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Quantum noise spectroscopy is a well-known method for detecting environmental noise spectrum and has
various applications in quantum sensing, quantum network design, and quantum computing. In this work, a
protocol for quantum noise spectroscopy by qudit spectators (arbitrary d-level quantum systems) is presented
for noises with stochastic and stationary Gaussian distributions. The protocol uses Weyl basis decomposi-
tion, consisting of generalized Pauli matrices, as the theoretical tool, and the Alvarez-Suter noise spectroscopy
method, by which the qudit is being exposed to a series of pulse sequences, and the noise polyspectra is ex-
tracted bymultiple measurements of an observable of the qudit. The formalism is further developed and simu-
lated for three theoretical frameworks: The first two frameworks utilize a simplifiedWeyl basis and are capable
of detecting Z-type dephasing noise. One is specifically modeled for a qutrit (d=3), and the second framework is
designed for all qudits and has been tested through simulations of a ququad (d=4) and a quoct (d=8). The third
framework employs the full Weyl basis, enabling it to identify all types of XYZ-dephasing noise. The simulations
for this framework have been conducted for a quoct (d=8) implemented by the Antimony atom. The analytical
protocol for noise spectroscopy that has been introduced transforms qudit systems into quantum spectators,
and the presented simulations demonstrate the accuracy and reliability of this noise spectroscopy protocol.

I. Introduction

The surrounding of a quantum device has inevitable influence on its performance. Knowing the environ-
mental effects allows them to be canceled ormanipulated to optimize the system’s efficiency. For example,
in noise assisted transport, the quantum system’s environment is engineered to maximize the transport
efficiency through the system [1, 2]. On the other hand, one could prevent or counteract the known envi-
ronmental effects to sustain the efficiency of a designed system. This is a prerequisite for achieving noise
optimized design in fault-tolerant quantum information processing (QIP) architectures [3, 4] and quantum
error correction [5, 6]. Acquiring knowledge about the influence of the environment on a quantum system
could also be used for sensing purposes through measuring the effect of the surrounding material on the
energy levels or, equivalently, interacting frequencies of a quantum spectator [7]. Quantum sensing and
metrology have a broad range of applications [8–12].

Various quantum noise spectroscopy (QNS) protocols have been introduced to extract information about a
quantum system’s environment. Theymostly consist of the following parts: preparing the quantum system
in a known state, letting it evolve under the influence of the environment (bath) and a series of engineered
pulse sequences, measuring some system measurable operators, and, according to the measurement re-
sults, extracting information about the bath [13]. Due to the nature of measurements in quantummechan-
ics, where expectation values are achieved by repeatedly measuring a given observable, the aforemen-
tioned information on the bath is at best statistical in nature. That is, the impact of the largely unknown
and inaccessible bath is captured through suitably defined correlation functions of the operators describing
the characteristics of the system influenced by the environment. In the simplifying case in which the noise
is Gaussian, for example, one is formally interested in characterizing the first and second order cumulants
of the noise process, as they fully describe the desired statistical properties.

In parametric and non-parametric spectral estimation, some or no prior information about the noise spec-
tra are known. Examples of non-parametric QNS are multitaper and Slepian-based spectral estimation
[14–16] which use discrete prolate spheroidal sequences to envelope the applied fields and optimally re-
duce the spectral leakage [17–22]. Dynamical decoupling or DD-based QNS techniques likeN -pulse CPMG
spectroscopy are well known approaches for QIP applications. The frequency-comb technique is formed
by repeating a fixed DD sequence such that its corresponding filter function approximates a frequency
comb. In the original Alvarez-Suter QNS approach, the qubit decay rate for different frequency-comb se-
quences is measured. This results in a linear inversion problem, with the solution of the noise spectrum
[23, 24].

The QNS protocols based on qubits have been investigated through several theoretical and experimental
models and platforms: Experimentally, the one qubit QNS protocols reconstructing Gaussian (Z-type) de-
phasing noise spectra have been implemented for example in solid-state NMR [23], superconducting and
spin qubits [25, 26] and nitrogen vacancy centers in diamond [27, 28]. Different theoretical QNS protocols
have been also introduced for Z-type dephasing nose, for example theQNS protocols for the Gaussian/non-
Gaussian stationary dephasing environment around a single qubit [29], or a Gaussian dephasing spectra
around two or multi-qubit systems [13, 30] that besides noise spectra could sense the bosonic bath tem-
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perature and the coupling of the qubits to the oscillatory bath [13].

In the present work, our aim is to expand upon existing comb-based QNS protocols. Our method of achiev-
ing this is through the use of theWeyl basis decomposition. This mathematical approach allows for a more
detailed characterization of environmental noises that affect quantum systems. One significant advantage
of employing theWeyl decomposition in ourmathematical framework is its flexibility. While previousmeth-
ods primarily focused on identifying and analyzing (Z-type) dephasing noise, our approach, with the aid of
Weyl decomposition, offers the capacity to detect and understand a broader range of noise types. Specifi-
cally, we can now address all categories of XYZ-dephasing noise including Z-type dephasing, encompassing
a comprehensive range of disturbances that might affect quantum operations.

Another characteristic of our QNS protocol is that the physical system under consideration is a qudit —
a d-level quantum system that despite its presence in the quantum world, is not investigated thoroughly
in the QNS literature. By employing qudits, we are able to identify high-order noise spectra, termed as
polyspectra [29]. Their enhanced sensitivity to environmental noises is attributed to the d distinct energy
levels of qudits. These levels can engage with a broader range of environmental frequencies than a solitary
qubit or even a d-qubit system. In addition to amplifying the sensitivity through the use of qudit systems,
we increase the compactness of the QNS system when contrasted with using a chain of various two-level
qubit spectators. For instance, all the energy levels of an atomic qudit are concentrated in a single location,
unlike their multi-qubit counterparts which are dispersed. This centralized nature can offer advantages on
specific platforms and devices.

Our frequency-comb QNS protocol comes with certain assumptions and considerations. Firstly, within
our QNS framework, we supposed that the noise spectra are stationary with zero-mean Gaussian distri-
butions. This assumption aligns well with quantum systems that have weak interactions with non-sparse
environments [22]. Another aspect to specify is the desired resolution of the extracted noise spectra. In
our method, enhancing the resolution can be achieved by decreasing the duration of the reference pulse
sequence utilized during QNS. If there are concerns about identifying fine spectral functions or pinpointing
spur-like components within the comb-frequency formalism [31], it is advisable to magnify the resolution
in our protocol to adequately capture these structures. Moreover, it is essential to set the upper limit of
detectable frequency (or the passband) sufficiently high in our protocol to prevent spectral leakage, an
issue worth noting [32].

This paper is organized as follows. Section II provides a theoretical modeling of our QNS protocol for qudit
systems using the Complete Weyl basis decomposition. This section also derives the switching functions
associated with a reference pulse sequence and presents measurement results in the Weyl basis that re-
late to unidentified noise spectra, specifically the XYZ-dephasing noises which are stochastic and have a
zero-mean Gaussian distribution. Detailed calculations related to this section are provided in the appen-
dices. In Section III, we introduce a streamlined protocol using the Reduced Weyl basis tailored for qutrit
systems, alongside simulations of retrieved Z-type dephasing noise spectra for a sample qutrit. Section IV
brings another version of the protocol through Reduced Weyl decomposition for all qudits, emphasizing
on Z-type dephasing noises, and is tested on both a ququad (d=4) and a quoct (d=8). Section V showcases
the protocol in its most expansive form using the CompleteWeyl basis, applied to the Antimony spin quoct
system, followed by a simulation of environmental XYZ-dephasing noise polyspectra. Finally, Section VI
provides a summary of the findings.

II. Modeling: the qudit, noises, and pulse sequences

Suppose a qudit characterized by d distinguished energy levels or eigenstates {|i⟩ , i ∈ S = {0, ..., d−1}}
is influenced by specific environmental noises. We will consider a unitary evolution for the closed system
of noise and qudit, thus excluding any assumptions of particle loss, such as dissipation or thermal noises.
In our model of noise spectroscopy, we account for stochastic noises affecting the eigenenergies and co-
herences. Such decoherence or dephasing noise follows zero-mean Gaussian probability distribution and
result from, for instance, elastic collisions between an ion qudit and environmental particles or quasiparti-
cles. On the other hand, inelastic collisions, which may cause dissipative or thermal noises, lead to th the
loss of particles or energy from the system. The net effect is a qudit whose internal energies and coher-
ences are fluctuating and time-dependent, as captured by the effective Hamiltonian in the computational
basis:

H =
∑

n,m∈S
εnm(t) |n⟩ ⟨m| , (1)
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where the energies and coherences εnm(t) = ε0nm + δεnm(t) include a static term ε0nm and an stochastic
term δεnm(t). In the classical noise model, while the evolution is unitary for every noise trajectory, de-
coherence originates when one estimates an expectation value by taking the average ⟨·⟩ over many such
trajectories. It will be convenient to write this Hamiltonian in Weyl’s basis. This basis, {ZaXb}a,b∈S , is
composed of Z and X operators that are defined by their action on the d-dimensional computational
basis {|i⟩ , i ∈ S}, namely:

Za |i⟩ = ξai |i⟩ ,
Xa |i⟩ = |i⊕ a⟩ ,

(2)

where ξ = e2πI/d is the dth root of unity, I =
√
−1, and i ⊕ a = (i + a) modulo d. The Weyl basis can

be interpreted as the direct higher dimension generalization of the Pauli basis for qubits, as its generators
satisfy the commutation relation ZaXb = ξabXbZa. In this language, expanding the Hamiltonian of a
qudit surrounded by only (Z-type) dephasing noise leads to an expansion solely on Za operators, which
can be seen as a generalization of a typical qubit (Z-type) dephasing model, i.e. H = β(t)σz for a spin
qubit experiencing dephasing noise with σz as Pauli Z operator. For convenience in what follows, we will
call the group {Za}a∈S the reduced Weyl basis (RW) with Z-type dephasing noise, and the general Weyl
basis (W) as the group {ZaXb}a,b∈S with the XYZ-dephasing noise. Writing the Hamiltonian of Eq.(1) in
Reduced Weyl and full Weyl basis, one finds that

HRW =
∑
a∈S

βa(t)Z
a,

HW =
∑
a,b∈S

βab(t)Z
aXb

(3)

where βa(t) and βab(t) are stochastic scalar functions representing the effect of noises in time domain.
For consistency with future notation, we unify the above formulas as follows:

H
A n

H
q,n (t) =

∑
A n∑∈S

βA n
β
(t)ZA n

z XA n
x , (4)

where the calligraphicAvar (Avar) is the index or power of the variable var, and the upper-index n inA n

indicates that only noise, and not any pulse, is affecting the qudit. Table I defines the A n
var indices/powers

with var ∈ {H,X,Z, β,
∑

}, and the columns W (Weyl) and RW (Reduced Weyl) correspond to Eq.(3)
(lower part) with (a, b) → (i1, i0) and Eq.(3) (upper part) with (a) → (i0), respectively.

Table I. Indices/Powers A n
i

A n
H W RW

A n
X i0 0

A n
Z i1 i0

A n
β i0, i1 i0

A n∑ i0, i1 i0

Due to the Hermitian characteristic of the Hamiltonian, the βAβ
(t) dephasing noise function follows the

relation (appendix (C 8), Eq.(C55)):
βA n

β
(t) = ξ−A n

Z A n
Xβ∗−A n

β
(t) (5)

Equating Eqs.(1) and (4), we find that βAβ
(t) is related to the time dependent energies of the noisy qudit

εnm(t) as follows: (appendix C 1, Eqs.(C1) and (C4))

βab(t) =
1

d

∑
i,j∈S

ξ−aiδb,i−jεij(t), εnm(t) =
∑
a,b∈S

ξanδn,m⊕bβab(t) (6)

We continue the noise spectroscopy modeling by following the long tradition going back to the early days
of NMR, we extract information about the qudit and its environment with sequences of control pulses.
That is, we suppose that the qudit surrounded by dephasing noise possessing the Hamiltonian of Eq.(4) is
prepared in a known initial state. We will assume the ability to apply resonant pulses

P(i,j) = |i⟩ ⟨j|+ |j⟩ ⟨i|+ 1− |i⟩ ⟨i| − |j⟩ ⟨j| , (7)
which implement a transition between states |i⟩ and |j⟩, at arbitrary time t. More specifically, we will
consider 2γ resonant pulses {P(ik,jk)}k=1,...,2γ at time instances {tk}k=1,...,2γ , where t1 = 0 and t2γ = T
is the total duration of the reference pulse sequence. The indices ik and jk mark the energy levels of the
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transition being addressed. Resonant and unitary pulses of Eq.(7) have the following characteristics:
P−1(ik,jk)

= P ∗(ik,jk) = P(jk,ik) = P(ik,jk) (8)

We assume a reference pulse sequence for our formalism that is symmetric such that the sequence is made
up of pairs of identical pulses as follows:

{(P−1(ik,jk)
, P(ik,jk))}k=1,...,γ = {(P−1(i1,j1)

, P(i1,j1)), (P
−1
(i2,j2)

, P(i2,j2)), . . . , (P
−1
(iγ ,jγ)

, P(iγ ,jγ))} (9)

where the pair pulses are applied at time instances t̃k and tk, respectively, separated with interval τk =
tk− t̃k, and the second pulse of each pair is simultaneouswith the first pulse of the next pair, i.e. tk = t̃k+1.
From now, we refer to the above reference pulse sequence by the following simplified format:

{P̃(ik,jk)}k=1,...,γ = {(P̃(i1,j1), P̃(i2,j2), . . . , P̃(iγ ,jγ)} (10)
We also consider the condition jk = ik+1, which leads to the relationship,

P(ik,jk)P
−1
(jk,jk+1)

= P(ik,jk+1) (11)

As one illustration, wewill take into account the condition of assuming ik → k : 0, ..., d−1 that transforms
Eq.(10) into a reference sequence of d resonant pulse pairs as follows:

{P̃(i,i+1)}i=0,...,d−1 = {P̃0,1, P̃1,2, P̃2,3, ..., P̃d−1,0}, (12)
As the second illustration, we assume the following reference pulse sequence:

{P̃(ir,jr)}r=0,...,d−1 (13)
where (ir, jr) are randomly chosen from the set S, while maintaining the following condition:

P(i0,j0) = P(jd−1,id−1) (14)

Now we find the effective Hamiltonian of a qudit, noise and pulse sequence of the form of Eqs.(12) or (13)
for the general Weyl decomposed case (W) at interval τr as follows (appendix A 1):

HW (t ∈ τr) =
∑

a,b,a′,b′∈S

βab(t)y
ab
a′b′(t)Z

a′
Xb′ , (15)

where yaba′b′(t), the switching function, is the Weyl coefficient corresponding the pulses and has constant
values within each interval of the duration of reference sequence as below:

yaba′b′(t ∈ τr) = yirjraba′b′ = yijaba′b′ ,

yijaba′,0 =
−1

d
(ξ−a

′i + ξ−a
′j)(δj,i+bξ

aj + δi,j+bξ
ai),

yijaba′,i−j =
1

d
ξ−a

′i(δj,i+bξ
aj + δi,j+bξ

ai),

yijaba′,j−i =
1

d
ξ−a

′j(δj,i+bξ
aj + δi,j+bξ

ai),

yijaba′,i−j+b =
1

d
(ξ(a−a

′)(i+b) + ξ−a
′i+aj),

yijaba′,j−i+b =
1

d
(ξ(a−a

′)(j+b) + ξ−a
′j+ai),

yijaba′,b =
1

d
(−(ξ(a−a

′)i + ξ(a−a
′)j)(ξ(a−a

′)b + 1) + ξ−a
′id δa,a′),

yijaba′,b′ /∈S′ =0, S′ = {0, i− j, j − i, i− j + b, j − i+ b, b} ∈ S

(16)

The indices ir, jr or i, j in the first line correspond to the pulsePir,jr applied in the beginning of the interval
τr. For the Reduced Weyl case (RW), the effective Hamiltonian of the qudit, noise, and pulses within the
rth interval is found as following (appendix A 2):

HRW (t ∈ τr) = P−1ir,jr
HPir,jr =

∑
a,m∈S

βa(t)ym,a(t)Z
m,

ym,a(t ∈ τr) = δm,a +
1

d
(ξ−mjr − ξ−mir )(ξair − ξajr ).

(17)

The scalar switching function ym,a(t) contains information about the characteristics of the reference pulse
sequence and its constant value varies for each interval τr. It is shown that at least for a qutrit system
(d = 3) noted as (QT), the effective Hamiltonian and the switching function in the Reduced Weyl case has
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the following format (appendix A 3):

HQT (t ∈ τr) =
∑
a∈S

β−a(t)y−a(t)Z
a,

ya(t ∈ τ1) = 1, ya(t ∈ τ2) = ξ−a, ya(t ∈ τ3) = ξa.

(18)

We assume the following indexing rule to unify the different representations of the effective Hamiltonian
of qudit, noise, pulses in Wyel, Reduced Weyl, and Qutrit forms as follows:

HAH

(q,n,p)(t) =
∑

A∑∈S
βAβ

(t)yAy
(t)ZAzXAx , (19)

where (q, n, p), the lower index of H , indicates that the qudit (q) is affected by noise (n) and pulses (p).
Table II defines the Ai indices/powers with i ∈ {H,X,Z, y, β,

∑
}, and the columns W (Weyl), RW (Re-

duced Weyl), and RW (Qutrit) in the table correspond to Eq.(15) with (a, b, a′, b′) → (i3, i2, i1, i0), Eq.(17)
with (a,m) → (i1, i0), and Eq.(18) with (a) → (i0), respectively.

