex
systems modelling.

INTRODUCTION

From chemical reactions to financial markets, meteorolog-
ical systems to galaxy formation, we are surrounded by com-
plex processes at all scales. Faced with such rich complexity,
we often turn to stochastic modelling to predict the future be-
haviour of these processes. Often, these future behaviours –
and thus our predictions – are based not only on what we can
observe about the current state of the process, but also its past:
they are non-Markovian.

To simulate such processes, our models must have a mem-
ory to store information about the past. Storing all past obser-
vations comes with a prohibitively-large memory cost, forc-
ing a more parsimonious approach to be adopted whereby we
seek to distil the useful information from the past observa-
tions, and store only this. Yet, when processes are highly
non-Markovian, we must typically retain information about
observations far into the past, which still bears high memory
costs. In practice, this leads to a bottleneck, where we trade-
off reductions in the amount of past information stored against
a loss in predictive accuracy.

Quantum technologies can offer a significant advantage in
this endeavour, even when modelling processes with purely
classical dynamics. They capitalise on the potential to en-
code past information into non-orthogonal quantum states to
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push memory costs below classical limits [1, 2]. This advan-
tage can be particularly pronounced for highly non-Markovian
processes where the separation between quantum and classi-
cal memory costs can grow without bound [3–5].

Here, we experimentally realise quantum models for a fam-
ily of non-Markovian stochastic processes within a photonic
system. This family of processes has a tunable parameter that
controls their effective memory length, and the memory di-
mension of the minimal classical model grows with the value
of this parameter. Our quantum models can simulate any pro-
cess within the family with only a single qubit of memory.
Moreover, we show that even with the experimental noise in
our implementation, our models are more accurate than any
distorted classical compression to a single bit of memory. This
is a significant advance over previous demonstrations of di-
mension reduction in quantum models, which were limited
to models of Markovian processes [6] and so did not require
the preservation of information in memory across multiple
timesteps. Altogether, our work presents a key step towards
demonstrating the scalability and robustness of such quantum
memory advantages.

RESULTS

Framework and Theory

Stochastic processes consist of a series of (possibly corre-
lated) random events occurring in sequence. Here, we con-
sider discrete-time stochastic processes [7], such that events
occur at regular timesteps. The sequence of events can be par-
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Reset

Survive

FIG. 1. Modelling PMD processes. A PMD process with period N
can be exactly modelled with N memory states. At each timestep the
process either ‘survives’ (no tick occurs) and the model advances to
the next state, or undergoes a tick event and the model moves to a
reset state. Due to the N-periodic nature of the conditional statistics,
the model also returns to the reset state after surviving N timesteps,
leading to the clock-like structure of the model dynamics as depicted.

titioned into a past ←−x detailing events that have already hap-
pened, and a future −→x containing those yet to occur. Stochas-
tic modelling then consists of sequentially drawing samples of
future events from the process given the observed past.

This requires a model that can sample from the conditional
form of the process’ distribution, using a memory that stores
relevant information from past observations. An (impractical)
brute force approach would require the model to store the full
sequence of past observations. A more effective model con-
sists of an encoding function that maps from the set of pasts
to a set of memory states {s j}, and an evolution procedure that
produces the next output (drawn according to the conditional
distribution) and updates the memory state accordingly [8]. A
more technical exposition is provided in the Methods.

A natural way to quantify the memory cost is in terms of
the requisite size (i.e., dimension):
Definition: (Memory Cost) The memory cost D of a model
is given by the logarithm of the memory dimension, i.e.,
D := log2 dim({s j}).

The number of (qu)bits required by the model’s memory
system corresponds to the ceiling of this quantity. For clas-
sical models, where the memory states must all be orthog-
onal, the memory cost is simply given by the (logarithm of
the) number of memory states, i.e., D = log2 |{s j}|. Moreover,
when statistically-exact sampling of the future is required, a
systematic prescription for encoding the memory states with
provably minimal classical memory cost is known – two pasts
←−x and←−x ′ are mapped to the same memory state if and only if
they give rise to the same conditional future statistics. These
memory states are termed the causal states of the process, and
the corresponding memory cost Dµ is termed the topological
complexity of the process [9, 10].

Renewal processes [11] represent a particularly apt class
of stochastic process for studying the impact of non-
Markovianity in stochastic modelling. They generalise Pois-
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Quantum Model

FIG. 2. Quantum models. Quantum models store one of a set of
memory states {|σ j⟩} that correspond to an encoding of information
from past observations (green). At each timestep a blank ancillary
system set to |0⟩ (red) is introduced and undergoes a joint interaction
U that creates a weighted superposition of possible events imprinted
onto the ancilla, coupled with the corresponding updated memory
state. The ancilla is then measured to produce the output statistics,
leaving the memory ready for the next timestep. Depicted are three
timesteps, producing a string of outputs x0 x1 x2.

son processes to time-dependent decay rates. In discrete-
time, families of renewal processes with tunable lengths of
memory effects can be constructed, providing a means of ex-
ploring how memory costs change as non-Markovianity is
increased [4, 12]. Renewal processes consist of a series of
‘tick’ events (labelled “1”), stochastically spaced in time; in
discrete-time, timesteps where no tick occurs are denoted “0”.
The time between each consecutive pair of events is drawn
from the same distribution. Thus, a discrete-time renewal pro-
cess is fully characterised by a survival distributionΦ(n), cod-
ifying the probability that two consecutive tick events are at
least n timesteps apart.