Table II. Indices/Powers Ai

AH W RW Qutrit
AX i0 0 0
AZ i1 i0 i0
Ay i0, i1, i2, i3 i0, i1 −i0
Aβ i2, i3 i1 −i0
A∑ i0, i1, i2, i3 i0, i1 i0

The Hermitian characteristic of the Hamiltonian of Eq.(19) implies the following conditions on the switching
functions (appendix C 8, Eq.(C57)):

yAy (t) = ξA n
Z A n

X−AZAZy∗−Ay
(t). (20)

Now we find the expectation value of an arbitrary qudit observable ⟨Ô(t)⟩ in terms of noise and switching
functions. Here is the general Weyl decomposition of the arbitrary measurable observable and the initial
density matrix of the qudit:

⟨Ô(t)⟩ =
∑

m,n∈S
Omn⟨ZmXn⟩, ρ̂(0) =

∑
p,q∈S

VpqZ
pXq. (21)

Given the effective Hamiltonian for the unitary evolution of qudit, the expectation value of Weyl operators
are found using Dyson series (appendix B, Eq.(B10)):

⟨⟨ZmXn⟩⟩ = Gmn − 1

2

∫ t

0

∫ t

0

dt′dt′′
∑

A∑,Ã∑∈S
JmnAJ

⟨βAβ
(t′)βÃβ

(t′′)⟩yAy (t
′)yÃy

(t′′), (22)

where,
Gmn = dξmnVid−m,id−n,

JmnAJ
= d

∑
p,q∈S

(1− ξ−mAX+nAZ )(1− ξÃZn−ÃXm)ξ−ÃZAX−mq+(p+m)(q+n)×

Vpqδp,−m−AZ−ÃZ
δp,−n−AX−ÃX

,

i ∈ Z, AJ = AZ ,AX , ÃZ , Ãx

{id−m− AZ − ÃZ , id−m, id− n− AX − ÃX} ∈ S

(23)

In above formula the extra average ⟨.⟩ is taken over many classical realizations of the stochastic noise
functions. We assume that stochastic function βAβ

(t) has zero-mean Gaussian probability distribution and
is stationary. The stationary condition imposes the following relation to the correlation functions:

⟨βAβ
(t′)βÃβ

(t′′)⟩ = ⟨βAβ
(0)βÃβ

(t′′ − t′)⟩, t′′ > t′. (24)

Using quantum noise spectroscopy, it is possible to infer information about the above self (Aβ = Ãβ) and
cross (Aβ ̸= Ãβ) noise correlation functions, i.e. finding the variance that is the deviation of Gaussian
probability function from the zero mean value. Here a frequency-comb approach is used that was first
introduced by G. A. Alvarez and D. Suter for qubit systems [23]: The system is prepared in a known initial
state for N rounds (ρr(0); r = 1, ..., N). Then for each round, a different pulse series is applied to the
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qudit system, where each pulse series consist ofM consecutive repetitions of a reference pulse sequence
of {P̃(ik,jk)}k=1,...,γ that is resonant and symmetric as Eqs.(7) and (10) with the fixed duration T/r, r =

1, ..., N . So the total duration ofM repetitions of the rth pulse series isMT/r. At the end of each round,
the qudit’s observable Ô is measured resulting inN different outcomes. Substituting Eqs.(22), and (23) in
Eq.(21), we find a relation among themeasured qudit’s observable, reference pulse characteristics, and the
noise functions as follows (appendix B, Eqs.(B21),(B22)):

⟨⟨Ô(t = MT/r)⟩⟩r = η − 1

2

∫ t

0

∫ t

0

dt′dt′′
∑

A∑,Ã∑∈S
λAλ

yAy
(t′)yÃy

(t′′)⟨βAβ
(t′)βÃβ

(t′′)⟩,

= η − 1

4π

∫ ∞
−∞

dω
∑

A∑,Ã∑∈S
λAλ

FAF
(ω, t)F ∗−ÃF

(ω, t)SAS
(ω),

≈ η − M

2T/r

∞∑
k=−∞

∑
A∑,Ã∑∈S

λAλ
FAF

(rkω0, T/r)F
∗
−ÃF

(rkω0, T/r)SAS
(krω0),

(25)
where,

η = d
∑

m,n∈S
Omnξ

mnVid−m,id−n,

λAλ
=

∑
m,n∈S

OmnJ̃mnAJ

= d
∑

m,n,p,q∈S
OmnVp,qδ−p,+m+AZ+ÃZ−idδ−q,+n+AX+ÃX−id

× (1− ξ−mAX+nAZ )(1− ξÃZn−ÃXm)ξ−ÃZAX−mq+(m+p)(n+q)ξÃ n
Z Ã n

X−ÃZÃX .

(26)

The index Aλ is a function of other indices {Az,Ax, Ãz, Ãx, Ã n
Z Ã n

X} introduced in the appendix, and
ω0 = 2π/T . The following function is called filter function and is the Fourier transform of the switching
function yAy (t):

FAF
(ω, t) =

∫ t

0

dt′yAy
(t′)eIωt′ , (27)

and the below function is the noise power spectral densities or the noise polyspectra:

SAS ,→(ω) =

∫ ∞
−∞

dt⟨βAβ
(0)βÃβ

(t)⟩eIωt, (28)

that is the Fourier transform of the statistical average of the auto or cross correlations of the dephasing
noise functions in Weyl basis. The arrow symbol indicates the order of variables, so that the inverse arrow
corresponds to the Fourier transform of ⟨βÃβ

(0)βAβ
(t)⟩.

The relation of these noise Polyspectra and that of in the computational basis, which is the Fourier trans-
form of energy fluctuations, is further discussed in appendix C 2, and it is shown that the total noise power
spectral density that is detected by the qudit spectator is related to the noise polyspectra in Weyl basis
Sa′b′

ab (ω), as follows (appendix C 2, Eq.(C16)):

S′(ω) =
∑

mnm′n′aa′∈S
ξam+a′m′

Sa′,n′−m′

a,n−m (ω), (29)

where we have applied b = m−n and b′ = m′−n′. The indices {m,n,m′, n′} ∈ S are the corresponding
energy levels for auto or cross correlations of the qudit coherences that are discussed in appendix C 2. In
the Reduced Weyl basis, the corresponding formula of Eq.(29) is achieved by considering b = 0 and b′ = 0
or equivalentlym = n andm′ = n′, as follows (appendix C 2, Eq.(C17)):

S′(ω) =
∑

mm′aa′∈S
ξam+a′m′

Sa,a′(ω), (30)

The unified form of Eqs.(29) and (30) can be expressed as:

S′(ω) =
∑

A∑∈S
ξAξSAS

(ω), (31)

where Avar indices/powers are defined in Table III with var ∈ {S, ξ,
∑

}. The columns W (Weyl) and
RW (Reduced Weyl) of Table III correspond to Eq.(29) with (a,m, n, a′,m′, n′) → (i0, i1, i2, j0, j1, j2) and
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Eq.(30) with (a,m, a′,m′) → (i0, i1, j0, j1), respectively.

Table III. Indices/Powers Avar

Avar W RW
AS i0, i1 − i2 ,

j0, j1 − j2

i0, j0

Aξ i0i1 + j0j1 i0i1 + j0j1
A∑ i0, i1, i2, j0, j1, j2 i0, i1, j0, j1

In the following sections, we develop and simulate our qudit noise spectroscopy protocol for the Reduced
Weyl forms simulated for a qutrit, ququad, and quoct, and the general Weyl form simulated for the Anti-
mony quoct system.

In these parts, we consider certain true noise spectral densities in the Weyl basis and simulate our qudit
noise spectroscopy protocol to recover the initially assumed true noise polyspectra in the same basis. Since
we use true noise polyspectra rather than experimentally measured data, we do not derive or present the
true total noise spectrum that generated them, and consequently, we do not use or further develop Eq.(31)
in our simulations.

III. Simulation: qutrit noise spectator with Reduced Weyl Hamiltonian

In this section we simulate our noise spectroscopy protocol for a qutrit (d = 3) in ReducedWeyl basis with
Z-type dephasing noise. Suppose a reference pulse sequence of the form of Eq.(12) as follows:

{P̃(0,1), P̃(1,2), P̃(2,0)}, (32)

is applied to the qutrit at time instances t0, t1, t2 = 0, 1
7
T
r ,

2
5
T
r , where

T
r is the total duration of the refer-

ence sequence at the rth round of the noise spectroscopy. We consider the simpler effective Hamiltonian
given by Eq.(18), that is proven to exist at least for a qutrit system. The stated switching functions ya(t)
of qutrit correspond to the above reference pulse sequence that are independent of the chosen intervals.
The expectation value of an arbitrary observable of the qutrit is found through Eqs.(25) and (26), given the
qutrit indices of Table II, and variable exchange of (−a,−b) → (a, b), as follows:

⟨⟨Ô(t = MT/r)⟩⟩r = η − 1

2

∫ t

0

∫ t

0

dt′dt′′
∑
a,b∈S

λabỹa(t
′)ỹb(t

′′)⟨βa(t
′)βb(t

′′)⟩

= η − 1

4π

∫ ∞
−∞

dω
∑
a,b∈S

λabFa(ω, t)F
∗
−b(ω, t)Sab(ω)

≈ η − M

2T/r

∞∑
k=−∞

∑
a,b∈S

λabFa(krω0, T/r)F
∗
−b(krω0, T/r)Sab(krω0),

(33)

where,

η = d
∑

m,n∈S
OmnVid−m,id−nξ

mn,

λab = d
∑

m,n,p,q∈S
OmnVpqδp,id+a+b−mδq,id−n(1− ξ−an)(1− ξ−bn)ξmn,

Fa(ω, t) =

∫ t

0

dt′ya(t
′)eIωt′ , Sa,b(ω) =

∫ ∞
−∞

dteIωt⟨βa(0)βb(t)⟩,

(34)

and ya(t) is introduced in Eq.(18). Given the known pulse series, Eqs.(33) and (34) relate the unknown
Z-type dephasing noise polyspectra Sl,l′(ω) to the measurement results ⟨⟨Ô(t)⟩⟩. We simplify Eq.(34) by
assuming that only one term of the Weyl decomposition of the qutrit observable is nonzero and the initial
state of the qutrit would have only two non-zero terms:

Ô = OmnZ
mXn, ρ̂(0) = V001+ Vp0,q0Z

p0Xq0 , V00 = 1/3 (35)
The density matrix term V00 = 1/3 is assumed to preserve the unit trace condition. The other variables
Omn, Vp0q0 , and their fixed indices could be chosen arbitrarily asm,n ∈ {0,±1} and p0, q0 ∈ {±1}. Now
the parameters η and λab in Eq.(34) will depend on the fixed indices (m,n) and (p, q), where (p, q) ∈ Sq =
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{(0, 0) and (p0, q0)} as following:
ηmn = 3OmnVid−m,id−nξ

mn,

λmn
ab = 3

∑
p,q∈Sq

OmnVpqδp,id+a+b−mδq,id−n(1− ξ−an)(1− ξ−bn)ξmn

= 3Omn(
1

3
)δn,0δa+b−m,0(1− ξ−an)(1− ξ−bn)ξmn

+ 3OmnVid+a+b−m,id−n(1− ξ−an)(1− ξ−bn)ξmn,

(36)

where i ∈ Z and (id + a + b −m), (id − n) ∈ {0,±1}. Using Eq.(33) and appendix B 2, we achieve the
following:

⟨⟨Ô(tAr )⟩⟩r = Ar(tAr ) ≈ Br(tBr ),

Ar(tAr ) = ηmn − 1

4π

∫ Ω

−Ω
dω

∑
a,b=±1

λmn
ab Fa(ω, t

A
r )F

∗
−b(ω, t

A
r )Sab(ω)

= ηmn − 1

4π

∫ Ω

ω0

dω

3∑
i=0

Ci(m,n, ω, tAr )xi(ω), tAr = MT/r,

Br(tBr ) = ηmn − M

2T/r

N∑
k=−N

∑
a,b=±1

λmn
ab Fa(rkω0, t

B
r )F

∗
−b(rkω0, t

B
r )Sab(rkω0)

= ηmn − M

2T/r

N∑
k=1

3∑
i=0

Ci(m,n, rkω0, t
B
r )xi(rkω0), tBr = T/r,

(37)

where,

x0(ω) = R1(ω), x1(ω) = I1(ω), x2(ω) = E(ω), x3(ω) = D(ω)

C0(m,n, ω, tr) = 2{λmn
1,1 F1(ω, tr)F

∗
−1(ω, tr) + λmn

−1,−1F−1(ω, tr)F
∗
1 (ω, tr)},

C1(m,n, ω, tr) = 2i{λmn
1,1 F1(ω, tr)F

∗
−1(ω, tr)− λmn

−1,−1F−1(ω, tr)F
∗
1 (ω, tr)},

C2(m,n, ω, tr) = 2{λmn
1,−1F1(ω, tr)F

∗
1 (ω, tr) + λmn

−1,1F−1(ω, tr)F
∗
−1(ω, tr)},

C3(m,n, ω, tr) = 0, N = ⌊Ω/ω0⌋,

(38)

andΩ is themaximumdephasing noise frequency thatwe are interested to detectwith the qutrit spectator.
Note that since C3(m,n, ω, tr) = 0, there would be only three unknown noise spectra x0,1,2(ω).

Here we demonstrate how to extract the characteristics of the environmental noise by performing a series
of measurements on the qutrit spectator. We simulate the introduced quantum noise spectroscopy pro-
tocol, by first assuming a true spectrum for each of the unknown noise real functions {xi(ω)}2i=0 with a
Poissonian form as following:

x0(ω) = ω2e−0.18|ω|([S])

x1(ω) = ω2e−0.15|ω|([S])

x2(ω) = ω2e−0.12|ω|([S])

(39)

In our calculations the noise functions are defined for the whole frequency range, and the above functions
are needed to be even/symmetric with respect to variable ω (appendix C 4 a). So one should assume the
similar patterns for the positive and the non-physical negative frequency ranges. The unit of the noise
spectra, or the noise power spectral density, is considered as [S] that could be related to the units of
energy, time, or frequency according to Eqs.(28) and (6). Moreover, we remind that we have assumed
ℏ = 1 in calculating Eq.(B2). So, all parameters in our simulations should be assumed in the Natural Unit
System.

Now we try to find the noise spectra that the qutrit is experiencing at N different frequency points sep-
arated by steps δω = ω0 = 2π/T , i.e. xi(ω0), xi(2ω0), ..., xi(Nω0), i = 0, 1, 2. We expect that the
found noise spectra through our noise spectroscopy protocol would be close to the true spectra of Eq.(39).
These 3N unknown variables are found by solving a set of 3N linear equations of the form of Eq.(37) (the
first line). Each linear equation has 3N unknown variables of the form of xi(rkω0) (the fifth line) where
i = 0, 1, 2 and r.k ∈ {1, ..., N}. The functions xi(ω) (the third line) are substituted by Eq.(39) to find
Ar(tAr ) for each of the linear equations, however, when we want to use our protocol in an experimental
setup, we do not substitute the functions xi(ω) by the true spectra to find Ar(tAr ), but directly measure
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the observable ⟨⟨Ô(tAr )⟩⟩r = Ar(tAr ). Each set ofN linear equations correspond to a set of Alvarez-Suter
spectroscopy measurements, explained before Eq.(25). Then the measurements are repeated for three
sets, resulting in 3N linear equations.

The qutrit’s measurable observables and initial states for each of three measurement rounds are assumed
to be different as follows:

Ô0 = 0.3Z1X1, ρ0(0) = 1/3 + Z1X2,

Ô1 = 0.2Z1X2, ρ1(0) = 1/3 + 0.7Z2X1,

Ô2 = 0.4Z2X1, ρ2(0) = 1/3 + 0.6Z2X2.

(40)

So the fixed indices introduced in Eq.(35) for each round are defined as above equation. In our simulations,
we ignore the trace-preserving terms of the initial density matrix (1/3) for simplification purposes. Note
that since all of the ni powers in Eq.(40) (Ôi = αiZ

miXni ) are nonzero, the first term of the definition of
λmn
ab in Eq.(36) is eliminated. Now we put the 3N known values of Ar(tAr ) in the column matrix b of rank

(3N× 1) so that the first/second/or third set ofN elements correspond to the first/second/or third set of
the Alvarez-Suter experiments and for each set of N experiments we have r = 1, ..., N . We also arrange
the unknown noise functions in the columnmatrix x̃ of rank (3N×1), by assigning the three unknown noise
functions x0(ω), x1(ω), and x2(ω) subsequently, to the frequencies from the lowest (ω0) to the highest
amount(Nω0). In the following, we convert a set of 3N indices to the vectors b and x̃ as described.

bn,1 = An′
(tAn′),

x̃m,1 = xm′′(m′ω0),

n,m ∈ {0, ..., 3N − 1},
n′ = mod (n,N) + 1 ∈ {1, ..., N},
m′ = ⌊m/3⌋+ 1 ∈ {1, ..., N},
m′′ = mod (m, 3) ∈ {0, 1, 2},

(41)

Using Eq.(37) (the fifth line), we find the coefficient matrix A of rank 3N× 3N, that connects the vectors b
and x̃ by the linear matrix equation:

Ax̃ = b, (42)
where,

Anm = δm′
n′ ,⌊m

′
n′ ⌋

Cm′′(en′′ , fn′′ ,m′ω0, T/n
′),

n′′ = ⌊n/N⌋ ∈ {0, 1, 2}
(en′′ , fn′′) ∈ {(mi, ni)}i=0,1,2

(43)

The factorm′ multiplying ω0 was found by corresponding the following two terms of the matrix A and the
vector x̃:

Cm′′(en′′ , fn′′ , kn′ω0, T/n
′) ↔ xm′′(m′ω0), (44)

which yields k = m′/n′, and the conditions k ∈ {1, ..., N} and k ∈ Z are satisfied by assuming the factor
δm′/n′,⌊m′/n′⌋ for the elements of thematrix A. Given b that is found by the true spectra (e.g. Eq.(39)), and
the coefficient matrix A that depends on the filter functions and λmn

ab , we find the estimated noise spectra
x̃ by solving the corresponding linear matrix equation.

Fig.1 shows the estimated noise spectra along with the assumed Poissonian true spectra of Eq.(39). The
unit of ω0 is proportional to the unit of the duration of the reference pulse sequence ([T ]). We assumed
the maximum sensible frequency of Ω = 90(rad/[T ]), and the duration and the number of reference
sequence repetitions as T = 1 ([T ]) andM = 30, respectively. The resolution of the estimated spectra is
ω0[rad/[T ]] that is proportional to the inverse of the chosen parameter T [T ]. It can be seen that our noise
spectroscopy protocol could estimate the true noise spectra with good accuracy. The simulation of the
Poissonian noise type is studied due to its efficient running time with respect to that of an arbitrary non-
Poissonian noise function. The time-consuming part of the codes correspond to the integral calculations
of Ar(tar) which are dismissed in the experimental implementation of our spectroscopy protocol.

Next we investigate the effect of the variableM , i.e. the number of reference pulse sequence repetitions,
on the accuracy of the simulation. Assuming the true Poissonian noise spectrumE(ω) = ω2e−0.12|ω|([S]),
and the parameters T = 3([T ]) and Ω = 100(rad/[T]), we simulate the noise spectra for three values of
M = 5, 10, 40. Fig.2 shows that by increasing M , the accuracy of estimating the true spectra increases.
This is due to the fact that in the theoretical framework, we assumedM → ∞ (appendix B, Eq.(B20)). Fig.
2 also indicates that even for a small value likeM = 10, the estimated spectrum is almost accurate and a
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Figure 1. This figure shows the simulation of quantum noise spectroscopy protocol by a qutrit spectator.
The true noise spectra are assumed Poissonian as R1(ω) = ω2e−0.18ω([S]), I1(ω) = ω2e−0.15ω([S]), and
E(ω) = ω2e−0.12ω([S]), and the estimated noise spectra are found for the T = 1([T ]) duration of the
reference pulse sequence, M = 30 number of repetitions of the refrence pulse sequence, and the maximum
detecting frequency of Ω = 90(rad/[T ]).

large value ofM is not required to detect the noise spectra. Now we perform the simulation of our noise
spectroscopy protocol for non-Poissonian, arbitrary true functions as follows:

x0(ω) =
1

2
e−0.9(ω−21)

2

+ 1.5e−0.086(ω−13)
2

([S]),

x1(ω) = e−0.16(ω−3)
2

+ e−0.286(ω−9)
2

+ e−0.03(ω−14)
2

([S]),

x2(ω) =
1.5

1 + |ω − ω0|
([S]),

(45)

Note that the above functions are considered for the positive frequency range. Since the above noise
spectra are proven to be even, we consider them as a piece-wise function in the full frequency range, so
that the same pattern is assumed for the negative frequency range. We also assume a continuous and
smooth behaviour for the noise functions around the no-frequency point ω = 0. The estimated noise
spectra corresponding the above true functions are shown in Fig.3 for the fixed parameters M = 40,
T = 3([T ]), and Ω = 30(rad/[T ]). It can be seen that even for a limited number of reference sequence
repetitions (M = 10), our formalism could find the general and fine patterns of the noise functions with
resolution ω0. The link to all simulation codes is provided in the Code Availability section.

IV. Simulation: qudit noise spectator with Reduced Weyl Hamiltonian

Herewe apply our noise spectroscopy protocol for a spin qudit in the ReducedWeyl basis that is surrounded
by Z-type stochastic dephasing noise, as follows:

H(t) = A(t)Iz, (46)
where Iz is the nuclear spin of an ion qudit with the total magnetic moment of I = (d− 1)/2, andA(t) is
the stochastic noisy process. According to Appendix C 6 (Eqs.(C48) and (C47)), the above Hamiltonian can
be written in the Reduced Weyl basis as follows:

H(t) =
ℏ
d
A(t)

∑
a,p∈S

ξ−a.p(I − p)Za. (47)
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Figure 2. This figure shows how parameter M , that is the number of repetitions of the reference pulse
sequence, is affecting the accuracy of the noise retrieval by the qutrit noise spectroscopy method. A
dephasing noise function with true noise spectrum E(ω) = ω2e−0.12ω([S]) is estimated by a qutrit spectator
with our noise spectroscopy protocol. The maximum sensible frequency and the duration of reference
pulse sequence are chosen as Ω = 90(rad/[T]) and T = 1([T ]), respectively. By increasing the number of
repetitions of the reference pulse sequence as M = 5, 10, 40, the accuracy of the estimated noise spectrum
is increasing.

We expose the qudit to the reference pulse sequence of the form of Eq.(12) applied at time instances
ti =

i
d (T/r), i = 0, . . . , d−1 and the total sequence duration of T/r. After applying the pulse resonance,

the resulted effective Hamiltonian of qudit, noise, and pulses and the corresponding switching function
would be as of Eq.(17). The stochastic dephasing noise coefficient βa(t) in that equation is related to the
noisy part of the Hamiltonian of Eq.(47) as follows:

βa(t) = faA(t), fa =
ℏ
d

∑
p∈S

ξ−a.p(I − p) (48)

and the corresponding noise spectrum is:

Sab(ω) =

∫ ∞
−∞

dt⟨βa(0)βb(t)⟩eIωt = fafbS̃(ω),

S̃(ω) =

∫ ∞
−∞

dt⟨A(0)A(t)⟩eIωt.

(49)
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Figure 3. This figure illustrates another simulation of the introduced quantum noise spectroscopy protocol
for a qutrit spectator. Here the assumed true noise spectra are non-Poissonian with general forms of
R1(ω) = 1

2
e−0.9(ω−21)2 + 1.5e−0.086(ω−13)2([S]), I1(ω) = e−0.16(ω−3)2 + e−0.286(ω−9)2 + e−0.03(ω−14)2([S]),

and E(ω) = 1.5
1+|ω−ω0|

([S]). The simulation parameters are as Ω = 30(rad/[T ]), the maximum sensible
frequency, T = 3([T ]), the duration of reference pulse sequence, and M = 40, the number of repetitions
of the reference sequence in each Alvarez-Suter spectroscopy round. It can be seen that with the chosen
set of parameters, our protocol could accurately estimate the general form of noise functions with a qutrit
spectator.

The measured expectation value of the observable ⟨⟨O⟩⟩ of such ion qudit, is found through Eqs.(25) and
(26), by assuming theReducedWeyl (RW) indexing (AZ ,AX , ÃZ , ÃX , Ã n

Z , Ã n
X )= (b, 0, b̃, 0, ã, 0).

⟨⟨Ô(t =MT/r)⟩⟩r =

η − 1

2

∫ t

0

∫ t

0

dt′dt′′
∑

a,b,ã,b̃∈S

λbb̃ ya,b(t
′)yã,b̃(t

′′)⟨βa(t
′)βã(t

′′)⟩

= η − 1

4π

∫ ∞
−∞

dω
∑

a,b,ã,b̃∈S

λbb̃ Fa,b(ω, t)F
∗
−ã,−b̃(ω, t)Saã(ω)

= η − 1

4π

∫ ∞
−∞

dω
∑

a,b,ã,b̃∈S

fafãλbb̃ Fa,b(ω, t)F
∗
−ã,−b̃(ω, t)S̃(ω)

≈ η − M

2T/r

∞∑
k=−∞

∑
a,b,ã,b̃∈S

fafãλbb̃ Fa,b(rkω0, T/r)F
∗
−ã,−b̃(rkω0, T/r)S̃(krω0),

(50)

where,

η = d
∑

m,n∈S
Omnξ

mnVid−m,id−n,

λbb̃ = d
∑

m,n,p∈S
OmnVp,−nδp,−m−b−b̃(1− ξnb)(1− ξnb̃)ξmn,

(51)

We simplify Eqs.(50) and (51) by considering that only one term of the Weyl decomposition of the qudit
observable is nonzero and the initial state of the quoct would have only two non-zero terms:

Ô′ = OmnZ
mXn, ρ̂(0) = 1/d+ Vp,qZ

pXq (52)
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The termV00 = 1/d is assumed to preserve the trace of the densitymatrix. However, this term is ignored in
our simulation for streamlining purposes. The variables Omn, Vpq and the fixed indices (m,n, p, q) could
be chosen arbitrarily while m,n ∈ {0, ..., d − 1} and p, q ∈ {1, ..., d − 1}. Assuming the fixed chosen
parameters (m,n, p, q), Eq.(51) turns to the following:

ηmn =d Omnξ
mnVid−m,id−n,

λmnp

bb̃
= d OmnVp,−nδp,−m−b−b̃(1− ξnb)(1− ξnb̃)ξmn.

(53)

Using Eqs.(B33) and (B34), the final form of the expectation value of the observable of Eq.(52) for a qudit
with the Hamiltonian of Eq.(46) affected by dephasing noise is as follows:

Ar(tAr ) = ηmn − 1

4π

∫ Ω

ω0

dωC(m,n, p, ω, tAr )S(ω),

Br(tBr ) = ηmn − M

2T/r

N∑
k=1

C(m,n, p, rkω0, t
B
r )S(rkω0),

C(m,n, p, ω, tAr ) = 2
∑

a,ã,b,b̃∈S

fafãλ
mnp

bb̃
δp+m,−b−b̃Fa,b(ω, t)F

∗
−ã,−b̃(ω, t).

(54)

The other form of above equation is as follows:
⟨⟨Ô′(t = MT/r)⟩⟩r =

ηmn − 1

2π

∫ Ω

ω0

dω
∑

a,ã,b,b̃∈S

fafãλ
mnp

bb̃
δp+m,−b−b̃Fa,b(ω,MT/r)F ∗−ã,−b̃(ω,MT/r)S(ω)

=ηmn − M

T/r

N∑
k=1

∑
a,ã,b,b̃∈S

fafãλ
mnp

bb̃
δp+m,−b−b̃Fa,b(rkω0, T/r)F

∗
−ã,−b̃(rkω0, T/r)S(rkω0)

(55)

The above qudit observable was exposed to to a series of spectroscopy pulses of the form of Eq.(13), re-
sulting in the switching functions F . After this exposure, the observable is calculated for a fix M and N
values of r.

Fig.4 shows the simulation results for two cases: Fig.4(a) presents the simulation of a ququad (d = 4). The
true noise spectrum is considered non-Poissonian as:

S(ω) =
1

2
e−0.9(ω−21)

2

+
1

3
e−0.086(ω−13)

2

([S]), (56)

and the initial density matrix is assumed as ρ̂(0) = ZX . The measured observable of the ququad is
O′ = Z3X3, and the number of spectroscopy sequence iterations to get the estimated noise spectrum is
M = 17. Fig.4(b) shows the simulation of a quoct (d = 8). The true noise spectrum is assumed to have
the following non-Poissonian form:

S(ω) = e−0.4(ω−4.5)
2

+ e−0.28(ω−9)
2

+ e−0.03(ω−14)
2

([S]), (57)
and the quoct is assumed to be prepared in the initial state ρ̂(0) = ZX . The observable of the quoct that is
measured for several times isO′ = Z7X7, and the number of iterations for each round of the qudit noise
spectroscopy isM = 40. Fig.4 indicates that our qudit spectroscopy formalism for the Reduced Weyl case
can successfully retrieve the true noise spectra with resolution ω0.

The running time of our simulations, with a x64-based processor of 12th Gen Intel(R) Core(TM) i5-1245U,
1.60 GHz, and 16.0 GB RAM, is about few hours for the ququad graph, and about 24 hours for the quoct
graph. The simulation codes can be found in the Code Availability section.

We also simulated our qudit noise spectrsocy for other d values in this section, and concluded that the
increase of d, the number of qudit’s energy levels, increases the required number of iterations (M ) to
retrieve the true noise spectrum.

For example, for a fixed true noise spectrum of the Poissonian form of Eq.(39), which leads to a faster
simulation process, the required number of iterations for the qudits with d = 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, are about
7, 15, 35, 55, 70, 80, respectively, which has a linear increasing pattern. We also observed that for a specific
d, the required number ofM to retrieve the noise spectrum, varies according to the complexity of the true
noise form.
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Figure 4. This figure shows the simulation of the quantum noise spectroscopy protocol in the Reduced
Weyl basis for a ququad and a quoct spectator surrounded by Gaussian Z-type depahsing noise. Part
(a) shows the simulation for a ququad (d=4), with initial density matrix of ρ̂(0) = ZX. The True noise
spectrum is assumed as S(ω) = 0.5e−0.9(ω−21)2 + 3/2e−0.086(ω−13)2([S]), and the measured observable
is Ô = Z3X3. The other chosen parameters are the duration and the iterations of the reference pulse
sequence considered as T = 2([T ]), and M = 17, respectively. Part (b) shows the simulation for a
quoct (d=8) with initial density matrix of ρ̂(0) = ZX. The true spectrum is considered as S(ω) =

e−0.4(ω−4.5)2 + e−0.28(ω−9)2 + e−0.03(ω−14)2([S]) and the measured observable is Ô = Z7X7. Moreover, the
duration and repetitions of reference pulse sequence are chosen as T = 2([T ]), and M = 40, respectively.
The gauging parameter of ω in both graphs is ω0 = 2π

T
( rad
[T ]

).

V. Simulation: Antimony quoct noise spectator with Weyl Hamiltonian

Now as another example, we simulate our noise spectroscopy protocol for a quoct (an eight level quantum
system) in Weyl basis, that is surrounded by XYZ-dephasing noise. The quoct physical system would be
the nuclear spin of the Antimony atom 123Sb that is doped in silicon. We consider the Hamiltonian of the
Antimony quoct as follows:

H(t) = (γnB̃0 ±
1

2
A)Iz +QI2x (58)

where the nuclear spin is described by I = (Ix, Iy, Iz)
T , I = 7

2 , and γn = 5.55(MHz/T) is the nuclear
gyromagnetic ratio, B̃0 is a static magnetic field in the z direction,Q is the effective quadrupole interaction
strength, andA is the hyperfine interaction between the electron and nuclear spins of the Antimony atom.
Here we assume that the two parametersA(t) andQ(t) are noisy and stochastic with zero-mean Gaussian
probability distributions.

The Hamiltonian of Eq.(58) is part of Eq.(4) of [33], and the referrence equation has an extra term
γnB̃0 cos(2πft)Iy. The parameter f in this term is the frequency of an oscillating magnetic field B1,
equated to the Larmor frequency γnB̃0, in the y direction, and is associated to the quantum gate that is
coherently controlling the state of the quoct. In our QNS formalism, the Hamiltonian of the incident pulse
field is being added to the quoct Hamiltonian in a different process leading to switching functions. This is by
applying the gate pulses (Eqs.(7) and (13)) to the Hamiltonian of qudit and noises using Eqs.(A3) and (A5),
to reach the Hamiltonian of qudit, noises, and pulses that includes switching functions. As a result, we did
not include the aforementioned term γnB̃0 cos(2πft)Iy in the quoct Hamiltonian of Eq.(58).

Since each of the nuclear spin components Ix,y,z could be decomposed in the complete Weyl basis (ap-
pendix C 6 Eq.(C48)), the Hamiltonian of Eq.(58) which is the quoct-noise effective Hamiltonian, can be
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expressed in the complete Weyl basis (W) as follows:

HW (t) =
∑
ab

βab(t)Z
aXb =

∑
i=0,1,2

pqq′ab∈S

Bi(t)β̃
pqq′

iab ZaXb,
(59)

where
B0(t),B1(t), B2 = A(t), Q(t), 1

β̃pqq′

0ab =± 1

2d3
ξ−apIz,pδb,0

β̃pqq′

1ab =
1

d
ξ−apIx,pqIx,qq′δp,q+b

β̃pqq′

2ab =
1

d3
γnB̃0ξ

−apIz,pδb,0.

(60)

Note that the general Antimony quoct noise function βAβ
(t) = βab(t) consists of two time dependent

parts B0,1(t), and some time independent parts, B2 and β̃pqq′

iab functions. So the noise spectral functions
of the Antimony quoct, i.e. SAS

(ω) = Sãb̃
ab(ω), have components that are solely related to the Fourier

transform of the time dependent parts as follows:

Sãb̃
ab(ω) =

∫ ∞
−∞

dt⟨βab(0)βãb̃(t)⟩e
Iωt =

∑
i,̃i=0,1,2
pqq′∈S
p̃q̃q̃′∈S

∫ ∞
−∞

dt⟨Bi(0)Bĩ(t)⟩β̃
pqq′

iab β̃p̃q̃q̃′

ĩãb̃
eIωt

=
∑

i,̃i=0,1,2
pqq′∈S
p̃q̃q̃′∈S

β̃pqq′

iab β̃p̃q̃q̃′

ĩãb̃
S̃ĩi(ω),

(61)

where,

S̃ĩi(ω) =

∫ ∞
−∞

dt⟨Bi(0)Bĩ(t)⟩e
Iωt, (62)

where Sĩi(ω) are the noise spectra corresponding the self and cross correlations of the dephasing noise
processesA(t) andQ(t), as well as correlations between noise processes and the time independent func-
tion B2. It is discussed and shown in appendices C 3 c and C 4 c that the unknown noise polyspectra
S̃ĩi(ω), (i, ĩ = 0, 1) are made of four real functionsR0(ω), R

′
0(ω),R1(ω), and I1(ω) as follows:

S̃00(ω) = R0(ω), S̃11(ω) = R′0(ω),

S̃01(ω) = R1(ω) + iI1(ω), S̃10(ω) = R1(ω)− iI1(ω).
(63)

where i =
√
−1. The first three functions above are even/symmetric, and the last one is odd/anti-

symmetric. Another nonzero correlation term is found in appendix C 4 c (Eq.(C39)) as follows, where its
delta function ensures that it approaches zero for frequency ranges, in our formalism, that are not in the
close vicinity of zero.

S̃22(ω) = 2πδ(ω) ≡ 0 (64)
Now we consider a reference pulse sequence on the Antimony quoct with the form of Eq.(13) applied at
time instances ti = i

d (T/r), i = 0, . . . , d − 1 and the total sequence duration of T/r. The effective
Hamiltonian representing the Antimony quoct, environmental dephasing noise, and the reference pulse
sequence is as follows:

HW (t) =
∑

a,b,a′,b′∈S

βab(t)y
ab
a′b′(t)Z

a′
Xb′ =

∑
i=0,1,2

pqq′,aba′b′∈S

Bi(t)β̃
pqq′

iab yijaba′b′ (t)Z
a′
Xb′ , t ∈ τr

(65)

where the switching functions yaba′b′(t) are given by Eq.(16). To find the expectation value of a general
observable of the Antimony quoct, we substitute the completeWeyl indices of Table II in Eqs.(25) and (26),
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and find the following:

⟨⟨Ô(t)⟩⟩r = η − 1

2

∫ t

0

∫ t

0

dt′dt′′
∑

A∑,Ã∑∈S
λAλ

yaba′b′(t
′)yãb̃

ã′b̃′
(t′′)⟨βab(t

′)βãb̃(t
′′)⟩,

= η − 1

4π

∫ ∞
−∞

dω
∑

A∑,Ã∑∈S
λAλ

F ab
a′b′(ω, t)F

∗−ã,−b̃

−ã′,−b̃′(ω, t)S
ãb̃
ab(ω),

≈ η − M

2T/r

∞∑
k=−∞

∑
A∑,Ã∑∈S

λAλ
F ab
a′b′(rkω0, T/r)F

∗−ã,−b̃

−ã′,−b̃′(rkω0, T/r)S
ãb̃
ab(krω0),

(66)

where t = MT/r, AΣ = a, b, a′, b′, ÃΣ = ã, b̃, ã′, b̃′, AZ = a′,AX = b′, Aλ = a′, b′, ã′, b̃′, ã, b̃,
ω0 = 2π/T , and

η =d
∑

m,n∈S
Omnξ

mnVid−m,id−n,

λAλ
=ãb̃λ

ã′b̃′

a′b′ = d
∑

m,n,p,q∈S
OmnVpq.δp,id−m−(a′+ã′).δq,id−n−(b′+b̃′).

(1− ξna
′−mb′)(1− ξnã

′−mb̃′)ξ−ã
′b′+m(n+b′+b̃′)+(a′+ã′)(b′+b̃′)ξãb̃−ã

′b̃′

(67)

We assume the stationary condition of Eq.(24) for noise functions, and substitute Eqs.(61) and (64) into
Eq.(66) to find the following:

⟨⟨Ô(t = MT/r)⟩⟩r

= η − 1

2

∫ t

0

∫ t

0

dt′dt′′
∑

A∑,Ã∑∈S

∑
i,̃i=0,1,2
pqq′∈S
p̃q̃q̃′∈S

β̃pqq′

iab β̃p̃q̃q̃′

ĩãb̃
λAλ

yaba′b′(t
′)yãb̃

ã′b̃′
(t′′)⟨Bi(t

′)Bĩ(t
′′)⟩,

= η − 1

4π

∫ ∞
−∞

dω
∑

A∑,Ã∑∈S

∑
i,̃i=0,1
pqq′∈S
p̃q̃q̃′∈S

β̃pqq′

iab β̃p̃q̃q̃′

ĩãb̃
λAλ

F ab
a′b′(ω, t)F

∗−ã,−b̃
−ã′,−b̃′(ω, t)S̃ĩi(ω),

≈ η − M

2T/r

∞∑
k=−∞

×

∑
A∑,Ã∑∈S

∑
i,̃i=0,1
pqq′∈S
p̃q̃q̃′∈S

β̃pqq′

iab β̃p̃q̃q̃′

ĩãb̃
λAλ

F ab
a′b′(rkω0, T/r)F

∗−ã,−b̃
−ã′,−b̃′(rkω0, T/r)S̃ĩi(krω0).