In this work we consider a family of renewal processes with
a periodically modulated decay (PMD) rate, which we refer to
as PMD processes. Their survival probability takes the form

Φ(n) = Γn(1 − V sin2(nθ)), (1)

where θ := π/N. Here, Γ represents the base decay factor (i.e.,
the probability that the process survives to the next timestep
in the absence of modulation) 1, V the strength of the modula-
tion, and N ∈ N the period length 2.

For a general renewal process, the causal states are synony-
mous with the number of timesteps since a tick event last oc-
curred [12, 13], as the conditional distribution for the number
of timesteps until next tick is unique for each n 3. However,
due to the symmetry of PMD processes the conditional distri-
bution repeats every N steps, and so the causal states group
according to the value of n mod N (see Fig. 1). Correspond-
ingly, the minimal classical memory cost for statistically-
exact modelling of a PMD process is Dµ = log2 N. We remark

1 If we consider the process as a discretisation of a continuous-time process
with base decay rate γ, then Γ = exp(−γ∆t), where ∆t is the size of the
timestep.

2 Note that a physical PMD process must satisfy Φ(n) < Φ(n − 1)∀n ∈ N.
3 Further refinement is not necessary as the inter-tick time interval distribu-

tions are all conditionally independent
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that while N thus suggests an effective memory length for the
process, PMD processes nevertheless have an infinite Markov
order (the number of timesteps that must be removed from the
most recent past such that the remaining past is conditionally
independent of the future 4) for any N , 1. This requires that
a model must in general retain information in memory across
multiple timesteps about its initial preparation, that cannot be
extracted from output sequences of any length.

Quantum models can push memory costs below classi-
cal limits [1, 2, 14]. They operate by encoding relevant
past information into a set of quantum memory states (i.e.,
{s j} → {|σ j⟩}). By coupling the quantum memory system with
an ancilla probe (initialised in a ‘blank’ state |0⟩) at each
timestep, the output statistics can be imprinted onto the probe
state. Specifically, in state-of-the-art quantum models [2] an
interaction U produces a superposition of possible outputs
(encoded in the ancilla state) entangled with corresponding
updated memory states. Measurement of the ancilla (in the
computational basis) then produces the output, and leaves the
memory system in the appropriately-updated memory state.
This procedure is repeated at each timestep using the same
interaction and a fresh blank ancilla. See Fig. 2 for an illustra-
tion. Note that the interaction can equivalently be expressed in
terms of Kraus operators {Ax := ⟨x|U |0⟩} acting on the mem-
ory, where {x} corresponds to the outputs. Further details, and
the specific (tunable) form of U, can be found in the Methods.

The form of U implicitly defines (up to an irrelevant
common unitary transformation) the quantum memory states
{|σ j⟩} [2]. The memory cost of a quantum model is
then given by the (logarithm of the) span of these states:
Dq = log2(dim({|σ j⟩})). Thus, when these quantum memory
states are linearly dependent, Dq is less than the correspond-
ing classical cost [2–4]. We emphasise here the importance of
linear dependence for quantum memory advantage: a quan-
tum model will still require 2Dµ different memory states {|σ j⟩}

in one-to-one correspondence with the causal states, but when
the quantum memory states are linearly dependent (such that
they span a Hilbert space of dimension 2Dq < 2Dµ ), a quantum
memory advantage is achieved.

We show that PMD processes can be modelled with drasti-
cally reduced memory cost in this manner:
emphResult (Theory): For any PMD process, we can con-
struct a statistically-exact quantum model with memory cost
Dq ≤ 1.

That is, a statistically-exact quantum model can be con-
structed for any PMD process that requires only a single qubit
memory. Crucially, this holds for any value of N, and so while
the classical memory cost will diverge with increasing N, the
quantum memory cost remains bounded. The quantum mem-
ory advantage Dµ − Dq is thus scalable.

We remark that this scalability comes with practical con-
siderations. As N increases, a quantum model using a sin-
gle qubit as a memory will necessarily require a high degree

4 Formally, the Markov order is given by
minn n|P(X0:∞ |X−n:0) = P(X0:∞ |X−∞:0).

of overlap between some quantum memory states. This re-
quires that an implementation of the model be able to store and
manipulate quantum states with sufficiently high precision to
meaningfully distinguish between these highly overlapping
states, lest the impact of noise become too great. Thus, the
theoretical scaling advantage is tempered by practical limita-
tions on the precision afforded by their implementation. Nev-
ertheless, as our ability to control quantum systems improves,
we are able to ever increasingly offset these practical limits,
and as our implementation shows, we can already begin map-
ping out the scaling curve.

For PMD processes with periodicity N, a quantum model
can be specified by a pair of Kraus operators {A0, A1} corre-
sponding to each of the two outputs, and a set of N memory
states {|σn⟩}. Following the transition structure of the corre-
sponding minimal-memory classical model, these must satisfy

A0|σn⟩ ∝ |σn+1 mod N⟩

A1|σn⟩ ∝ |σ0⟩. (2)

That is, on event 0 the state label increments by 1 (modulo the
periodicity), while on event 1 the state label resets to 0. In the
Supplementary Material we show that for any PMD process
– irrespective of the parameters – a set of such Kraus opera-
tors and quantum memory states exist within a 2-dimensional
Hilbert space that will reproduce the correct output statistics
for the process; in other words, a statistically-exact quantum
model with Dq ≤ 1 can be constructed for any PMD pro-
cess. Moreover, we provide an explicit construction of the
Kraus operators and quantum memory states, that we then use
to design our implementation of the quantum models. This
constitutes our main theory result.

Experimental Implementation

We implement these memory-efficient quantum models of
PMD processes using a quantum photonic setup. The exper-
imental setup, illustrated in Fig. 3 consists of three modules:
state preparation (orange); simulator (blue); and state tomog-
raphy (green). The polarisation of a photon is used for the
memory qubit, and the ancilla(e) are encoded in its path de-
gree of freedom.

The state preparation module is able to initialise the mem-
ory qubit in an arbitrary pure state, together with an initial
vacuum state of the ancilla. This allows us to initialise the
model in the state |σ j⟩|0⟩ for any of the memory states {|σ j⟩}.

The simulation module is the key part of the model, where
the photon undergoes an evolution to produce the outputs and
updated memory state. At each timestep the photon passes
through a series of optical components that displaces the beam
such that the path corresponds to the outputs {0, 1}, and the po-
larisation is conditionally rotated into the subsequent memory
state for the next timestep. The details of this evolution are
given in the Methods. Note that we do not measure the output
ancilla until after the full simulation state, instead preserving
the superposition over outputs. Thus, for a L-timestep sim-
ulation with the outputs mapped to path states, 2L paths are
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FIG. 3. Photonic implementation of quantum models of PMD processes. We use a photonic setup to implement our quantum models. The
orange region highlights the state preparation module, where two photons with a central wavelength of 808nm are generated via pumping a
PPKTP crystal with temperature stabilised to around 35◦C through a type-II spontaneous parametric down conversion process. One of the
photons passes through a single mode fiber and is prepared with an initial memory state encoded in its polarisation, whilst the other is used
as a trigger. The blue regions show the simulation module that carries out the evolution, encoding outputs into the photon path and updating
the memory by rotating its polarisation (see Methods for details). After evolving two timesteps, the photon is passed into the tomography
module (green region), where the output statistics are produced by photodection counts, and the polarisation is measured to tomographically
reconstruct the final memory state. The optical components shown comprise of: PBS, polarising beamsplitter; M, mirror; IF, interference filter;
QWP, quarter-wave plate; HWP, half-wave plate; FC, fiber coupler; BD, beam displacer; SPD, single photon detector
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needed in order to maintain this superposition. Nevertheless,
it does not destroy the simulation if coherence is lost between
the optical paths carrying different outputs, as the simulation
does not require that they interact after their generation.

The final state tomography module enables us to validate
the performance of the model. First, by detecting the final
path of the photon it manifests the output of the model, the
statistics of which can then be checked. Second, through to-
mographic reconstruction of the final polarisation of the pho-
ton (conditional for each initial state and set of outputs) we are
able to verify the integrity of the final memory state, which
could in principle have instead been used to produce the out-
puts for further timesteps. We remark that as there are no
nondeterministic elements to the evolution in our simulation
stage, the impedements to running for larger L are largely
practical, in terms of the need for additional optical paths and
optical equipment, and the accumulation of errors. We em-
phasise that tomography is used here only as a diagnostic of
our experiment; in normal operation measurement of the final
path state of the photon alone is sufficient to extract the output
of the model.

Our implementation runs the model for L = 2 timesteps.
This is sufficient to witness the effect of memory preserved
across timesteps; the conditional distribution of the second
output given the first changes based on the initial memory
state, indicating that information contained within this initial
state is propagated across the simulation – i.e., that there is
a persistent memory. We modelled multiple PMD processes
with base decay factor Γ ranging from 0.49 to 0.64, period N
from 3 to 8, and modulation strength V = 0.4.

We briefly highlight key advancements our implementation
makes over a prior experimental implementation of quantum
dimension reduction [6]. While this prior work successfully
demonstrated quantum dimension reduction in stochastic sim-
ulation – and made valuable experimental progress in doing so
– it did not strictly make use of a memory. That is, it simu-
lated a Markovian process, and only for one timestep. Cru-
cially, this did not require a persistent memory to be main-
tained across the evolution of a timestep (it is consumed and
then reconstituted from the subsequent output), nor did it ex-
plicitly propagate a memory between multiple timesteps of an
implementation. Thus, in this sense, only our implementa-
tion strictly demonstrates the memoryful simulation of a non-
Markovian stochastic process with quantum dimension reduc-
tion. Further, it is only in our work that we demonstrate the
superior accuracy of our implemented quantum models rela-
tive to that of the best classical models of the same dimension.
We also remark on a secondary advantage specific to our im-
plementation, namely in that because we do not require any
nondeterministic optical operations in our evolution, we avoid
the exponential decay with L of the probability of a successful
simulation that would be suffered by this prior work had they
sought to extend their simulation to further timesteps. This
places our work much more favourably as a means to truly
demonstrate the scalability of quantum dimension reduction.

Experimental Results

We first verify that the output statistics produced by our
model are faithful to the process. Outputs are determined
by measurement of the final path of the photon, each corre-
sponding to one of the four possible outputs for two timesteps
of the process {00, 01, 10, 11}. For each of parameter ranges
detailed above, and for each of the initial memory states
{|σ j⟩} we obtain O(106) coincidence events, each correspond-
ing to a single simulation run. We use these to reconstruct
the probability distributions P̃(x0x1|s j). Fig. 4(a) presents
our obtained distributions for N = 4, V = 0.4 and Γ =
{0.49, 0.52, 0.57, 0.64}, with the insets showing the discrep-
ancy with the exact statistics. We quantify this distortion of
the statistics using the Kullbach-Liebler (KL) divergence [15]
between experimentally-reconstructed and exact theoretical
distributions (see Methods). We plot the normalised (per sym-
bol) KL divergence dKL of our models in Fig. 5, where we see
that for all parameters simulated our models yielded a distor-
tion below 10−2 bits.