(68)

Here we assume that only one term of theWeyl decomposition of the quoct observable is nonzero and the
initial state of the quoct would have only two non-zero terms:

Ô = OmnZ
mXn, ρ̂(0) = 1/8 + Vp0,q0Z

p0Xq0 (69)
WeassumedV00 = 1/8 to preserve the trace. The variablesOmn, Vpq and the fixed indices could be chosen
arbitrarily for eachmeasurement round of the Alvarez-Suter spectroscopywhilem,n ∈ {0,±1,±2,±3, 4}
and p0, q0 ∈ {±1,±2,±3, 4}. The parameters η and λAλ

in Eq.(67) that depend on these fixed chosen
indices will be transformed to:

ηmn = 8OmnVid−m,id−nξ
mn,

mnp0q0
ãb̃
λã′b̃′

a′b′ ≡
ind
ãb̃
λã′b̃′

a′b′

= 8
∑

m,n,p,q∈S
OmnVpq.δp,id−m−(a′+ã′).δq,id−n−(b′+b̃′).

(1− ξna
′−mb′)(1− ξnã

′−mb̃′)ξ−ã
′b′+m(n+b′+b̃′)+(a′+ã′)(b′+b̃′)ξãb̃−ã

′b̃′

= 8Omn(1− ξna
′−mb′)(1− ξnã

′−mb̃′)ξ−ã
′b′ξãb̃−ã

′b̃′×(1
8
δ−m,a′+ã′δ−n,b′+b̃′ξ

mn+

Vp0,q0δ−p0,+m+a′+ã′δ−q0,+n+b′+b̃′ξ
m(n+b′+b̃′)+(a′+ã′)(b′+b̃′)

)
,

(70)
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where ind = (mnp0q0). The first term of above equation is related to the first term of the initial density
matrix, that we ignore to simplify our simulation. Note that sincem, n, p and q are fixed parameters, there
would be no longer summations over these variables in Eq.(67), and the Delta Kronecker term imposes two
constraints on varying parameters a′, ã′, b′, b̃′ as a′ + ã′ = −(q0 + n) and b′ + b̃′ = −(p0 +m).
The unknown complex noise spectra Sĩi(ω) in Eq.(C 4 c), are nine different functions Since i, ĩ ∈ {0,±1},
and according to appendices C 3 and C 4 they consist of four independent functions introduced in Eq.(63).
Considering the Alvarez-Suter spectroscopy rounds in our qudit noise spectroscopy formalism and substi-
tuting T by T/r and ω0 by rω0 = 2π/(T/r) in Eq.(68), we find the following equation in which the terms
including S2j(ω) (j = 0, 1, 2) orB0 are eliminated as discussed in appendix C 4 c.

⟨⟨Ô(tAr )⟩⟩r = Ar(tAr ) ≈ Br(tBr ), tAr =
MT

r
, tBr =

T

r
(71)

where,

Ar(tAr ) = ηmn − 1

4π

∫ ∞
−∞

dω
∑
abãb̃

a′b′ã′b̃′

∈S

∑
i,̃i=0,1
pqq′∈S
p̃q̃q̃′∈S

β̃pqq′

iab β̃p̃q̃q̃′

ĩãb̃
(ind

ãb̃
λã′b̃′

a′b′)

× F ab
a′b′(ω, t

A
r )F

∗−ã,−b̃
−ã′,−b̃′(ω, t

A
r )S̃ĩi(ω)

= ηmn − 1

4π

∫ ∞
−∞

dω
∑

i,̃i=0,1

Ξmn
ĩi

(ω, tAr )S̃ĩi(ω)

(72)

and,

Br(tBr ) = ηmn − M

2T/r

∞∑
k=−∞

∑
abãb̃

a′b′ã′b̃′

∈S

∑
i,̃i=0,1
pqq′∈S
p̃q̃q̃′∈S

β̃pqq′

iab β̃p̃q̃q̃′

ĩãb̃
(ind

ãb̃
λã′b̃′

a′b′)

× F ab
a′b′(rkω0, t

B
r )F

∗−ã,−b̃
−ã′,−b̃′(rkω0, t

B
r )S̃ĩi(krω0)

= ηmn − M

2T/r

∞∑
k=−∞

∑
i,̃i=0,1

Ξmn
ĩi

(ω, tBr )S̃ĩi(ω),

(73)

considering,

Ξmn
ĩi

(ω, t) =
∑
abãb̃

a′b′ã′b̃′

∈S

∑
pqq′∈S
p̃q̃q̃′∈S

β̃pqq′

iab β̃p̃q̃q̃′

ĩãb̃
(ind

ãb̃
λã′b̃′

a′b′)F
ab
a′b′(ω, t)F

∗−ã,−b̃
−ã′,−b̃′(ω, t). (74)

Now using Eq.(63), we assign the unknown real polyspectra to the variables xi(ω) as follows:(
x0(ω), x1(ω), x2(ω), x3(ω)

)
=

(
R0(ω), R

′
0(ω), R1(ω), I1(ω)

)
(75)

where the first three variables are even functions and the last one is an odd function. Assuming a finite
frequency range for the noise spectroscopy protocol as [−Ω,Ω], the approximation introduced in Eq.(C46),
and considering the variables in Eq.(75), Eq.(72) turns to the following (appendix B 4 Eq.(B39)):

Ar(tAr ) = ηmn − 1

2π

∫ Ω

ω0

dω

2∑
i=0

Cmn
i (ω, tAr )xi(ω), (76)

and Eq.(73) yields (appendix B 4 Eq.(B45)):

Br(tBr ) = ηmn − M

T/r

N∑
k=1

2∑
i=0

Cmn
i (rkω0, t

B
r )xi(rkω0) (77)

whereN = ⌊Ω/ω0⌋, and
Cmn

0 (ω, t) = Ξmn
00 (ω, t),

Cmn
1 (ω, t) = Ξmn

11 (ω, t),

Cmn
2 (ω, t) = Ξmn

01 (ω, t) + Ξmn
10 (ω, t),

(78)

Note that the coefficients of variable x3(ω) = I1(ω) are eliminated. Now combining Eqs.(71),(76), and
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(77), we find:

M

T/r

N∑
k=1

2∑
i=0

Cmn
i (rkω0, t

B
r )xi(rkω0) ≈

1

2π

2∑
i=0

Ãrmn
i (79)

where,

Ãrmn
i =

∫ Ω

ω0

dωxi(ω)C
mn
i (ω, tAr ) (80)

This yields:
2∑

i=0

Ãrmn
i ≈ Mrω0

N∑
k=1

2∑
i=0

Cmn
i (rkω0, t

B
r )xi(rkω0), (81)

where ω0 = 2π
T .

Here we simulate the qudit noise spectroscopy protocol for the Antimony quoct system. First remind that
according to Eq.(75), there are three unknown real noise functions {xi(ω)}2i=0, since the coefficient of
the last one was eliminated in Eqs.(76) and (77). We find and simulate each of these three functions atN
different frequencies with step δω = ω0 = 2π/T i.e. xi(ω0), xi(2ω0), ..., xi(Nω0). The reference pulse
sequence is of the form of Eq.(13) and is assumed as follows:

{P̃0,4, P̃4,5, P̃5,3, P̃3,6, P̃6,1, P̃1,7, P̃7,2, P̃2,0} (82)
This particular sequence lead to non-zero coefficients for two noise polyspectra S01(ω) and S10(ω) in
Eqs.(72) and (73). These functions, according to Eqs.(60), (61), and (62), contain information about the
correlations of noise processes A(t) andQ(t), introduced in Eq.(58).

To explain how this reference pulse sequence leads to non-zero S01(ω) or S10(ω), we note that in our
simulation, the coefficients of noise spectra S01(ω) or S10(ω) (or equivalentlyR1(ω) and I1(ω), following
Eq.(63)) must be non-zero. Given Eq.(75), the coefficients of these noise functions are included in Eqs.(76)
and (77), and are defined by Eq.(78). They consist of Ξmn

01 (ω, t) and Ξmn
10 (ω, t), and to make these coeffi-

cients nonzero, according to Eq.(74) and (60), we need (b = 0 and b̃ = p̃−q̃) or (b = p−q and b̃ = 0). The
main challenge is then finding at least one nonzero F a,0

a′b′(ω, t) or F
∗−ã,0
−ã′,−b̃′(ω, t). Since this filter function is

connected to the switching functions or the pulse sequence, we can explore random pulse sequences that
yield non-zero F a,0

a′b′(ω, t), and Eq.(82) serves as one example.

To simulate our quantum noise spectroscopy protocol for the Antimony quoct, since there are three un-
known noise parameters {xi(ω)}2i=0, we consider three Alvarez-Suter spectroscopy rounds. The quoct’s
measurable observables Ôi and the initial states of the quoct ρ̂i(t = 0) for each of these three measure-
ment rounds indexed by i = 0, 1, 2 are assumed as follows:

Ô0 = Z1X7, ρ̂0(0) = 1/8 + Z0X4,

Ô1 = Z2X1, ρ̂1(0) = 1/8 + Z5X1,

Ô2 = Z2X6, ρ̂2(0) = 1/8 + Z1X0,

(83)

To simplify the process of simulating our formalism, the trace preserving terms (1/8) in the initial density
matrices are ignored. We also assume the following Poissonian true noise functions:

x0(ω) =ω2e−0.20|ω|([S]),

x1(ω) =ω2e−0.22|ω|([S]),

x2(ω) =ω2e−0.25|ω|([S]),

(84)

Using Eqs.(41), (43), and the above assumptions, we find the environmental noise functions around the
quoct.

Fig.5 demonstrates the simulation of our generalized noise spectroscopy protocol developed for the An-
timony quoct spectator surrounded by XYZ-dephasing noise. The parameters γn and B̃0, which are in-
troduced in Eq.(58), are assumed to be 1. Their units are in the Natural Unit System. This is because we
assumed ℏ = 1 in Eq.(B2), and in our simulations, when using Eq.(C47). In addition, these parameters are
appeared on both sides of Eq.(71), and their values or units do not influence the outcomeof our simulations.
The other parameters, like the duration of the reference pulse sequence, the number of its repetitions, and
the maximum sensible noise frequency in the simulation are considered as T = 1([T ]), M = 800, and
Ω = 55(rad/[T ]), respectively.

The running time of our simulation was about 10 hours with a x64-based processor of 11th Gen Intel(R)
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Figure 5. This figure shows the simulation of our noise spectroscopy protocol for the Antimony quoct
(d=8) surrounded by XYZ-dephasing noises. The true polyspectra are assumed with Poissonian forms
as R0(ω) = ω2e−0.2ω([S]), R′

0(ω) = ω2e−0.22ω([S]), and R1(ω) = ω2e−0.25ω([S]). The other simulation
parameters are as follows: γn, B̃0, and ℏ that have no effect on simulation results are assumed to be 1 with
general dimensions. The duration and iterations of reference sequence are T = 1[T ] and M = 800, and the
measured observable of quoct and its initial density matrix are considered as Ô = ZX7, Z2X, Z2X6 and
ρ̂(0) = X4, Z5X, Z, for the three measurement rounds, respectively. The maximum sensible frequency is
Ω = 55[rad/[T]], and the gauging parameter for frequency is ω0 = 2π[rad/[T ]].

Core(TM) i7-1165G7, 2.80 GHz, and 16.0 GB RAM. The link to the simulation code is provided in the Code
Availability section.

It can be seen from the simulations of Figs.5 that our noise spectroscopy formalism is good to reconstruct
the true noise polyspectra surrounded the Antimony quoct, given the chosen reference pulse sequence,
and the adequate number of reference sequence repetitions.

In section III, we demonstrated the accuracy of our formalism for a qutrit system by examining two distinct
types of true polyspectra: Poissonian and general non-Poissonian forms. In section IV, our focus was exclu-
sively on non-Poissonian forms of true polyspectra to apply our noise spectroscopy formalism to a ququad
and a quoct subjected to Z-type dephasing noise. This section (V) was dedicated to employing Poissonian
forms of true polyspectra to simulate our formalism for the Antimony quoct. Selecting the Poissonian form
of noise polyspectra was sufficient to validate our qudit noise spectroscopy formalism for the following
reasons:

First, our noise spectroscopy formalism, represented by the linear matrix Eq.(42), was derived under the
assumption of an environmental stochastic and stationary XYZ-dephasing noise with zero-mean Gaussian
distributions. Given these assumptions, the mathematical structure of Eq.(42) ensures that our formal-
ism can reconstruct any arbitrary form of noise polyspectra with ω0 resolution, including those with 1/ω
dependency, as demonstrated in Section III for qutrit systems. Therefore, testing our generalized noise
spectroscopy protocol using Poissonian polyspectra is equivalent to that of using non-Poissonian polyspec-
tra.

Second, selecting Poissonian forms simplifies the computation of true noise polyspectra, particularly in
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the integral process, that is the parameterAr(tAr ) in Eqs.(37) , (54), and (76). Such selection only simplifies
the introduced integration processes for extracting equivalent experimental data, to make the numerical
calculations more straightforward. However, this does not affect the applicability of our formalism. For
practical applications of our simulation code in experimental scenarios, the integral process is omitted.
Instead, the simulation replaces it with actual experimental data derived from measurements.

Thus, employing Poissonian polyspectra ensures the validity of our formalism while simplifying the com-
putation of true noise spectra, making the simulation process more efficient.

VI. Conclusion

We’ve established a new theoretical framework for quantum noise spectroscopy using a comb-based ap-
proach, incorporating the Alvarez-Suter spectroscopy protocol with resonant pulse sequences. A unique
aspect of our approach is the utilization of theWeyl basis decomposition and the qudit systems. We related
any observable property of a qudit with the attributes of the pulses and the unidentified environmental
noise functions within the entire Weyl basis.

Our protocol can identify not just environmental Z-type dephasing noises but also general XYZ-dephasing
noises — a feature that many other noise spectroscopy methods lack.

Moreover, our QNS protocol is designed for qudits of any dimension d. When applied to an ion qudit, as op-
posed to an ion qubit, it interacts across a greater number of energy levels and corresponding coherences
with its target environment. This results in an enhanced sensitivity to environmental noise. Beyond inten-
sified sensitivity, our method also presents a more compact alternative to employing networks of multiple
two-level qubit sensors.

We advanced our QNS framework to address three distinct scenarios. Two of these focused on refining
the entire QNS method using two variations of a Reduced Weyl basis, primarily aimed at detecting Z-type
dephasing noises. The first of these Reduced Weyl cases was tailored for a qutrit system. The second
one, while being crafted for a qudit system with a general ’d’ energy level, was simulated specifically for a
ququad (d=4) and a quoct (d=8) spectator.

Our final enhancement to the QNS protocol catered to a comprehensiveWeyl basis decomposition, making
it compatible with all XYZ-dephasing noise types. This version was tested on the Antimony quoct (d=8)
spectator experiencing two different noise varieties.

In the studies detailed here, our simulations were run for authentic Poissonian noise functions and true
noise functions of various arbitrary forms.

During these simulations, we assumed Natural Unit System. In addition, the pulse duration measurements
used the arbitrary unit [T ], while the extracted noise spectra in the frequency domain utilized the unit
rad/[T ], mirroring the unit of the pulse sequence.

The resolution of the achieved noise spectra is represented by ω0 = 2π/T , where T denotes the length
of the reference pulse sequence. This resolution marks the gap between successive frequencies for which
the associated noise spectra are gauged using our QNS method. To find the fine details or spur-line of the
noise spectra in an experimental application of our QNS protocol, one must enhance the noise estima-
tion resolution, represented by ω0 = 2π/T , by increasing the duration of the reference pulse sequence,
T .

The simulations indicate that, although the theoretical design of the framework suggests a demand for
numerous iterations of the reference pulse sequence (i.e.,M → ∞), a substantially highM isn’t essential
to recognize the actual patterns. The specific parameters of each simulated spectator and the given true
spectra determine a thresholdM , past which the system’s precise noise spectra can be captured.

In upcoming work, our QNS framework can be expanded and tested for a broader range of qudit systems,
including higher-order natural or synthetic qudits as referenced in [34], and for a sequence of qudits that
exhibit spatial inter-qudit dependencies.