Given this statistical distortion due to experimental imper-
fections, it would be disingenuous to consider only the mem-
ory cost of statistically-exact classical models. In order to pro-
vide a fair comparison we compare the accuracy we achieve
to that of the least-distorted classical models with the same
memory cost D = 1 (i.e., one bit). Specifically, we establish
a lower bound on the smallest distortion (according to the KL
divergence) that can be achieved by classical models with a
single bit of memory (see Methods). This bound is plot to-
gether with the distortion of our quantum models in Fig. 5,
where we can see that our quantum models in all cases have
a smaller distortion. That is, even accounting for the exper-
imental imperfections of current quantum technologies, our
quantum models of PMD processes achieve a greater accuracy
than is possible with any classical model of the same memory
size. We remark that across all prior implementations of quan-
tum models of stochastic processes, ours is the first to verify
this. Note that the distortion in the classical models here is
fundamental due to the constraints on the memory size, while
for the quantum case the distortion is purely due to imperfect
experimental realisation.

We also verify the integrity of the final memory state at the
end of our simulations. While we run our models for L = 2
timesteps, in principle they can be run for an arbitrarily-many
timesteps given sufficient optical components as the simula-
tion updates the memory state at each step. This continuation
requires that the final memory state output by the model (i.e.,
the polarisation of the photon) is faithful. By tomographic
reconstruction of the photon polarisation we can evaluate the
infidelity of the final memory state ρ̃: I(ρ̃) = 1 − ⟨σk |ρ̃|σk⟩,
where |σk⟩ is the requisite final memory state given the initial
state and outputs. In Fig. 4(b) we plot the obtained infideli-
ties for each initial state and outputs for N = 4, Γ = 0.49,
and V = 0.4, while Fig. 4(c) shows the tomographically-
reconstructed final memory state for each output when the
initial state is |σ2⟩. We find that reconstructed final states are
highly faithful to their corresponding requisite states (across
all parameters simulated, a maximum infidelity of 0.0212 was
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Γ=0.64 Γ=0.57

Γ=0.52 Γ=0.49
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Γ=0.49

FIG. 4. Experimental results for quantum models of PMD processes. (a) Theoretical (green) and experimentally-obtained (blue) probability
distributions for two timestep simulation of PMD processes for each possible initial memory state. Insets show discrepancy between theoretical
and experimentally-obtained values. Parameter range N = 4, V = 0.4, and Γ = {0.49, 0.52, 0.57, 0.64}. (b) Upper: Infidelity of final
memory states after two timesteps. Lower: Real and imaginary components of the tomographically-reconstructed final memory states after
two timesteps for initial state |σ2⟩; outlines show target values. Parameters: N = 4, V = 0.4 and Γ = 0.49.

(a) (b) (c) (d)

FIG. 5. Distortion of single (qu)bit memory models. (a) KL divergence dKL of experimentally-obtained statistics from our quantum models
(orange) from exact statistics, and lower bound on divergence of single bit distorted classical models (yellow) for N = [3..8], Γ = 0.5, and
V = 0.4. (b-d) Analogous plots for N = 3 (b), N = 4 (c), and N = 5 (d) with varying Γ. Distortions of quantum models are shown as disks,
lower bounds on distortion of single bit classical models as solid lines. Error bars are omitted as they are smaller than data points.

obtained), suggesting that our simulation could be run for sev-
eral more timesteps before the onset of significant degradation
in the statistics.

DISCUSSION

Our work reports the first experimental implementation of
quantum simulators of non-Markovian stochastic processes
exhibiting memory advantages over optimal classical counter-

parts. We used these simulators to model a family of stochas-
tic processes that have a tunable memory length; while in-
creasing this corresponds to an ever-increasing classical mem-
ory cost, our simulators always require only a single qubit of
memory – leading to a scalable quantum advantage. The non-
Markovian nature of the processes required that information
was retained in memory and propagated across the whole of
the simulation over multiple timesteps, that could not be ex-
tracted from observing the outputs alone. Moreover, we show
that this advantage is robust to the experimental noise intro-
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duced by our implementation, via a comparison with bounds
on the smallest noise achievable with classical models of the
same memory cost.

The photonic setup in which we have implemented our
quantum models is well-suited to the task at hand. As such
models consist of repeated motifs of the interaction between
memory and probe at each timestep – which are fixed in ad-
vance – the optical components can be finely calibrated in ad-
vance and achieve much smaller errors than typical of current
universal quantum processors. Furthermore, our setup can
readily be modified to simulate other non-Markovian stochas-
tic processes. In particular, whilst not every renewal process
can be exactly modelled by a quantum model with a single
qubit of memory, recent work has developed techniques for
constructing highly-accurate near-exact quantum models of
such processes with significantly-reduced memory cost [5].
By adjusting only single-qubit unitaries acting on photon po-
larisation – a comparatively straightforward task – our setup
can implement single-qubit-memory quantum models (exact
if possible, approximate otherwise) of any renewal process.