Code Availability

The codes demonstrating the simulations of this work are available at the following url: https://github.
com/AUSMURI/Qudit-noise-spectroscopy.
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A. Switching functions- The effect of spectroscopy pulses on noisy qudits

1. Weyl decomposed Hamiltonian

In this section, our objective is to determine the effective Hamiltonian of the qudit in Weyl basis, taking
into account the XYZ-dephasing noises and spectroscopy pulses. We find this Hamiltonian at arbitrary time
instances within one reference pulse sequence. First we assume the effective Hamiltonian of the qudit and
noises in Weyl basis as of the second line of Eq.(3):

H =
∑
a,b∈S

βab(t)Z
aXb

(A1)

Then the qudit is being exposed to a sequence of resonant pulses where each pulse is represented by
Eq.(7), and the symmetric reference pulse sequence is as Eq.(9) or equivalently Eq.(13) as follows:

{(P−1(ir,jr)
, P(ir,jr))}r=0,...,d−1, (A2)

with τr as the interval between each pair of pulses, during which the qudit is experiencing the free time
evolution with no exposure to any pulses. The unitary operator that applies the whole reference pulse
sequence to the qudit initial state is as follows:

U =

0∏
r=d−1

P−1(ir,jr)
UτrP(ir,jr), Uτr = e−I/ℏ H τr (A3)

where Uτr is the free evolution operator of the qudit affected only by noises during the time interval τr.
The reverse order of r ensures that the operators of the first pulse are first applied to the qudit’s quantum
state. Using the following mathematical expression:

P−1(i,j)e
Φ̂P(i,j) = P−1(i,j)(1 + Φ̂ +

1

2!
Φ̂2 + ...)P(i,j)

= 1 + {P−1(i,j)Φ̂P(i,j)}+
1

2!
{P−1(i,j)Φ̂(P(i,j)}{P−1i,j )Φ̂P(i,j)}+ ... = e

P−1
(i,j)

Φ̂P(i,j) ,

(A4)

the unitary operator applying the total reference pulse sequence to the qudit is as follows:

U =

0∏
r=d−1

e
−I/ℏP−1

(ir,jr)
HP(ir,jr) =

0∏
r=d−1

e−I/ℏ Hr τr = e−I/ℏ
∑d−1

r=0 Hr τr ,

Hr(t ∈ τr) =P−1(ir,jr)
HP(ir,jr),

(A5)

Hr is the effective Hamiltonian of the qudit, noises, and the two pulses {P−1(ir,jr)
, P(ir,jr)} during the inter-

val τr. So, the effective HamiltonianHr(t) is known at any arbitrary time t ∈ τr, r = 0, . . . , d− 1 during
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the spectroscopy process. To findHr we first calculate the term P−1(ir,jr)
ZaXbP(ir,jr) as following:

P−1(i,j)Z
aXbP(i,j)

={|i⟩ ⟨j|+ |j⟩ ⟨i|+ 1− |i⟩ ⟨i| − |j⟩ ⟨j|}ZaXb{|i⟩ ⟨j|+ |j⟩ ⟨i|+ 1− |i⟩ ⟨i| − |j⟩ ⟨j|}
={(|i⟩ ⟨j| ξaj + |j⟩ ⟨i| ξai + Za − |i⟩ ⟨i| ξai − |j⟩ ⟨j| ξaj}
{|i⊕ b⟩ ⟨j|+ |j ⊕ b⟩ ⟨i|+Xb − |i⊕ b⟩ ⟨i| − |j ⊕ b⟩ ⟨j|)}

=
(
|i⟩ ⟨j| ξaj

)
{|i⊕ b⟩ ⟨j|+ |j ⊕ b⟩ ⟨i|+Xb − |i⊕ b⟩ ⟨i| − |j ⊕ b⟩ ⟨j|)}

+
(
|j⟩ ⟨i| ξai

)
{|i⊕ b⟩ ⟨j|+ |j ⊕ b⟩ ⟨i|+Xb − |i⊕ b⟩ ⟨i| − |j ⊕ b⟩ ⟨j|)}

+
(
Za

)
{|i⊕ b⟩ ⟨j|+ |j ⊕ b⟩ ⟨i|+Xb − |i⊕ b⟩ ⟨i| − |j ⊕ b⟩ ⟨j|)}

+
(
− |i⟩ ⟨i| ξai

)
{|i⊕ b⟩ ⟨j|+ |j ⊕ b⟩ ⟨i|+Xb − |i⊕ b⟩ ⟨i| − |j ⊕ b⟩ ⟨j|)}

+
(
− |j⟩ ⟨j| ξaj

)
{|i⊕ b⟩ ⟨j|+ |j ⊕ b⟩ ⟨i|+Xb − |i⊕ b⟩ ⟨i| − |j ⊕ b⟩ ⟨j|)}

=
(
ξaj

)
{δj,i⊕b |i⟩ ⟨j|+ |i⟩ ⟨j ⊕−b| − δj,i⊕b |i⟩ ⟨i|)}

+
(
ξai

)
{δi,j⊕b |j⟩ ⟨i|+ |j⟩ ⟨i⊕−b| − δi,j⊕b |j⟩ ⟨j|)}

+{ξa(i⊕b) |i⊕ b⟩ ⟨j|+ ξa(j⊕b) |j ⊕ b⟩ ⟨i|+ ZaXb − ξa(i⊕b) |i⊕ b⟩ ⟨i| − ξa(j⊕b) |j ⊕ b⟩ ⟨j|)}

+
(
− ξai

)
{δi,j⊕b |i⟩ ⟨i|+ |i⟩ ⟨i⊕−b| − δi,j⊕b |i⟩ ⟨j|)}

+
(
− ξaj

)
{δj,i⊕b |j⟩ ⟨j|+ |j⟩ ⟨j ⊕−b| − δj,i⊕b |j⟩ ⟨i|)}.

(A6)

We further simplify the above equation as follows:

P−1(i,j)Z
aXbP(i,j) = −

(
δj,i⊕bξ

aj + δi,j⊕bξ
ai
)(

|i⟩ ⟨i|+ |j⟩ ⟨j|
)

+
(
δj,i⊕bξ

aj + δi,j⊕bξ
ai
)(

|i⟩ ⟨j|+ |j⟩ ⟨i|
)

+
(
ξa(i⊕b) |i⊕ b⟩ ⟨j|+ ξa(j⊕b) |j ⊕ b⟩ ⟨i| − ξa(i⊕b) |i⊕ b⟩ ⟨i| − ξa(j⊕b) |j ⊕ b⟩ ⟨j|

)
+
(
ξaj |i⟩ ⟨j ⊕−b|+ ξai |j⟩ ⟨i⊕−b| − ξai |i⟩ ⟨i⊕−b| − ξaj |j⟩ ⟨j ⊕−b|

)
+ZaXb,

(A7)

where we used Eq.(2) and their conjugate form. Next, we proceed with the decomposition of the term
|i⟩ ⟨j| using theWeyl basis. In order to determine the decomposing coefficients in the following, we multi-
ply both sides of the expression from right and left sides byZ−k andX−l, respectively, where k, l ∈ S are
two arbitrary fixed indices. Then we calculate the trace of both sides of the equation as follows:

|i⟩ ⟨j| =
∑
a,b∈S

CabZ
aXb

Tr(Z−k |i⟩ ⟨j|X−l) =Tr(
∑
a,b∈S

CabZ
a−kXb−l)

ξ−ik Tr(|i⟩ ⟨j ⊕ l|) =
∑
a,b∈S

Cab Tr(Z
a−kXb−l)

ξ−ikδi,j⊕l =
∑
a,b∈S

Cabδa,kδb,l Tr(1)

Cab =Ck,l =
1

d
ξ−aiδi,j⊕b,

(A8)

To find the fourth line of the above equation, we used the fact that the powers of the generalized Pauli
matrices are traceless unless with zero power (a = k, b = l) that yields the unit matrix. It could be also
calculated as follows:

Tr(ZαXβ) =

d−1∑
l=0

⟨l|ZαXβ |l⟩ =
d−1∑
l=0

ξαl ⟨l|l ⊕ β⟩ = δβ,0

d−1∑
l=0

ξαl = d.δβ,0δα,0. (A9)
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where we used Eq.(2), ⟨l|Zα = ξαl ⟨l|, and the geometric series
∑n−1

l=0 arl = an (if r = 1) and∑n−1
l=0 arl = a 1−rn

1−r , (otherwise). Now Eq.(A8) turns to the following:

|i⟩ ⟨j| =1

d

∑
a,b∈S

ξ−aiδi,j⊕bZ
aXb =

1

d

∑
a∈S

b=i−j

ξ−aiZaXb,=
1

d

∑
a∈S

ξ−a(i+j)X−jZaXi

↪→ |i⟩ ⟨i| =1

d

∑
a∈S

ξ−aiZa.

(A10)

In the first row of the above equation we used δi,j⊕b = δi−j,⊕b = δi−j,nd+b = δi−j,b, where we assumed
n = 0 for simplifying the notation, and in the second rowwe used |i⟩ ⟨j| = (|j⟩ ⟨i|)∗. Substituting Eq.(A10)
into Eq.(A7) we find:

P−1(i,j)Z
aXbP(i,j) =

1

d

∑
a′∈S

Za′
(
− (ξ−a

′i + ξ−a
′j)(δj−i,bξ

aj + δi−j,bξ
ai)X0

+ ξ−a
′i(δj−i,bξ

aj + δi−j,bξ
ai)Xi−j

+ ξ−a
′j(δj−i,bξ

aj + δi−j,bξ
ai)Xj−i

+ ξ−a
′(i+b)ξa(i+b)X(i+b)−j

+ ξ−a
′(j+b)ξa(j+b)X(j+b)−i

− ξ−a
′(i+b)ξa(i+b)Xb

− ξ−a
′(j+b)ξa(j+b)Xb

+ ξ−a
′iξajXi−(j−b)

+ ξ−a
′jξaiXj−(i−b)

− ξ−a
′iξaiXi−(i−b)

− ξ−a
′jξajXj−(j−b)

+ ξ−a
′idδa,a′Xb

)

(A11)

The above simplification process proceeds as follows:

P−1(i,j)Z
aXbP(i,j) =

1

d

∑
a′∈S

Za′
(
− (ξ−a

′i + ξ−a
′j)(δj,i+bξ

aj + δi,j+bξ
ai)X0

+ ξ−a
′i(δj,i+bξ

aj + δi,j+bξ
ai)Xi−j

+ ξ−a
′j(δj,i+bξ

aj + δi,j+bξ
ai)Xj−i

+ ξ−a
′i(ξ−a

′b+a(i+b) + ξaj)Xi−j+b

+ ξ−a
′j(ξ−a

′b+a(j+b) + ξai)Xj−i+b

− (ξ−a
′idδa,a′ + ξi(a−a

′) + ξj(a−a
′) + ξ(a−a

′)(i+b) + ξ(a−a
′)(j+b))Xb,

(A12)

that finally yields:

P−1(i,j)Z
aXbP(i,j) =

1

d

∑
a′∈S

Za′
(
− (ξ−a

′i + ξ−a
′j)(δj,i+bξ

aj + δi,j+bξ
ai)X0

+ ξ−a
′i(δj,i+bξ

aj + δi,j+bξ
ai)Xi−j

+ ξ−a
′j(δj,i+bξ

aj + δi,j+bξ
ai)Xj−i

+ (ξ(a−a
′)(i+b) + ξ−a

′i+aj)Xi−j+b

+ (ξ(a−a
′)(j+b) + ξ−a

′j+ai)Xj−i+b

+ (−(ξ(a−a
′)i + ξ(a−a

′)j)(ξ(a−a
′)b + 1) + ξ−a

′idδa,a′)Xb
)
.

(A13)
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The above equation can be expressed in the form of the Weyl basis as follows where only specific powers
of the generalized PauliX operator are nonzero:

P−1(i,j)Z
aXbP(i,j) =

∑
a′,b′∈S

yijaba′b′ Z
a′
Xb′ ,

yijaba′,0 =
−1

d
(ξ−a

′i + ξ−a
′j)(δj,i+bξ

aj + δi,j+bξ
ai),

yijaba′,i−j =
1

d
ξ−a

′i(δj,i+bξ
aj + δi,j+bξ

ai),

yijaba′,j−i =
1

d
ξ−a

′j(δj,i+bξ
aj + δi,j+bξ

ai),

yijaba′,i−j+b =
1

d
(ξ(a−a

′)(i+b) + ξ−a
′i+aj),

yijaba′,j−i+b =
1

d
(ξ(a−a

′)(j+b) + ξ−a
′j+ai),

yijaba′,b =
1

d
(−(ξ(a−a

′)i + ξ(a−a
′)j)(ξ(a−a

′)b + 1) + ξ−a
′id δa,a′),

yijaba′,b′ /∈S′ =0, S′ = {0, i− j, j − i, i− j + b, j − i+ b, b} ∈ S.

(A14)

Using Eqs.(3), (A5), and (A14), theHr effective Hamiltonian of the qudit, noise, and pulses during the time
interval τr would be as follows:

Hr(t ∈ τr) = P−1(ir,jr)
HP(ir,jr) =

∑
a,b∈S

βab(t)P
−1
(ir,jr)

ZaXbP(ir,jr) =
∑

a,b,a′,b′∈S

βab(t)y
irjrab
a′b′ Za′

Xb′ ,

↪→ Hr(t) =
∑

a′,b′∈S

Ya′b′(t)Z
a′
Xb′ , Ya′b′ =

∑
a,b∈S

βab(t)y
ab
a′b′(t), t ∈ τr,

(A15)

where we assumed yirjraba′b′ = yaba′b′(t ∈ τr), that is defined in Eq.(A14), and is called the switching function.
The general Weyl decomposition coefficient Ya′b′(t) in the above equation consists of the switching func-
tion associated with spectroscopy pulses and βab(t) function associated with the general XYZ-dephasing
noises.

In our noise spectroscopy protocol, Eq.(A15) represents the most comprehensive form of the effective
Hamiltonian of a qudit, noises, and two pulses during each pulse interval that is decomposed in the general
Weyl basis.

The unitary operator responsible for the reference sequence is now found by substituting Eq.(A15) into
Eq.(A5):

U = exp{−I

ℏ

d−1∑
r=0

(
∑

a,b,a′,b′∈S

βab(t)y
irjrab
a′b′ Za′

Xb′)τr} (A16)

2. Reduced Weyl Hamiltonian

Within this section, our goal is to derive the effective Hamiltonian of a qudit, taking into account the effects
of noises and two pulses, and perform its decomposition using the Reduced Weyl basis. To determine
the effective Hamiltonian, we employ a similar procedure as in the previous section, leading to Eq.(A5).
Subsequently, to achieve the equivalent Reduced Weyl decomposition Hr, we utilize Eq.(3) (first line),
which represents the effective Hamiltonian of the qudit and noises. We then proceed to calculate the term
P−1(ir,jr)

ZaP(ir,jr) in the following manner:

P−1(i,j)Z
aP(i,j) ={|i⟩ ⟨j|+ |j⟩ ⟨i|+ 1− |i⟩ ⟨i| − |j⟩ ⟨j|}×

Za{|i⟩ ⟨j|+ |j⟩ ⟨i|+ 1− |i⟩ ⟨i| − |j⟩ ⟨j|}
={(|i⟩ ⟨j|+ |j⟩ ⟨i|+ 1− |i⟩ ⟨i| − |j⟩ ⟨j|}×
{ξai |i⟩ ⟨j|+ ξaj |j⟩ ⟨i|+ Za − ξai |i⟩ ⟨i| − ξaj |j⟩ ⟨j|)}

=(ξai − ξaj)(|j⟩ ⟨j| − |i⟩ ⟨i|) + Za,

(A17)
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where we made use of Eq.(2), their conjugates, and also replaced −a with a. Now we substitute Eq.(A10)
into Eq.(A17) to achieve the following result:

P−1(i,j)Z
aP(i,j) = (ξai − ξaj)

( ∑
m∈S

1

d
ξ−mjZm

∑
n∈S

1

d
ξ−niZn

)
+ Za

=
1

d
(ξai − ξaj)

∑
m∈S

(ξ−mj − ξ−mi)Zm + Za
(A18)

Consequently, we can derive the effective HamiltonianHr by following the subsequent approach:

Hr = P−1(ir,jr)
HP(ir,jr) =

∑
a∈S

βa(t)P
−1
(ir,jr)

ZaP(ir,jr)

=
∑
a∈S

βa(t)
(1
d
(ξai − ξaj)

∑
m∈S

(ξ−mj − ξ−mi)Zm + Za
)

=
1

d

∑
a∈S

βa(t)(ξ
air − ξajr )

∑
m∈S

(ξ−mjr − ξ−mir )Zm +
∑
a∈S

βa(t)Z
a

=
1

d

∑
a,m∈S

βa(t)(ξ
air − ξajr )(ξ−mjr − ξ−mir )Zm +

∑
m∈S

βm(t)Zm

=
1

d

∑
m∈S

( ∑
a=∈S

βa(t)(ξ
air − ξajr )(ξ−mjr − ξ−mir ) + βm(t)

)
Zm,

(A19)

that is equivalent to the following:

Hr =
∑
m∈S

Ym(t)Zm =
∑

a,m∈S
βa(t)ym,a(t)(t)Z

m, t ∈ τr

Ym(t) = βm(t) +
1

d
(ξ−mjr − ξ−mir )

∑
a=∈S

βa(t)(ξ
air − ξajr ),

ym,a(t) = δm,a +
1

d
(ξ−mjr − ξ−mir )(ξair − ξajr )

(A20)

Eq.(A20) shows the effective Hamiltonian of a qudit, incorporating noises and two pulses within each inter-
val of our noise spectroscopy protocol, which has been decomposed using the ReducedWeyl basis.

3. Reduced Weyl Hamiltonian (Qutrit)

In this section, we demonstrate that the qutrit version of Eq.(A20) has a more abstract structure. Initially,
we note that Eq.(2) results in:

Zd = 1, Xd |i⟩ = |i⊕ d⟩ = 1 |i⟩
↪→ Z−a = Zd−a, X−a = Xd−a,

(A21)

So, the indexing of the Weyl decomposition set, denoted by S = {0, 1, 2, ..., d − 1}, has the following
alternative form:

S = {0,±1, ...,± (d− 1)

2
} odd d,

= {0,±1, ...,± (d− 1)

2
, (
d

2
or

−d

2
)} even d

= {0}+ S+ + S−,

(A22)

where S+ and S− has the positive and negative values of S, respectively, excluding 0 term. The above
symmetric indexing would be more advantageous within the formalism of this section. In the subsequent
analysis, we utilize Eq.(A20) to compute the effective Hamiltonian of the qutrit influenced by the pulse
sequence described in Eq.(32). This involves determining the function Ym(t) that corresponds to the fol-
lowing time intervals:

τ1 : 0 ≤ t < T/7, τ2 : T/7 ≤ t < 2T/5, τ3 : 2T/5 ≤ t < T. (A23)
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When applying the pulse indices (i1, j1) = (1,−1) for duration τ1 to Eq.(A20), we find:
Y0(t) =β0(t)

Y1(t) =β1(t) +
1

3
(ξ1 − ξ−1)

∑
a=∈S

βa(t)(ξ
air − ξajr )

=β1(t) +
1

3
(ξ1 − ξ−1)

(
β1(t)(ξ

1 − ξ−1) + β−1(t)(ξ
−1 − ξ1)

)
=β1(t) +

1

3
(ξ1 − ξ−1)2(β1(t)− β−1(t)) = β−1(t)

Y−1(t) =β−1(t) +
1

3
(ξ−1 − ξ1)

(
β1(t)(ξ

1 − ξ−1) + β−1(t)(ξ
−1 − ξ1)

)
=β−1(t) +

1

3
(ξ−1 − ξ1)2(β−1(t)− β1(t)) = β1(t)

H1 =P−11,−1HP1,−1 = β0(t)Z
0 + β1(t)Z

−1 + β−1(t)Z
1

=
∑

a={0,±1}

Ya(t)Z
a =

∑
a={0,±1}

y−a(t)β−a(t)Z
a;

y0(t) =1, y1(t) = 1, y−1(t) = 1

(A24)

For t ∈ τ2 and pulse indices (i2, j2) = (−1, 0) we have:
Y0(t) =β0(t),

Y1(t) =β1(t) +
1

3
(ξ0 − ξ1)

(
β1(t)(ξ

−1 − ξ0) + β−1(t)(ξ
1 − ξ0)

)
=β1(t)

(
1 +

1

3
(ξ0 − ξ1)(ξ−1 − ξ0)

)
+ β−1(t)

(1
3
(ξ0 − ξ1)(ξ1 − ξ0)

)
=β1(t)

(
1 +

1

3
(−3)

)
+ β−1(t)

(
− 1

3
(1 + ξ + ξ2 − 3ξ2)

)
= ξβ−1(t)

Y−1(t) =β−1(t) +
1

3
(ξ0 − ξ−1)

(
β1(t)(ξ

−1 − ξ0) + β−1(t)(ξ
1 − ξ0)

)
=β−1(t)

(
1 +

1

3
(ξ0 − ξ−1)(ξ1 − ξ0)

)
+ β1(t)

(1
3
(ξ0 − ξ−1)(ξ−1 − ξ0)

)
=β−1(t)

(
1 +

1

3
(−3)

)
+ β1(t)

(
− 1

3
(1 + ξ2 + ξ − 3ξ)

)
= ξ−1β1(t)

H2 =P−1−1,0HP−1,0 = β0(t)1+ β1(t)ξ
−1Z−1 + β−1(t)ξ

1Z1

=
∑

a={0,±1}

Ya(t)Z
a =

∑
a={0,±1}

β−a(t)y−a(t)Z
a;

y0(t) =1, y−1(t) = ξ1, y1(t) = ξ−1

(A25)

Lastly, for t within the interval τ3 and with pulse indices (i3, j3) = (−1, 0), we get:
Y0(t) =β0(t),

Y1(t) =β1(t) +
1

3
(ξ−1 − ξ0)

(
β1(t)(ξ

0 − ξ1) + β−1(t)(ξ
0 − ξ−1)

)
=β1(t)

(
1 +

1

3
(ξ−1 − ξ0)(ξ0 − ξ1)

)
+ β−1(t)

(1
3
(ξ−1 − ξ0)(ξ0 − ξ−1)

)
=β1(t)

(
1 +

1

3
(−3)

)
+ β−1(t)

(1
3
(3ξ−1)

)
= ξ−1β−1(t)

Y−1(t) =β−1(t) +
1

3
(ξ1 − ξ0)

(
β1(t)(ξ

0 − ξ1) + β−1(t)(ξ
0 − ξ−1)

)
=β−1(t)

(
1 +

1

3
(ξ1 − ξ0)(ξ0 − ξ−1)

)
+ β1(t)

(1
3
(ξ1 − ξ0)(ξ0 − ξ1)

)
=β−1(t)

(
1 +

1

3
(−3)

)
+ β1(t)

(1
3
(3ξ)

)
= ξβ1(t)

H3 =P−10,1HP0,1 = β0(t)1+ β1(t)ξ
1Z−1 + β−1(t)ξ

−1Z1

=
∑

a={0,±1}

Ya(t)Z
a =

∑
a={0,±1}

β−a(t)y−a(t)Z
a;

y0(t) =1, y−1(t) = ξ−1, y1(t) = ξ1

(A26)
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It could be seen from Eqs.(A24), (A25), and (A26) that the effective Hamiltonian of the qutrit, with the given
pulse sequence, has a simpler form than that of Eq.(A20) as follows:

H =
∑

a={0,±1}

β−a(t)y−a(t)Z
a,

{ya(t ∈ τ1) = 1, ya(t ∈ τ2) = ξ−a, ya(t ∈ τ3) = ξa}, ξ = e2πi/3
(A27)

B. Qudit’s expectation values

This appendix demonstrates the connection between the expectation value of an arbitrary qudit’s observ-
able, the surrounding noise spectra, and the switching functions (pulse series). In this appendix, i =

√
−1

unless used as a variable index.

1. Weyl decomposed Hamiltonians

In this subsection, we find the aforementioned relation for the most comprehensive form of the qudit
effective HamiltonianHr(t ∈ τr) of Eq.(A15). The expectation value of the qudit’s arbitrary observable ⟨Ô⟩
canbedecomposed inWeyl basis as Eq.(21). To simplify the calculation of ⟨Ô⟩, wefind the expectation value
of an arbitrary Weyl term ⟨ZmXn⟩, in the following manner, for a qudit with density matrix ρ̂(t).

⟨ZmXn⟩ =Tr(ρ̂(t)ZmXn) = Tr(UH ρ̂(0)(ZmXnX−nZ−m)U∗HZmXn)

=Tr(X−nZ−mU∗HZmXnUH ρ̂(0)ZmXn)

=Tr(X−nZ−mT−e
i
∫ t
0
H(t′)dt′ZmXnT+e

−i
∫ t
0
H(t′)dt′ ρ̂(0)ZmXn)

=Tr(T−e
i
∫ t
0
X−nZ−mH(t′)ZmXndt′T+e

−i
∫ t
0
H(t′)dt′ ρ̂(0)ZmXn)

(B1)

where,

UH =T+e
−i

∫ t
0
H(t′)dt′ = T+e

−i(H(0)dt+H(dt)2dt+···+H(t−dt)Ndt)

=e−iH(t−dt)Ndte−iH(t−2dt)(N−1)dt . . . e−iH(dt)2dte−iH(0)dt, N → ∞
(B2)

is the unitary operator responsible for the qudit evolution with the following unified effective Hamiltonian
(Eq.(19)) at arbitrary time t.

H(t) =
∑

A∑∈S
βAβ

(t)yAy (t)Z
AzXAx , (B3)

UH could be found by applying
∏0

r=d−1 → T+,
∑d−1

0 τr →
∫ t

0
dt, and ℏ = 1 to Eq.(A5), where T+ is the

time-ordering operator, and its conjugated form is expressed as follows:

U∗H =T−e
i
∫ t
0
H(t′)dt′ = T−e

i(H(0)dt+H(dt)2dt+···+H(t−dt)Ndt)

=eiH(0)dteiH(dt)2dt . . . eiH(t−2dt)(N−1)dteiH(t−dt)Ndt.
(B4)
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Using Eq.(A15), we can further simplify Eq.(B1) as follows:
⟨⟨ZmXn⟩⟩ =

Tr(T−e
i
∫ t
0

∑
A∑∈S⟨βAβ

(t′)⟩yAy (t
′)X−nZ−mZAZXAXZmXndt′

T+e
−i

∫ t
0
⟨H(t′)⟩dt′ ρ̂(0)ZmXn)

=Tr(T−e
i
∫ t
0

∑
A∑∈S⟨βAβ

(t′)⟩yAy (t
′)X−nZ−mZAZ ξ−mAXZmXAXXndt′

× T+e
−i

∫ t
0
⟨H(t′)⟩dt′ ρ̂(0)ZmXn)

=Tr(T−e
i
∫ t
0

∑
A∑∈S⟨βAβ

(t′)⟩yAy (t
′)ZAZ ξ−mAX+nAZX−nXAXXndt′

× T+e
−i

∫ t
0
⟨H(t′)⟩dt′ ρ̂(0)ZmXn)

=Tr(T−e
i
∫ t
0

∑
A∑∈S⟨βAβ

(t′)⟩yAy (t
′)ξ−mAX+nAZZAZXAX dt′

T+e
−i

∫ t
0
⟨H(t′)⟩dt′ ρ̂(0)ZmXn)

=Tr(T−e
i
∫ t
0

∑
A∑∈S⟨βAβ

(t′)⟩yAy (t
′)ξ−mAX+nAZZAZXAX dt′

T+e
−i

∫ t
0

∑
A∑∈S⟨βAβ

(t′)⟩yAy (t
′)ZAZXAX dt′

ρ̂(0)ZmXn)

=Tr(T+e
−i

∫ t
0

∑
A∑∈S⟨βAβ

(t′)⟩yAy (t
′)(1−ξ−mAX+nAZ )ZAZXAX dt′

ρ̂(0)ZmXn)

=Tr([1 + [−i

∫ t

0

∑
A∑∈S

⟨βAβ
(t′)⟩yAy (t

′)(1− ξ−mAX+nAZ )ZAZXAXdt′]

+
1

2
[−i

∫ t

0

∑
A∑∈S

⟨βAβ
(t′)⟩yAy

(t′)(1− ξ−mAX+nAZ )ZAZXAXdt′]2 + ...]ρ̂(0)ZmXn),

(B5)

where the extra ⟨⟩ denotes averaging the expectation values over many realizations of the stochastic noise
functions. To derive the above equation, we used Eq.(A4), the Dyson series, and the assumption of small t
values. Furthermore, to arrive at the tenth line of the equation above, we employed Eqs.(B2) and (B4).
Next note that due to the stochastic noise function βa′b′(t) possessing a zero-mean Gaussian distribution
and being stationary (Eq.(24)), we have the following:∫ t

0

∑
A∑∈S

⟨βAβ
(t′)⟩yAy

(t′)(1− ξ−mAX+nAZ )ZAZXAXdt′

=

∫ t

0

dt′
∑

A∑∈S
⟨βAβ

(t′)⟩g(Ay,AX ,AZ ,m, n, t′) = 0,

(B6)

where g(Ay,AX ,AZ ,m, n, t′) is a function with scalar values multiplied by the powers of generalized
Pauli Z and X operators within the specified time intervals. Now Eq.(B5) can be more simplified as fol-
lows:

⟨⟨ZmXn⟩⟩ = Tr([1− 1

2

∫ t

0

dt′dt′′×∑
A∑,Ã∑∈S

⟨βAβ
(t′)βÃβ

(t′′)⟩yAy
(t′)yÃy

(t′′)(1− ξ−mAX+nAZ )(1− ξÃZn−ÃXm)

× ξ−ÃZAXZAZ+ÃZXAX+ÃX ]ρ̂(0)ZmXn)

=Tr(ρ̂(0)ZmXn)− Tr(
1

2

∫ t

0

dt′dt′′×∑
A∑,Ã∑∈S

⟨βAβ
(t′)βÃβ

(t′′)⟩yAy
(t′))yÃy

(t′′)(1− ξ−mAX+nAZ )(1− ξÃZn−ÃXm)

× ξ−ÃZAXZAZ+ÃZXAX+ÃX ρ̂(0)ZmXn),

(B7)

Nextweassume theWeyl decomposition of an arbitrary initial densitymatrix operator of the qudit (Eq.(21)),
and consider the trace of Weyl operators Tr(ZmXn) = dδm=id,n=id, where i ∈ Z to achieve the follow-
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ing:

⟨⟨ZmXn⟩⟩ = Tr(
∑

p′,q′∈S
Vp′q′Z

p′
Xq′ZmXn)

− Tr(
1

2

∫ t

0

dt′dt′′
∑

A∑,Ã∑,p,q∈S

⟨βAβ
(t′)βÃβ

(t′′)⟩yAy
(t′))yÃy

(t′′)×

(1− ξ−mAX+nAZ )(1− ξÃZn−ÃXm)ξ−ÃZAXZAZ+ÃZXAX+ÃXVp,qZ
pXqZmXn)

=Tr(
∑

p′,q′∈S
Vp′q′ξ

−mq′Zp′+mXq′+n)

− Tr(
1

2

∫ t

0

dt′dt′′
∑

A∑,Ã∑,p,q∈S

⟨βAβ
(t′)βÃβ

(t′′)⟩yAy
(t′))yÃy

(t′′)×

(1− ξ−mAX+nAZ )(1− ξÃZn−ÃXm)ξ−ÃZAXZAZ+ÃZXAX+ÃXVpqξ
−mqZp+mXq+n)

=
∑

p′,q′∈S
Vp′,q′ξ

−mq′δp′,−mδq′,−n Tr(1d×d)

− Tr(
1

2

∫ t

0

dt′dt′′
∑

A∑,Ã∑,p,q∈S

⟨βAβ
(t′)βÃβ

(t′′)⟩yAy (t
′))yÃy

(t′′)×

(1− ξ−mAX+nAZ )(1− ξÃZn−ÃXm)ξ−ÃZAXZAZ+ÃZ×

Vp,qξ
−mqZp+mXq+nXAX+ÃX ξ−(p+m)(AX+AX̃))

(B8)

We continue the simplification as follows:

⟨⟨ZmXn⟩⟩ = V−m,−nξ
mn.d− Tr(

1

2

∫ t

0

dt′dt′′×∑
A∑,Ã∑,p,q∈S

⟨βAβ
(t′)βÃβ

(t′′)⟩yAy (t
′))yÃy

(t′′)(1− ξ−mAX+nAZ )(1− ξÃZn−ÃXm)

× Vpqξ
−ÃZAX−mq−(p+m)(AX+AX̃)ZAZ+ÃZ+p+mXq+n+AX+ÃX )

=V−m,−nξ
mn.d− 1

2

∫ t

0

dt′dt′′×∑
A∑,Ã∑∈S

⟨βAβ
(t′)βÃβ

(t′′)⟩yAy (t
′))yÃy

(t′′)(1− ξ−mAX+nAZ )(1− ξÃZn−ÃXm)

×
∑
p,q∈S

Vpqξ
−ÃZAX−mq−(p+m)(AX+AX̃)δAZ+ÃZ ,−p−mδAX+ÃX ,−q−n Tr(1d×d)

=V−m,−nξ
mn.d− 1

2

∫ t

0

dt′dt′′×∑
A∑,Ã∑∈S

⟨βAβ
(t′)βÃβ

(t′′)⟩yAy (t
′))yÃy

(t′′)(1− ξ−mAX+nAZ )(1− ξÃZn−ÃXm)

× d
∑
p,q∈S

Vpqξ
−ÃZAX−mq+(p+m)(q+n)δAZ+ÃZ ,−p−mδAX+ÃX ,−q−n

(B9)

Lastly, the most streamlined form of ⟨⟨ZmXn⟩⟩ is found as follows:

⟨⟨ZmXn⟩⟩ = Gmn − 1

2

∫ t

0

∫ t

0

dt′dt′′
∑

A∑,Ã∑∈S
JmnAJ

⟨βAβ
(t′)βÃβ

(t′′)⟩yAy
(t′)yÃy

(t′′), (B10)

where,

Gmn = d
∑
p,q∈S

ξ−mqVp,qδp+m,idδq+n=id = dξmnVid−m,id−n, (B11)
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and
JmnAJ

=d.
∑
p,q∈S

(1− ξ−mAX+nAZ )(1− ξÃZn−ÃXm)ξ−ÃZAX−mq+(p+m)(n+q).

Vp,qδp+m+AZ+ÃZ ,idδq+n+AX+ÃX ,id.

(B12)

For simplicity of notation, the new indexing variable ofAJ = AZ ,AX , ÃZ , ÃX is considered. Nowwe de-
fine the filter function as the bounded Fourier transform of the switching function in the following:

FAF
(ω, t) =

∫ t

0

dt′yAy
(t′)eiωt′ , (B13)

where AF = Ay. The Hermitian characteristics of the effective Hamiltonian results in Eq.(C57), that com-
bined with the above equation yields:

F ∗−AF
(ω, t) =FAF

(−ω, t)ξ−A n
Z A n

X+AZAX (B14)
On the other hand, the noise spectra and the correlations of the noise functions are the mutual Fourier
transforms as follows:

SAS ,→(ω) =S
Ãβ

Aβ
(ω) =

∫ ∞
−∞

dt⟨βAβ
(0)βÃβ

(t)⟩eiωt,

⟨βAβ
(t′)βÃβ

(t′′)⟩ = ⟨βAβ
(0)βÃβ

(t′′ − t′)⟩ = 1

2π

∫ ∞
−∞

dωSAS
(ω)e−iω(t′′−t′),

(B15)

where the new indexing/power variable AS = Aβ , Ãβ is defined to simplify the notation. Using these
relations Eq.(B10) transforms into the following:

⟨⟨ZmXn⟩⟩ = Gmn − 1

2

∑
A∑,Ã∑∈S

JmnAJ

[ 1

2π

∫ ∞
−∞

dωSAS
(ω)e−iω(t′′−t′)

]

×
[ ∫ t

0

dt′yAy (t
′)eiωt′

]
e−iωt′

[ ∫ t

0

dt′′y∗−Ãy
(t′′)ξÃ n

Z Ã n
X−ÃZÃXe−iωt′′

]
eiωt′′

= Gmn − 1

4π

∫ ∞
−∞

dω
∑

A∑,Ã∑∈S
JmnAJ

ξÃ n
Z Ã n

X−ÃZÃXSAS
(ω)FAF

(ω, t)F ∗−ÃF
(ω, t)

= Gmn − 1

4π

∫ ∞
−∞

dω
∑

A∑,Ã∑∈S
J̃mnAJ

SAS
(ω)FAF

(ω, t)F ∗−ÃF
(ω, t),

J̃mnAJ
= JmnAJ

ξÃ n
Z Ã n

X−ÃZÃX .

(B16)

Now consider that the reference pulse sequence applied within t ∈ [0, T ] is repeated forM times so that
the total time of one pulse series consisting of M reference sequences is t = MT . The filter function
corresponding one pulse series in terms of that of one pulse sequence is as follows:

FAF
(ω, t) =FAF

(ω,MT ) =

∫ MT

0

dt′yAy (t
′)eiωt′ =

M−1∑
r=0

∫ (r+1)T

rT

dt′yAy (t
′)eiωt′

=
M−1∑
r=0

∫ T

0

dsyAy
(s)eiωseiωrT =

M−1∑
r=0

eiωrTFAF
(ω, T ) =

1− eiωMT

1− eiωT
FAF

(ω, T ).

(B17)

In the second row of Eq.(B17) we applied the variable exchange t′ → s + rT , assumed the switching
functions to be identical across different rounds of pulse series (i.e. yAy

(t′) = yAy
(s+ rT )), and utilized

the geometric series relation. By assuming 1−eiωMT

1−eiωT = eiMωT/2

eiωT/2 . sin(MωT/2)
sin(ωT/2) , and substituting Eq.(B17) into

Eq.(B16), we find:
⟨⟨ZmXn⟩⟩ =

Gmn − 1

4π

∫ ∞
−∞

dω
∑

A∑,Ã∑∈S
J̃mnAJ

SAS
(ω)FAF

(ω, T )F ∗−ÃF
(ω, T )

sin2(MωT/2)

sin2(ωT/2)

= Gmn +

∫ ∞
∞

dω
sin2(MωT/2)

sin2(ωT/2)
L(ω);

L(ω) = − 1

4π

∑
A∑,Ã∑∈S

J̃mnAJ
SAS

(ω)FAF
(ω, T )F ∗−ÃF

(ω, T )

(B18)
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The last integral termof Eq.(B18) is simplified by first considering the variable exchangeω → ω′ = ω−m 2π
T ,

next the substitution
∫∞
−∞ dω′ =

∑∞
m=−∞

∫m 2π
T + π

T

m 2π
T −

π
T

dω′, and finally the variable exchange Mω′T
2 → u, as

following:∫ ∞
−∞

dω
sin2(MωT/2)

sin2(ωT/2)
L(ω) =

∫ ∞
−∞

dω′
sin2((ω′ +m 2π

T )MT
2 )

sin2((ω′ +m 2π
T )T2 )

L(ω′ +m
2π

T
))

=

∫ ∞
−∞

dω′
sin2(MT

2 ω′ +mMπ)

sin2(T2 ω
′ +mMπ)

L(ω′ +m
2π

T
)) =

∫ ∞
−∞

dω′
sin2(MT

2 ω′)

sin2(T2 ω
′)

L(ω′ +m
2π

T
))

=

∞∑
m=−∞

∫ m 2π
T + π

T

m 2π
T −

π
T

dω′
sin2(MT

2 ω′)

sin2(T2 ω
′)

L(ω′ +m
2π

T
))

=
2

MT

∞∑
m=−∞

∫ mMπ+Mπ
2

mMπ−Mπ
2

du
sin2(u)

sin2(u/M)
L(

2

MT
u+m

2π

T
)

(B19)

By making the assumptionM → ∞ we have sin(u/M → 0) ≈ u/M and L( 2
MT u +m 2π

T ) → L(m 2π
T ).