Our theoretical result on the scalability of the quantum ad-
vantage notwithstanding, there are still practical obstacles to
a full experimental demonstration of the scaling. Namely,
that as N increases, the proximate (in label) quantum mem-
ory states have increasingly strong overlap in statistics, and
correspondingly, increasingly strong state overlap. Once the
state (non-)overlap becomes comparable to the loss of fidelity
in the evolution, the memory states will in effect ‘smear’,
and lose the proper transition structure. While this will not
be immediately clear in short output strings (as the statistics
of the smeared states will look very similar), it will become
increasingly apparent for larger L; thus, a proper test of the
scalability of the advantage must also show faithfulness of
the statistics over longer numbers of timesteps. Increasing
L presents further challenges, as the number of optical paths
(and optical equipment) required grows exponentially with L.
A more preferable approach would be to fold the interactions
into a recursive circuit that reuses the optical equipment at
each timestep, and avoids the exponential growth in the re-
quired number of optical paths. However, realising this by
coupling the output into additional photons presents its own
drawbacks [6], in terms of nondeterministic gates and the need
to produce additional photons for each timestep.

A further advantage of our quantum models not explored
here is that the outputs are not measured until the final step,
up until which the output system is in a weighted superposi-
tion of the possible output strings [16]. This quantum sample
(or ‘q-sample’) state can then be used as an input to quantum
algorithms for e.g., quantum-enhanced analysis of the proper-
ties of the process [17] with potential applications in financial
modelling [18, 19]. Such q-samples (of length L) require a co-
herent superposition over all possible length L output strings,
which may present a challenge for current quantum hardware;
nevertheless, we emphasise that the main task considered here
– that of simulating the process’ statistics – does not require
this superposition, and requires only coherence in the memory
qubit (i.e., photon polarisation) state.

Quantum models of stochastic processes have also been

shown to exhibit other advantages over classical models that
can be explored, such as reduced thermal dissipation [20, 21].
We also note a close connection with studies on the fundamen-
tal limits of classical and quantum clocks [22–24], the latter
of which have been shown to exhibit memory/accuracy advan-
tages. Specifically, the behaviour of so-called ‘reset clocks’ –
that are shown to be classically optimal [22] and postulated
to be quantumly optimal – correspond to renewal processes;
our models could be used to implement such reset quantum
clocks.

Another enticing next step that builds upon our work is
to extend to higher-dimensional quantum memories [25].
Further, by introducing a means of conditionally-modifying
the interaction input-dependent stochastic processes can
be implemented, which can be used to realise memory-
efficient quantum-enhanced adaptive agents [26], comple-
menting quantum techniques for accelerating their learning
process [27, 28]. Similar approaches could be made to imple-
ment simulators of quantum stochastic processes [29], which
show interesting quirks in terms of non-Markovianity and
Markov order [30, 31]. Our work represents a key movement
towards all these directions and applications.

METHODS

Stochastic processes and minimal-memory classical modelling

A discrete-time stochastic process [7] consists of a se-
quence of random variables Xt, corresponding to events
drawn from a set X, and indexed by a timestep t ∈

[tmin..tmax]. The process is defined by a joint distribution of
these random variables across all timesteps P(Xtmin:tmax ), where
Xt1:t2 := Xt1 , Xt1+1, . . . Xt2−1 represents the contiguous (across
timesteps) series of events between timesteps t1 and t2. We
consider stochastic processes that are bi-infinite, such that
tmin = −∞ and tmax = ∞, and stationary (time-invariant), such
that P(X0:L) = P(Xt:t+L)∀t, L ∈ Z. Without loss of general-
ity we can take the present to be t = 0, such that the past is
given by ←−x := x−∞:0, and the future −→x = x0:∞. Note that we
use upper case for random variables, and lower case for the
corresponding variates.

A (causal) model of a such a (bi-infinite and stationary)
discrete-time stochastic process consists of an encoding func-
tion f :

←−
X → S that maps from the set of possible past ob-

servations
←−
X to a set of memory states s ∈ S [8–10]. The

model also requires an update rule Λ : S → S × X that pro-
duces the outputs and updates the memory state accordingly.
We then designate the memory cost D f of the encoding as
the logarithm of the dimension (i.e., the number of (qu)bits)
of the smallest system into which these memory states can
be embedded [9]. For classical (i.e., mutually orthogonal)
memory states, this corresponds to D f = |S|. For quantum
memory states, which may in general be linearly dependent,
D f ≤ |S| [2].

Let us for now restrict our attention to statistically-exact
models, such that ( f ,Λ) must produce outputs with a distri-
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bution that is identical to the stochastic process being mod-
elled. Under such a condition, the provably-memory minimal
classical model of any given discrete-time stochastica process
is known, and can be systematically constructed [10]. These
models are referred to as the ε-machine of the process, which
employs an encoding function fε based on the causal states of
the process. This encoding function satisfies

fε(←−x ) = fε(←−x ′)⇔ P(
−→
X |←−x ) = P(

−→
X |←−x ′), (3)

and given initial memory state fε(←−x ), the evolution produces
output x0 with probability P(x0|

←−x ) and updates the memory to
state fε(←−x x0). The memory states are referred to as the causal
states of the process, and the associated cost Dµ is given by
the logarithm of the number of causal states.