Consequently, we can find
∫mMπ+Mπ/2

mMπ−Mπ/2
du sin2 u

u2 =
∫Mπ/2

−Mπ/2
du sin2 u

u2 =
∫∞
−∞ du sin2 u

u2 ≈ π . Eq.(B18) can
now be expressed in the following form:

⟨⟨ZmXn⟩⟩ ≈Gmn +
2π

T
M

∞∑
k=−∞

L(
2π

T
k)

≈Gmn − M

2T

∞∑
k=−∞

∑
A∑,Ã∑∈S

J̃mnAJ
SAS

(kω0)FAF
(kω0, T )F

∗
−ÃF

(kω0, T );

(B20)

where ω0 = 2π
T . Taking the summation of Weyl decomposition coefficients of all parameters of Eq.(B20),

and assuming T → T ′ = T/r and ω0 → ω′0 = rω0, we have the following:

⟨⟨Ô(t = MT/r)⟩⟩r = η − 1

2

∫ t

0

∫ t

0

dt′dt′′
∑

A∑,Ã∑∈S
λAλ

yAy
(t′)yÃy

(t′′)⟨βAβ
(t′)βÃβ

(t′′)⟩

= η − 1

4π

∫ Ω

−Ω
dω

∑
A∑,Ã∑∈S

λAλ
FAF

(ω, t)F ∗−ÃF
(ω, t)SAS

(ω)

≈ η − M

2T/r

Ω∑
k=−Ω

∑
A∑,Ã∑∈S

λAλ
FAF

(rkω0, T/r)F
∗
−ÃF

(rkω0, T/r)SAS
(krω0),

(B21)

where Ω → ∞ is the maximum noise frequency that we are interested to detect with the qudit spectator,
Aλ = AJ , and,

η =
∑

m,n∈S
OmnGmn = d

∑
m,n∈S

Omnξ
mnVid−m,id−n,

λAλ
=

∑
m,n∈S

OmnJ̃mnAJ

= d
∑

m,n,p,q∈S
OmnVp,qδ−p,+m+AZ+ÃZ−idδ−q,+n+AX+ÃX−id

× (1− ξ−mAX+nAZ )(1− ξÃZn−ÃXm)ξ−ÃZAX−mq+(m+p)(n+q)ξÃ n
Z Ã n

X−ÃZÃX .

(B22)
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Now, utilizing Eq.(C46), the integral and summation in Eq.(B21) are transformed to the positive range in the
following manner:

⟨⟨Ô(t = MT/r)⟩⟩r = η − 1

2

∫ t

0

∫ t

0

dt′dt′′
∑

A∑,Ã∑∈S
λAλ

yAy (t
′)yÃy

(t′′)⟨βAβ
(t′)βÃβ

(t′′)⟩

= η − 1

4π
{
∫ Ω

0+
dω

∑
A∑,Ã∑∈S

λAλ
×

(
FAF

(ω,MT/r)F ∗−ÃF
(ω,MT/r)SAS

(ω) + FAF
(−ω,MT/r)F ∗−ÃF

(−ω,MT/r)SAS
(−ω)

)
+ dω ×

∑
A∑,Ã∑∈S

λAλ
FAF

(0, t)F ∗−ÃF
(0, t)SAS

(0) }

≈ η − M

2T/r
{

N∑
k=1

∑
A∑,Ã∑∈S

λAλ
×

(
FAF

(rkω0, T/r)F
∗
−ÃF

(rkω0, T/r)SAS
(krω0)

+ FAF
(−rkω0, T/r)F

∗
−ÃF

(−rkω0, T/r)SAS
(−krω0)

)
+

∑
A∑,Ã∑∈S

λAλ

(
FAF

(0, T/r)F ∗−ÃF
(0, T/r)SAS

(0)
)
}

(B23)

In the above formula, SAS
(0) is the noise spectrum at exactly zero frequency. Since ω → 0 could be a

measurable frequency, the ω = 0 means no frequency and so we cannot assign any noise spectrum to
ω = 0. Consequently, we ignore the nonphysical terms including S(0) in the integral and summation parts
of the above equations, so that we assume:

SAS
(ω = 0) = 0 (B24)

To maintain the equality of the integral and summation parts, we start the integration from point ω0. It is
due to the fact thatN = ⌊Ω/ω0⌋ and each termof the summation is equivalent toω0 portion of the integral
range, and if we eliminate the first term of summation (k = 0), we can start the integration from point
ω0. The equivalence of the integral portions and summation terms can be understood by the following
approximation: ∫ Ω

0

f(ω)dω ≈
⌊Ω/ω0⌋∑
k=0

f(kω0)× ω0, ω0 → dω (B25)

The above formula in our formalism has been transformed into the less trivial form:∫ Ω

0

f(
MT

r
, ω)dω ≈

⌊Ω/ω0⌋∑
k=0

f(
T

r
, krω0)×Mrω0 (B26)

Using the aforementioned fact of ignoring zero frequency term, we increase the efficiency of our simula-
tions for retrieving the true spectra. This approximation leads to a significant reduction in the required
reference sequence repetitions (M ) and yields high resolution for the simulated spectra, i.e. the better
overlap of the true and the simulated spectra. The assumption stated above transforms Eq.(B23) into the
following form:

⟨⟨Ô(t = MT/r)⟩⟩r = η − 1

2

∫ t

0

∫ t

0

dt′dt′′
∑

A∑,Ã∑∈S
λAλ

yAy
(t′)yÃy

(t′′)⟨βAβ
(t′)βÃβ

(t′′)⟩

= η − 1

4π

∫ Ω

ω0

dω
∑

A∑,Ã∑∈S
λAλ

×

(
FAF

(ω,MT/r)F ∗−ÃF
(ω,MT/r)SAS

(ω) + FAF
(−ω,MT/r)F ∗−ÃF

(−ω,MT/r)SAS
(−ω)

)
≈ η − M

2T/r

N∑
k=1

∑
A∑,Ã∑∈S

λAλ

(
FAF

(rkω0, T/r)F
∗
−ÃF

(rkω0, T/r)SAS
(krω0)

+ FAF
(−rkω0, T/r)F

∗
−ÃF

(−rkω0, T/r)SAS
(−krω0)

)

(B27)
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We also realized that in order to have an efficient simulation for point SAS
(ω = ω0) in Fig.1, It is better

to start the integration of Eq.(B27) from a small value of ω like ω = 0.001 [rad/[T]], instead of ω0, while
eliminating the corresponding term in the summation part. To provide an explanation, we note that in our
noise spectroscopy protocol the simulated noise spectra SAS

(ω) is determined as follows:

SAS
(ω) = Gc

(
η, FAF

(ω, T/r),

∫ Ω

ω0

dωSAS
(ω)C

(
λAλ

, FAF
(ω,MT/r)

) )
(B28)

where the calligraphicGc (Gc) is a function associated with the inverse of the coefficient matrix as defined
in our simulations (e.g. Eq.(43)), consisting of multiple variables such as η and the filter functions. In
addition, Gc is a function of the integral mentioned above including the calligraphic C function (C ) that
depends on filter functions, λAλ

, and also the noise polyspectra within the frequency range that under
our new assumption is SAS

(ω0 ≤ ω ≤ Ω). Since ω0 is on the integration’s boundary, to achieve a better
estimate of the polyspectra at the exact boundary value ω0, i.e. SAS

(ω0), it is reasonable to include more
polyspetra aroundω0, and not only include SAS

(ω+
0 ). Therefore, to calculate SAS

(ω0)we should consider
the integral limit as [0+,Ω] instead of [ω0,Ω].

Eq.(B27) represents the most comprehensive expression found in our noise spectroscopy protocol that
relates the expectation value of an arbitrary qudit’s observable to the switching functions and the unknown
noise polyspectra.

In the following sections, we simplify this relation for different versions of Reduced Weyl decomposed
Hamiltonians of a qutrit and a general qudit, and also theAntimony quoctHamiltonian inWeyl basis.

2. Qutrit with Reduced Weyl Hamiltonian

The aim of this section is to simplify the qutrit form of Eq.(B21), that is Eq.(33), with the ultimate goal of
attaining the qutrit version of Eq.(B27). Given the fact that in Eq.(33), a, b ∈ {0,±1}, there would be nine
unknown complex noise polyspectra Sa,b(ω) that are being detected by the qutrit spectator in our noise
spectroscopy protocol. It is shown in appendices C 3 a and C 4 a that these nine complex variables depend
only on four real functions, that one is an asymmetric/odd function, D(ω), and the other three are sym-
metric/even functions,R1(ω), I1(ω), E(ω). Assuming these, Eq.(33) transforms to the following:

⟨⟨Ô(tAr )⟩⟩r = Ar(tAr ) ≈ Br(tBr ),

Ar(tAr ) = ηmn − 1

4π

∫ Ω

−Ω
dω

∑
a,b=±1

λmn
ab Fa(ω, t

A
r )F

∗
−b(ω, t

A
r )Sab(ω)

= ηmn − 1

4π

∫ Ω

−Ω
dω

3∑
i=0

C ′i(m,n, ω, tAr )xi(ω), tAr = MT/r,

Br(tBr ) = ηmn − M

2T/r

N∑
k=−N

∑
a,b=±1

λmn
ab Fa(rkω0, t

B
r )F

∗
−b(rkω0, t

B
r )Sab(rkω0)

= ηmn − M

2T/r

N∑
k=−N

3∑
i=0

C ′i(m,n, rkω0, t
B
r )xi(rkω0), tBr = T/r,

(B29)

where,

x0(ω) = R1(ω), x1(ω) = I1(ω), x2(ω) = E(ω), x3(ω) = D(ω)

C ′0(m,n, ω, tr) = {λmn
1,1 F1(ω, tr)F

∗
−1(ω, tr) + λmn

−1,−1F−1(ω, tr)F
∗
1 (ω, tr)},

C ′1(m,n, ω, tr) = i{λmn
1,1 F1(ω, tr)F

∗
−1(ω, tr)− λmn

−1,−1F−1(ω, tr)F
∗
1 (ω, tr)},

C ′2(m,n, ω, tr) = {λmn
1,−1F1(ω, tr)F

∗
1 (ω, tr) + λmn

−1,1F−1(ω, tr)F
∗
−1(ω, tr)},

C ′3(m,n, ω, tr) = 0, N = ⌊Ω/ω0⌋,

(B30)

Herewe state three points: One is that by substitutingωwith−ω, according to Eq.(C36), the even functions
x0(ω), x1(ω), x3(ω) remain intact, and the odd function x3(ω) is multiplied by a minus sign. The second
point is that the function λmn

a,b in Eq.(B30) is independent of ω. Lastly, according to the qutrit version of
Eq.(B14), that is F ∗−a(ω, t) = Fa(−ω, t), we have the following relations among the positive and negative
frequencies of the filter functions expressed in Eq.(B30):

F1(−ω, tr)F
∗
−1(−ω, tr) = F1(ω, tr)F

∗
−1(ω, tr),

F−1(−ω, tr)F
∗
1 (−ω, tr) = F−1(ω, tr)F

∗
1 (ω, tr),

F1(−ω, tr)F
∗
1 (−ω, tr) = F−1(ω, tr)F

∗
−1(ω, tr).

(B31)
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Now we map the negative frequency range of the integral and summations in Eq.(B29) to the positive
frequency range utilizing Eq.(C46), the three aforementioned points, and the approximation introduced in
Eq.(B27), to find the following:

Ar(tAr ) = ηmn − 1

4π

∫ Ω

−Ω
dω

3∑
i=0

C ′i(m,n, ω, tAr )xi(ω)

= ηmn − 1

4π

∫ Ω

ω0

dω

3∑
i=0

Ci(m,n, ω, tAr )xi(ω),

Br(tBr ) = ηmn − M

2T/r
{
⌊Ω/ω0⌋∑

k=−⌊Ω/ω0⌋

3∑
i=0

C ′i(m,n, rkω0, t
B
r )xi(rkω0)};

= ηmn − M

2T/r
{
⌊Ω/ω0⌋∑
k=1

3∑
i=0

Ci(m,n, rkω0, tr)xi(rkω0)};

C0(m,n, ω, tr) = C ′0(m,n, ω, tr) + C ′0(m,n,−ω, tr) = 2C ′0(m,n, ω, tr),

C1(m,n, ω, tr) = C ′1(m,n, ω, tr) + C ′1(m,n,−ω, tr) = 2C ′1(m,n, ω, tr),

C2(m,n, ω, tr) = C ′2(m,n, ω, tr) + C ′2(m,n,−ω, tr) = 2C ′2(m,n, ω, tr)

C3(m,n, ω, tr) = C ′3(m,n, ω, tr) + C ′3(m,n,−ω, tr) = 0

Ci(m,n, 0, tr) = C ′i(m,n, 0, tr).

(B32)

The coefficient C3(m,n, ω, tr) is zero that corresponds to the odd function x3(ω) = D(ω). This implies
that only three real noise functions for the specified problem exist and could be achieved through our
formalism. We ignored the terms corresponding xi(ω = 0) in both the integral and summation parts,
since as discussed in Eq.(B27), ω = 0 is not related to a determined wavelength.

3. Qudit with Reduced Weyl Hamiltonian

In this part, we develop a version of Eq.(B21), dedicated to qudits surrounded by Z-type dephasing noise,
that is Eq.(50). We first simplify its integral part. Using Eqs.(C46), (C23), and the approximation introduced
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in Eq.(B27), we find the follows:

Ar(t) = ηmn − 1

4π

∑
a,ã,b,b̃∈S

fafãλ
mnp

bb̃
δp+m,−b−b̃×

∫ Ω

ω0

dω
(
Fa,b(ω, t)F

∗
−ã,−b̃(ω, t)S̃(ω) + Fa,b(−ω, t)F ∗−ã,−b̃(−ω, t)S̃(−ω)

)
= ηmn − 1

4π

∑
a,ã,b,b̃∈S

fafãλ
mnp

bb̃
δp+m,−b−b̃×

∫ Ω

ω0

dω
(
Fa,b(ω, t)F

∗
−ã,−b̃(ω, t)(R(ω) + iI(ω))+

Fa,b(−ω, t)F ∗−ã,−b̃(−ω, t)(R(ω)− iI(ω))
)

= ηmn − 1

4π

∑
a,ã,b,b̃∈S

fafãλ
mnp

bb̃
δp+m,−b−b̃×

(∫ Ω

ω0

dω
(
Fa,b(ω, t)F

∗
−ã,−b̃(ω, t) + Fa,b(−ω, t)F ∗−ã,−b̃(−ω, t)

)
R(ω)

+ i
(
Fa,b(ω, t)F

∗
−ã,−b̃(ω, t)− Fa,b(−ω, t)F ∗−ã,−b̃(−ω, t)

)
I(ω)

)
= ηmn − 1

4π

∑
a,ã,b,b̃∈S

fafãλ
mnp

bb̃
δp+m,−b−b̃×

(∫ Ω

ω0

dω
(
Fa,b(ω, t)F

∗
−ã,−b̃(ω, t) + Fa,b(−ω, t)F ∗−ã,−b̃(−ω, t)

)
R(ω)

+ i
(
Fa,b(ω, t)F

∗
−ã,−b̃(ω, t)− F ∗−a,−b(ω, t)Fã,b̃(ω, t)

)
I(ω)

)
= ηmn − 1

4π

∑
a,ã,b,b̃∈S

fafãλ
mnp

bb̃
δp+m,−b−b̃×

∫ Ω

ω0

dω
(
2Fa,b(ω, t)F

∗
−ã,−b̃(ω, t)R(ω) + i× 0× I(ω)

)
,

(B33)
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where t = tAr = MT
r . Now we more develop the summation part of Eq.(50) in the following man-

ner:

Br(t) = ηmn − M

2T/r

∑
a,ã,b,b̃∈S

fafãλ
mnp

bb̃
δp+m,−b−b̃×

N∑
k=1

(
Fa,b(rkω0, t)F

∗
−ã,−b̃(rkω0, t)S̃(rkω0)+

Fa,b(−rkω0, t)F
∗
−ã,−b̃(−rkω0, t)S̃(−rkω0)

)
= ηmn − M

2T/r

∑
a,ã,b,b̃∈S

fafãλ
mnp

bb̃
δp+m,−b−b̃×

N∑
k=1

(
Fa,b(rkω0, t)F

∗
−ã,−b̃(rkω0, t)(R(rkω0) + iI(rkω0))+

Fa,b(−rkω0, t)F
∗
−ã,−b̃(−rkω0, t)(R(rkω0)− iI(rkω0))

)
= ηmn − M

2T/r

∑
a,ã,b,b̃∈S

fafãλ
mnp

bb̃
δp+m,−b−b̃×

( N∑
k=1

(
Fa,b(rkω0, t)F

∗
−ã,−b̃(rkω0, t) + Fa,b(−rkω0, t)F

∗
−ã,−b̃(−rkω0, t)

)
R(rkω0)

+ i
(
Fa,b(rkω0, t)F

∗
−ã,−b̃(rkω0, t)− Fa,b(−rkω0, t)F

∗
−ã,−b̃(−rkω0, t)

)
I(rkω0)

)
=

= ηmn − M

2T/r

∑
a,ã,b,b̃∈S

fafãλ
mnp

bb̃
δp+m,−b−b̃×

( N∑
k=1

(
Fa,b(rkω0, t)F

∗
−ã,−b̃(rkω0, t) + Fa,b(−rkω0, t)F

∗
−ã,−b̃(−rkω0, t)

)
R(rkω0)

+ i
(
Fa,b(rkω0, t)F

∗
−ã,−b̃(rkω0, t)− F ∗−a,−b(rkω0, t)Fã,b̃(rkω0, t)

)
I(rkω0)

)
=

= ηmn − M

2T/r

∑
a,ã,b,b̃∈S

fafãλ
mnp

bb̃
δp+m,−b−b̃×

( N∑
k=1

2Fa,b(rkω0, t)F
∗
−ã,−b̃(rkω0, t)R(rkω0) + i× 0× I(rkω0)

)
,

(B34)

where t = tBr = T
r . In the fourth equality of the above equation, we used the Reduced Weyl (RW) version

of Eq.(B14), that is Fa,b(ω, t) = F ∗−a,−b(−ω, t). In addition, to reach the fifth equality, we applied the
variable exchange a, b ↔ ã, b̃ and utilized the following relation:∑

a,ã,b,b̃∈S

Fa,b(rkω0, t)F
∗
−ã,−b̃(rkω0, t) =

∑
ã,a,b̃,b∈S

F ∗−a,−b(rkω0, t)Fã,b̃(rkω0, t) (B35)

Eqs.(B33) and (B34) yield the simplified version of Eq.(50) as that expressed in Eq.(54).
4. Antimony quoct with Weyl Hamiltonian

This section investigates a specific version of Eq.(B21) that correspond to the Antimony quoct. In the fol-
lowing, we find the integral part by substituting Eqs.(63), (64), and (75) into Eq.(72):

Ar(tAr ) = ηmn − 1

4π

∫ ∞
−∞

dω
(
Ξmn
00 (ω, tAr )x0(ω) + Ξmn

11 (ω, tAr )x1(ω)

+ Ξmn
01 (ω, tAr )(x2(ω) + Ix3(ω)) + Ξmn

10 (ω, tAr )(x2(ω)− Ix3(ω))

+ Ξmn
22 (ω, tAr )πδ(ω)

)
= ηmn − 1

4π

∫ ∞
−∞

dω
(
Ξmn
00 (ω, tAr )x0(ω) + Ξmn

11 (ω, tAr )x1(ω)

+ (Ξmn
01 (ω, tAr ) + Ξmn

10 (ω, tAr ))x2(ω) + I(Ξmn
01 (ω, tAr )− Ξmn

10 (ω, tAr ))x3(ω) + η′A(ω)
)
,

(B36)



38

where I =
√
−1, and,

η′A(ω) = Ξmn
22 (ω, tAr )S̃22(ω) = Ξmn

22 (ω, tAr )πδ(ω) (B37)

Using the Dirac delta function property
∫∞
−∞ dωf(ω−a)δ(ω) = f(a) and Eq.(C51), we define and calculate

the following parameter:

ηA = − 1

4π

∫ ∞
−∞

η′A(ω)dω = − 1

4π

∫ ∞
−∞

Ξmn
22 (ω, tAr )πδ(ω)dω

= −1

4
Ξmn
22 (0, tAr ) ≡ 0

(B38)

Please note that the above parameter is calculated before applying the frequency range separation of
the integral demonstrated in Eq.(C46). The reason for ηA being zero originates from the approximation
made in Eq.(B27), which results in Eq.(64). Consequently, this leads to a zero value for η′A in Eq.(B37), and
consequently ηA becomes zero in Eq.(B38).