Classical models of PMD processes

Recall that a (discrete-time) renewal process is fully-
defined by its survival probability Φ(n) describing the prob-
ability that any consecutive pair of 1s in the output string is
separated by at least n 0s. We can deduce the distribution for
the next output given the current number n of 0s since last 1:

P(0|n) =
Φ(n + 1)
Φ(n)

P(1|n) = 1 −
Φ(n + 1)
Φ(n)

. (4)

PMD processes correspond to a particular form of survival
probability, viz., Φ(n) = Γn(1 − V sin2(nθ)). It can readily be
seen that when inserted into Eq. (4) the output probabilities
of PMD processes are periodic, with period N. Noting also
that the counter n always resets to 0 immediately after a 1
is output, we have that the causal state encoding function fε
maps pasts into memory states according to the the value of
n mod N, where n is the number of 0s since the most recent
1. Without loss of generality we can use this value to label
the memory states s j, with j ∈ [0..N − 1]. Thus, upon output
0 the memory state will update from s j to s( j+1) mod N , and
on output 1 it will update to s0 irrespective of initial memory
state. The probability of each output depends on the initial
memory state.

Quantum models

Though ε-machines are the provably memory-minimal
classical models of stochastic processes, the memory cost can
be pushed even lower through the use of quantum models –
even when the process being modelled is classical. Current
state of the art quantum models map causal states {s j} to cor-
responding quantum memory states {|σ j⟩}, which are stored in
the memory of the quantum model [2]. The quantum model
then functions by means of a unitary interaction between the
memory system and an ancilla initialised in |0⟩.

This unitary interaction takes the following form:

U |σ j⟩|0⟩ =
∑

x

√
P(x|s j)eiφx j |σλ( j,x)⟩|x⟩, (5)

where {φx j} are a set of phase parameters that can be tuned to
modify the memory cost, and λ( j, x) is an update rule that
returns the label of the updated memory state given initial
state label j and output x, following the transition structure
of the corresponding ε-machine. As remarked above, Eq. (5)
implicitly defines the explicit form of the quantum memory
states {|σ j⟩} up to an irrelevant common unitary transforma-
tion, as well as U. As the evolution always begins with the
ancilla in the same blank state, it can also be equivalently be
specified according to its Kraus operators {Ax := ⟨x|U |0⟩},
where the contractions are made only on the ancilla subsys-
tem [32]. These Kraus operators satisfy the completeness re-
lation

∑
x A†xAx = 1.

Following the definition of the memory cost of a model, the
memory cost Dq of such quantum models is given by the num-
ber of qubits required by a memory system to store the quan-
tum memory states. In other words, the quantum memory cost
is given by the logarithm of the number of dimensions in the
smallest Hilbert space that can support the quantum memory
states:

Dq = log2(dim({|σ j⟩})). (6)

This is upper-bounded by the memory cost of the ε-machine
as N quantum states span at most N dimensions. That is,
Dq ≤ Dµ, with equality iff the quantum memory states are all
linearly-independent. For many stochastic processes though
it is possible to find sets of linearly-dependent memory states
satisfying Eq. (5), leading to a strict (and sometimes extreme)
quantum memory advantage [2–4] – as we have also demon-
strated for PMD processes.

Further experimental details

The state preparation module of our implementation pre-
pares the initial quantum memory state |σ j⟩ prior to the start
of the simulation. We encode this memory state in the polar-
isation of a photon. To do this, a photon pair is prepared via
spontaneous parametric down-conversion by pumping a type-
II PPKTP crystal with a 404nm laser pulse. One of the two
photons is first sent to a Glan-Thompson prism (GT) to en-
sure the photon is H-polarised; then, the H-polarised photon
passes through a half-wave plate and a quarter-wave plate (H-
Q). This allows us to prepare arbitrary initial qubit states in
the photon polarisation [33]. Meanwhile, the other photon of
the pair serves as a trigger, and is detected via a single-photon
detector (SPD).

As shown in the inset of Fig. 3, our implementation embeds
the simulation module within a one-dimensional discrete-time
quantum walk, using recently-introduced photonic techniques
to realise arbitrary general evolution on one- and two-qubit
systems [34–36]. Each timestep of the evolution is realised
through a finite-step quantum walk evolution; the details of
this embedding are given in the Supplementary Material.
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Quantifying statistical accuracy with KL divergence

We use the KL divergence to quantify the statistical accu-
racy of the output of a model (or realisation thereof). The KL
divergence DKL between a probability distribution Q and a
target distribution P is given by [15]

DKL(P||Q) :=
∑

x

P(x) log
(

P(x)
Q(x)

)
. (7)

We must make two modifications to this to account for the fact
that we deal with stochastic processes rather than straightfor-
ward distributions. First, we must apply it to conditional dis-
tributions based on the initial memory state (and subsequently
average over the memory state distribution). Secondly, while
a process constitutes an infinite string of outputs, we observe
only a finite length string. To account for this, we calculate
the KL divergence over finite length strings, and normalise to
obtain a per symbol divergence. Thus, we have

dKL(P||P̃; L) :=
1
L

∑
s j

π(s j)
∑
x0:L

P(x0:L|s j) log2

(
P(x0:L|s j)

P̃(x0:L|s j)

)
,

(8)
where π represents the steady-state distribution of the model’s
memory states. In our implementation we run the simula-
tion for two timesteps, and so we use L = 2. For general
renewal processes without periodicity, the steady-state distri-
bution π(sn) = µΦ(n), where µ−1 :=

∑
nΦ(n) is a normali-

sation factor [12, 13]. For PMD processes, this simplifies to
π(sn) = µ̄Φ(n), with µ̄−1 :=

∑N−1
n=0 Φ(n).

Classical models with distortion

As the implementations of our quantum models are sub-
ject to experimental noise – leading to distortion in the statis-
tics – it is prudent to compare them against classical mod-
els with distortion. That is, rather than considering classical
models of PMD processes with N states that are able to pro-
duce statistically-exact outputs, we consider imperfect classi-
cal models with only a single bit of memory available. This
restriction on the memory unavoidably introduces distortion
into the output statistics; we show that this distortion is greater
than that of our implemented single-qubit-memory quantum
models.

We use an approach akin to information bottleneck tech-
niques [37] introduced in previous work [38] based on the
concept of pre-models that are tasked with finding encodings
of the past such that a string of future outputs (of pre-defined
length L) can be produced from this encoded representation
of the past. Such pre-models encompass models as a special
case, but are more general as they are not required to pro-
duce the outputs one timestep at a time, nor necessarily pro-
duce an arbitrarily-long string of future outputs. The minimal
distortion of all L-step pre-models at fixed memory cost of a
given stochastic process serves as a lower bound on the small-
est achievable distortion of a model with this memory cost.

The full details can be found in Ref. [38], but intuitively,
the mechanism of this approach can be understood as fol-
lows. We are seeking a combination of a map from the set
of pasts {←−x } to a set of Ñ < N (for a bit, Ñ = 2) memory
states S̃ and an update rule Λ̃ : S̃ → S̃ × X that produces
the next output and updates the memory state, such that the
error in the conditional distribution for the future outputs

−→
X

given any particular past is minimised. Given the causal states
are already a coarse-graining of the set of pasts into groups
with statistically-indistinguishable futures, we can constrain
the initial map to assign any two pasts belonging to the same
causal state s to the same distorted memory state s̃. Consider
now, that models producing the entire future one output at a
time are a strict subset of models that produce the future in
blocks of length L – which as discussed above, are a special
case of pre-models that produce only the next L-length block
of outputs (all at once). Thus, the minimum distortion possi-
ble for an L-length pre-model lower bounds the distortion of
any model. This greatly simplifies the search space to need
only consider mappings from S → S̃, and instead of an up-
date rule, only a map from S̃ to the distribution of L-length
futures X0:L.

With this approach we are able to bound the distortion dc
KL

achievable with single bit classical models of PMD processes.
Formally, a L-step pre-model consists of an encoding func-
tion f̃ :

←−
X → R, where r ∈ R are the memory states of

the pre-model, and a set of conditional output distributions
{QL(X0:L|r)}. It has been formally proven that the minimum
distortion (classical) pre-models have memory states that are
a coarsening of the causal states. Thus, a lower bound on the
distortion of single-bit-memory classical models is given by

dc
KL ≥ min

f̃ ,{QL}

1
L

∑
s j

π(s j)
∑
x0:L

P(x0:L|s j) log2

 P(x0:L|s j)

QL(x0:L| f̃ (s j))

 ,
(9)

subject to the constraint that encoding function maps to only
two memory states. With the modest number of states and L
considered here, the minimisation is highly amenable to an
exhaustive numerical search, which we perform to determine
the lower bounds on classical distortion presented in the main
text. We use L = 2 for parity with our implementations of
quantum models.
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S1. QUANTUM MODELS OF PMD PROCESSES

Recall from the main manuscript that quantum models of
PMD processes with period N consist of a set of N memory
states {|σn⟩}, n ∈ [0..N − 1], and a pair of Kraus operators
{A0, A1} satisfying

A0|σn⟩ ∝ |σn+1 mod N⟩

A1|σn⟩ ∝ |σ0⟩. (S1)

These Kraus operators must further satisfy the completeness
relation A†0A0 + A†1A1 = 1. We now show how these can be
constructed for any PMD process with all memory states en-
coded within a 2-dimensional Hilbert space. We remark that
the set of Kraus operators that manifest the requisite statistics
may not be (and in general, will not be) unique; nevertheless,
we need only determine one such set that does indeed yield
valid statistics.

The periodicity of the model mandates that N applications
of A0 must return the initial state, such that

A0
N =

1
ηN 1 (S2)

for some real, positive number η. We remark that when the
environment manifesting the Kraus operators is assumed to
only be measured/decohere in the basis associated with their
labels, the Kraus operators can freely be multiplied by a com-
plex phase factor without observable physical effect; in the
context of our work, this corresponds to the output qubits only
being measured in the computational basis. We can use this
symmetry to limit our attention without loss of generality to
ηA0 with eigenvalues 1 and exp(iϕ) with associated eigenvec-
tors

|Z0⟩ =

[
1
0

]
and |Z1⟩ =

[
α
1

]
(S3)

where ϕ = 2mπ/N, m ∈ Z, and α is a number, assumed real.
Thus, A0 has the form,

A0 =
1
η

[
1 α(eiϕ − 1)
0 eiϕ

]
. (S4)

We shall proceed to consider explicitly only the case where
m = 1.

Consider the singular value decomposition of A0:

A0 = ξ0|u0⟩⟨v0| + ξ1|u1⟩⟨v1|, (S5)

where {|u j⟩} and {|v j⟩} each form orthonormal bases, and ξ j
are the singular values. These singular values can be deduced
to be

ξ20,1 =
1
η2

(
1 +
γ

2
±

1
2

√
γ2 + 4γ

)
, (S6)

where γ = 4α2 sin2(ϕ/2).
Meanwhile, we can always cast A1 in the form

A1 = ζ |σ0⟩⟨w|, (S7)

for some vector |w⟩ and number ζ of at most unit magnitude.
Since the Kraus operators {A0, A1} must satisfy the complete-
ness relation, together this requires

ζ2|w⟩⟨w| + ξ20 |v0⟩⟨v0| + ξ
2
1 |v1⟩⟨v1| = 1. (S8)

A (not necessarily unique) valid solution to this is given by

|w⟩ = |v1⟩

ξ0 = 1

ζ2 + ξ21 = 1. (S9)

This implies

η2 = 1 +
γ

2
+

1
2

√
γ2 + 4γ. (S10)

Let us now express the first memory state |σ0⟩ is in terms
of the eigenvectors of A0:

|σ0⟩ = β0|Z0⟩ + β1|Z1⟩ (S11)

for some coefficients β0 and β1, assumed real. Normalisation
of the state constrains the coefficients, such that

(β0 + β1α)2 + β2
1 = 1. (S12)
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By applying A0 to |σ0⟩ n times, it can then be deduced that
(neglecting normalisation)

|σn⟩ ∝ An
0|σ0⟩ ∝ β0|Z0⟩ + β1einϕ|Z1⟩. (S13)

This evolution will output the statistics of a renewal process
with survival probability Φ(n) given by

Φ(n) = |⟨σ0|A
†

0
n
An

0|σ0⟩|

=
1
η2n (|β0 + αβ1einϕ|2 + β2

1)

=
1
η2n (1 − 2αβ0β1(1 − cos(nϕ))),

=
1
η2n

(
1 − 4αβ0β1

(
1 − sin2

(nϕ
2

)))
, (S14)

where we have used Eq. (S12) to reach the penultimate line.
This can be seen to be of the form of a PMD process, with

V = 4αβ0β1, Γ = 1/η2, and θ = ϕ/2. Together with Eqs. (S10)
and (S12), these equations can be solved to deduce the appro-
priate values of (α, β0, β1) to construct a quantum model of
any given PMD process.

Returning to our exposition on quantum models in the main
text, we remark that any pair of Kraus operators {A0, A1} satis-
fying the completeness relation (as the above do by construc-
tion) can be implemented through the use of a joint unitary
interaction between the system on which they act and a qubit
ancilla. This ancilla then corresponds to the output qubit of
the model. Note also that we have ensured that all N quantum
memory states inhabit the Hilbert space spanned by a qubit by
construction, as the (complete) Kraus operators act only on
the space of a single qubit.

S2. EMBEDDING QUANTUM EVOLUTION AS A
QUANTUM WALK

The simulation module of our implementation evolves the
initial memory state to perform a simulation of two timesteps
of the given PMD process. As noted in the main manuscript,
this is achieved by embedding the desired evolution within a
photonic quantum walk. Such a walk consists of two degrees
of freedom: the position of a ‘walker’, and a ‘coin’. The posi-
tion takes values p ∈ Z, and is represented by the spatial path
of the photon. The coin takes on two discrete values {0, 1} and
is encoded in the polarisation of the photon. Each step of the
walk comprises of two unitary evolutions acting on the joint
coin-position system Hc ⊗ Hp. The first is a position- and
step-dependent conditional evolution of the coin state:

C(k) =
∑

p

C(p, k) ⊗ |p⟩⟨p|, (S15)

where C(p, k) is a unitary evolution acting on the coin, and k
indexes the walk step. The second is a coin-conditional trans-

lation operation that shifts the position of the walker:

T =
∑

p

|0⟩⟨0| ⊗ |p + 1⟩⟨p| + |1⟩⟨1| ⊗ |p − 1⟩⟨p|. (S16)

The total walk consists of K such steps, given by a full evolu-
tion operatorU(K − 1) . . .U(1)U(0), whereU(k) := TC(k).
By appropriate engineering of the conditional coin evolutions
C(p, k), we are able to realise the desired evolution of our
model’s simulation stage.

Our simulation requires K = 3 steps for each walk, to im-
plement one timestep of the model simulation. First consider a
singular value decomposition of the two Kraus operators {A j}:

A0 = U0D0V0,

A1 = U1D1V1, (S17)

where the U j and V j are unitary operators, and the D j are
diagonal matrices. From the completeness relation of Kraus
operators it follows that

V†1 D2
1V1 = 1 − V†0 D2

0V0 = V†0 (1 − D2
0)V0, (S18)

where we have used the unitarity of V0. A solution to the
above is given by (in close analogy to Eq. (S9))

V0 = V1

D2
0 = 1 − D2

1. (S19)

Putting this together with the details of the theoretical model
construction as described in the previous section, we obtain

V0 = V1 = |0⟩⟨v0| + |1⟩⟨v1|

D0 =

(
1 0
0 ξ1

)
D1 =

(
0 0
0 ζ

)
U0 = |u0⟩⟨0| + |u1⟩⟨1|
U1 = |σ0⟩⟨1|. (S20)

These can then be implemented using the following condi-
tional coin evolutions:

C(0, 1) = V0

C(1, 2) =
(
0 1
1 0

)
C(−1, 2) =

(
ξ1 ζ
ζ −ξ1

)
C(0, 3) = U1 C(−2, 3) = U0. (S21)

The topology of this is shown in Fig. 3. Note that in quan-
tum optics any unitary can be implemented on a polarisation-
encoded qubit using a Q-H-Q (quarter-half-quarter wave
plate) configuration; thus, in our implementation V0 is realised
via three wave plates. The combination of two BDs (effecting
the translation operation) and two HWPs realise D0 and D1;
the upper path evolves under D0 and the lower D1. Outcome
0 is followed by a HWP and a QWP, realising U0, while a Q-
H-Q acts as U1. The total walk thence implements the desired
unitary for one timestep of our simulation.
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