Now we simplify Ar(tAr ) in Eq.(B36) in terms of unknown noise functions. We use the finite frequency
range for the noise spectroscopy protocol (

∫∞
−∞ →

∫ Ω

−Ω), utilize Eq.(C51), the approximation introduced in
Eq.(B27), and substitute Eqs.(C44) and (B38) into Eq.(B36), to achieve the following:

Ar(tAr ) =ηmn − 1

4π

∫ Ω

ω0

dω{(
Ξmn
00 (ω, tAr ) + Ξmn

00 (−ω, tAr )
)
x0(ω) +

(
Ξmn
11 (ω, tAr ) + Ξmn

11 (−ω, tAr )
)
x1(ω)+(

Ξmn
01 (ω, tAr ) + Ξmn

10 (ω, tAr ) + Ξmn
01 (−ω, tAr ) + Ξmn

10 (−ω, tAr )
)
x2(ω)+

I
(
Ξmn
01 (ω, tAr )− Ξmn

10 (ω, tAr )− Ξmn
01 (−ω, tAr ) + Ξmn

10 (−ω, tAr )
)
x3(ω)}

=ηmn + ηA − 1

2π
×∫ Ω

ω0

dω{Ξmn
00 (ω, tAr )x0(ω) + Ξmn

11 (ω, tAr )x1(ω) +
(
Ξmn
01 (ω, tAr ) + Ξmn

10 (ω, tAr )
)
x2(ω)}.

(B39)
Next, we simplify the summation part of the quoct’s expectation value. We substitute Eq.(63) into Eq.(73),
and consider the variables name of Eq.(75), to achieve the following:

Br(tBr ) = ηmn − M

2T/r

∞∑
k=−∞

Ξmn
ĩi

(rkω0, t
B
r )S̃ĩi(rkω0)

=ηmn − M

2T/r

∞∑
k=−∞(

Ξmn
00 (rkω0, T/r)x0(rkω0) + Ξmn

11 (rkω0, T/r)x1(rkω0)

+Ξmn
01 (rkω0, T/r)(x2(rkω0) + ix3(rkω0))

+Ξmn
10 (rkω0, T/r)(x2(rkω0)− ix3(rkω0))

+η′B(rkω0)
)

(B40)

where
η′B(rkω0) = Ξmn

22 (rkω0, T/r)πδ(rkω0) (B41)
There is a summation in Eq.(B40) that precedes the δ(rω0×k−0) of Eq.(B41). This summation transforms
the continuous Dirac delta function to its discrete alternative, i.e. Kronecker delta function of δrω0.k, 0.
Utilizing the property of the Kronecker delta function

∑∞
k=−∞ f(αk)δαk, 0 = f(0), we find the follow-

ing:
∞∑

k=−∞

Ξmn
22 (rkω0, T/r)δ(rkω0) =

∞∑
k=−∞

Ξmn
22 (rkω0, T/r)δrkω0,0 = Ξmn

22 (0, T/r) (B42)
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Here we assumed δrω0k,0 ≡ δk,0, since the parameters r and ω0 are nonzero. This yields:

ηB =− M

2T/r

∞∑
k=−∞

η′B(rkω0)

=− Mπ

2T/r

∞∑
k=−∞

Ξmn
22 (rkω0, T/r)δ(rkω0)

=− Mπ

2T/r
Ξmn
22 (0, T/r) ≡ 0

(B43)

The above zero equivalence is because of the fact that the approximation of Eq.(B27) yields Eq.(64), leading
to zero η′B in Eq.(B41), and zero ηB in Eq.(B43). Now Eq.(B40) turns to the following:

Br(tBr ) = ηmn − M

2T/r

∞∑
k=−∞(

Ξmn
00 (rkω0, T/r)x0(rkω0) + Ξmn

11 (rkω0, T/r)x1(rkω0)

+(Ξmn
01 (rkω0, T/r) + Ξmn

10 (rkω0, T/r))x2(rkω0)

+i(Ξmn
01 (rkω0, T/r)− Ξmn

10 (rkω0, T/r))x3(rkω0)
)
,

(B44)

Using the finite frequency range for the noise spectroscopy protocol (Σ∞k=−∞ → ΣN
k=−N , N = ⌊Ω⌋/ω0),

utilizing Eq.(C51), and the approximation introduced in Eq.(B27), we achieve the following:

Br(tBr ) = ηmn − M

2T/r

N∑
k=1(

2Ξmn
00 (rkω0, T/r)x0(rkω0) + 2Ξmn

11 (rkω0, T/r)x1(rkω0)

+2(Ξmn
01 (rkω0, T/r) + Ξmn

10 (rkω0, T/r))x2(rkω0) + i× 0× x3(rkω0)
)

= ηmn + ηB − M

T/r

N∑
k=1(

Ξmn
00 (rkω0, T/r)x0(rkω0) + Ξmn

11 (rkω0, T/r)x1(rkω0)

+(Ξmn
01 (rkω0, T/r) + Ξmn

10 (rkω0, T/r))x2(rkω0)
)

(B45)

Next, we further simplify the integral part of the expectation value of the Antimony quoct of Eq.(76) as
follows:

Ar(MT/r) = ηmn − 1

2π

2∑
i=0

Ãrmn
i , (B46)

where,

Ãrmn
i =

∫ Ω

ω0

dωxi(ω)C
mn
i (ω,MT/r)

Ãrmn
0 =

∫ Ω

ω0

dωx0(ω)Ξ
mn
00 (ω,

MT

r
),

Ãrmn
1 =

∫ Ω

ω0

dωx1(ω)Ξ
mn
11 (ω,

MT

r
),

Ãrmn
2 =

∫ Ω

ω0

dωx2(ω)(Ξ
mn
01 (ω,

MT

r
) + Ξmn

10 (ω,
MT

r
)).

(B47)

and,
Ãrmn

0 = Armn
0,00 , Ãrmn

1 = Armn
1,11 , Ãrmn

2 = Armn
2,01 +Armn

2,10 ,

Armn
i,ll̃

=

∫ Ω

ω0

dωxi(ω)Ξ
mn
ll̃

(ω,
MT

r
)

(B48)
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Combining Eqs.(B46) and (C61) results in the following:

Armn
i,ll̃

=

∫ Ω

ω0

dωxi(ω)Ξ
mn
ll̃

(ω,
MT

r
) =

∑
abãb̃

a′b′ã′b̃′

∈S

∑
pqq′∈S
p̃q̃q̃′∈S

β̃pqq′

lab β̃p̃q̃q̃′

l̃ãb̃
(ind

ãb̃
λã′b̃′

a′b′)×
∫ Ω

ω0

dωxi(ω)F
ab
a′b′(ω,

MT

r
)F ∗−ã,−b̃−ã′,−b̃′(ω,

MT

r
) =

∑
abãb̃

a′b′ã′b̃′

∈S

∑
pqq′∈S
p̃q̃q̃′∈S

β̃pqq′

lab β̃p̃q̃q̃′

l̃ãb̃
(ind

ãb̃
λã′b̃′

a′b′)

∫ Ω

ω0

dω
xi(ω)

ω2
×

M−1,d−1∑
n1,h1=0

M−1,d−1∑
n2,h2=0

y
ih1

,jh1

Ay
y
∗ih2

,jh2

−Ãy
(eIt

h1+1
r ω − eIt

h1
r ω)(e−It

h2+1
r ω − e−It

h2
r ω)eId(t

n1
r −t

n2
r )ω =

∑
abãb̃

a′b′ã′b̃′

∈S

∑
pqq′∈S
p̃q̃q̃′∈S

β̃pqq′

lab β̃p̃q̃q̃′

l̃ãb̃
(ind

ãb̃
λã′b̃′

a′b′)

M−1,d−1∑
n1,h1=0

M−1,d−1∑
n2,h2=0

y
ih1

,jh1

Ay
y
∗ih2

,jh2

−Ãy
×

∫ Ω

ω0

dω
xi(ω)

ω2
(eIt

h1+1
r ω − eIt

h1
r ω)(e−It

h2+1
r ω − e−It

h2
r ω)eId(t

n1
r −t

n2
r )ω,

(B49)

where Ay = a, b, a′, b′, and Ãy = ã, b̃, ã′, b̃′.

a. Poissonian noise spectra

To simulate our noise spectroscopy protocol for the Antimony quoct, we assume the true Poissonian func-
tion xi(ω) = ω2egi|ω| for the noise polyspectra. Therefore, Eq.(B49) transforms into the following equa-
tion:

Armn
i,ll̃

=
∑
abãb̃

a′b′ã′b̃′

∈S

∑
pqq′∈S
p̃q̃q̃′∈S

β̃pqq′

lab β̃p̃q̃q̃′

l̃ãb̃
(ind

ãb̃
λã′b̃′

a′b′)

M−1,d−1∑
n1,h1=0

M−1,d−1∑
n2,h2=0

y
ih1

,jh1

Ay
y
∗ih2

,jh2

−Ãy
×

∫ Ω

ω0

dωe−giω(eIt
h1+1
r ω − eIt

h1
r ω)(e−It

h2+1
r ω − e−It

h2
r ω)eId(t

n1
r −t

n2
r )ω =

∑
abãb̃

a′b′ã′b̃′

∈S

∑
pqq′∈S
p̃q̃q̃′∈S

β̃pqq′

lab β̃p̃q̃q̃′

l̃ãb̃
(ind

ãb̃
λã′b̃′

a′b′)

M−1∑
n1,n2=0

d−1∑
h1,h2=0

y
ih1

,jh1

Ay
y
∗ih2

,jh2

−Ãy
×

∫ Ω

ω0

dω

3∑
j=0

(−1)fjeGj(gi,n1,h1,n2,h2)ω =

∑
abãb̃

a′b′ã′b̃′

∈S

∑
pqq′∈S
p̃q̃q̃′∈S

β̃pqq′

lab β̃p̃q̃q̃′

l̃ãb̃
(ind

ãb̃
λã′b̃′

a′b′)

M−1∑
n1,n2=0

d−1∑
h1,h2=0

y
ih1

,jh1

Ay
y
∗ih2

,jh2

−Ãy
×

3∑
j=0

(−1)fjDj(gi, n1, h1, n2, h2) =

∑
abãb̃

a′b′ã′b̃′

∈S

∑
pqq′∈S
p̃q̃q̃′∈S

β̃pqq′

lab β̃p̃q̃q̃′

l̃ãb̃
(ind

ãb̃
λã′b̃′

a′b′)

M−1∑
n1,n2=0

d−1∑
h1,h2=0

y
ih1

,jh1

Ay
y
∗ih2

,jh2

−Ãy
D̃(gi, h1, h2)

(B50)
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where,
G0(gi, n1, h1, n2, h2) = −gi + Id(tn1

r − tn2
r ) + I(th1+1

r − th2+1
r ),

G1(gi, n1, h1, n2, h2) = −gi + Id(tn1
r − tn2

r ) + I(th1+1
r − th2

r ),

G2(gi, n1, h1, n2, h2) = −gi + Id(tn1
r − tn2

r ) + I(th1
r − th2+1

r ),

G3(gi, n1, h1, n2, h2) = −gi + Id(tn1
r − tn2

r ) + I(th1
r − th2

r ),

f0 = f3 = 0, f1 = f2 = 1, I =
√
−1,

Dj(gi, n1, h1, n2, h2) = 1/Gj(gi, n1, h1, n2, h2)
(
eΩGj(gi,n1,h1,n2,h2) − eω0Gj(gi,n1,h1,n2,h2)

)
,

D̃(gi, h1, h2) =

M−1∑
n1,n2=0

3∑
j=0

(−1)fjDj(gi, n1, h1, n2, h2),

(B51)

and Ω is the maximum noise frequency that the quantum system senses. This yields:

Armn
i,ll̃

=
∑

ãb̃ã′b̃′,
aba′b′,
h1h2∈S

β̃1
labβ̃

1
l̃ãb̃

(ind
ãb̃
λã′b̃′

a′b′)y
ih1

,jh1

aba′b′ y
∗ih2

,jh2

−ã,−b̃,−ã′,−b̃′D̃(gi, h1, h2),

(B52)

where,

β̃1
lab =

∑
pqq′∈S

β̃pqq′

lab (B53)

C. Proofs

This appendix presents the detailed proofs supporting the results discussed in various sections, providing
derivations essential to our formalism. Throughout this appendix, i denotes

√
−1 unless explicitly used as

a variable index.

1. Fluctuating qudit energies and noise functions in the Weyl basis

In this section, we find the function mapping the environmental noises (βab(t)) to the eigen-energies and
the interaction energies (coherences) of a qudit (εij(t)) surrounded by noises. To achieve this, we equate
the effective Hamiltonian of the qudit and noise in the Weyl basis (Eq.(3)), to that of in computational
basis (Eq.(1)). Notably, the complex nature of the time-dependent noise coefficients (βab(t)) results in the
qudit’s eigen-energies and interaction energies (coherences) in Eq.(1) becoming both time-dependent and
complex, indicating the presence of all XYZ type of noises. In the following, we detail the derivation of the
mapping function for the general case of the completeWeyl Hamiltonians. Here we equate the second line
of Eq.(3) to Eq.(1) and utilize Eq.(A10) as follows:

H =
∑
i,j∈S

εij(t) |i⟩ ⟨j| =
∑
i,j∈S

εij(t)
(1
d

∑
a∈S

ξ−aiZaXi−j
)
≡

∑
a,b∈S

βab(t)Z
aXb

=⇒ βab(t) =
1

d

∑
i,j∈S

ξ−aiδb,i−jεij(t)

(C1)

By considering both time-dependent and time-independent components of the noise function and ener-
gies, the following results are found:

βab(t) = β0
ab + β1

ab(t) =
1

d

∑
i,j∈S

ξ−aiδb,i−j(ε
0
ij + δεij(t))

→ β0
ab =

1

d

∑
i,j∈S

ξ−aiδb,i−jε
0
ij , β1

ab(t) =
1

d

∑
i,j∈S

ξ−aiδb,i−jδεij(t)

(C2)
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Next, we express energies in terms of noise functions. Initially, we discover the following relation-
ship:

ZaXb =
∑

n,m∈S
Rnm |n⟩ ⟨m| ,

⟨l|ZaXb |l′⟩ =
∑

n,m∈S
Rnm ⟨l|n⟩ ⟨m|l′⟩

δl,l′⊕bξ
al =

∑
n,m

Rnmδl,nδl′,m,

ξalδl,l′⊕b =Rll′

↪→ ZaXb =
∑

n,m∈S
ξanδn,m⊕b |n⟩ ⟨m| ,

(C3)

Using the above equation we have:

H =
∑
a,b∈S

βab(t)Z
aXb =

∑
a,b∈S

βab(t)[
∑

n,m∈S
ξanδn,m⊕b |n⟩ ⟨m|] ≡

∑
n,m∈S

εnm(t) |n⟩ ⟨m|

=⇒ εnm(t) =
∑
a,b∈S

ξanδn,m⊕bβab(t)
(C4)

Now assuming the time-dependent and time-independent terms we have:

εnm(t) = ε0nm + δεnm(t) =
∑
a,b∈S

ξanδn,m⊕b(β
0
ab + β1

ab(t))

→ ε0nm =
∑
a,b∈S

ξanδn,m⊕bβ
0
ab, δεnm(t) =

∑
a∈S

ξanδn,m⊕bβ
1
ab(t)

(C5)

Eqs.(C1) and (C4) demonstrate a linear relationship between the variations of the qudit’s eigen-energies
or interaction energies and those of the XYZ-dephasing noise functions. For non-dissipative noise types
like dephasing noises, the Hermitian characteristics of the effective Hamiltonian of Eq.(C4), i.e. εnm(t) =
ε∗mn(t) =⇒ εnn(t) ∈ R, imposes a constraint on the noise functions as follows:

εnn(t) =
∑
a,b∈S

ξanδn,n⊕bβab(t) =
∑
a∈S

ξanβa0(t)

= f +
( ∑

a∈S+

ξanβa0(t) +
∑
a∈S−

ξanβa0(t)
)

= f +
( ∑

a∈S+

ξanβa0(t) +
∑
a∈S+

ξ−anβ−a,0(t)ξ
−a×0

)
= f +

( ∑
a∈S+

ξanβa0(t) +
∑
a∈S+

(ξanβa0(t))
∗
)
,

f = β00(t) + βd/2,0(t), d even

f = β00(t), d odd

(C6)

As the terms within the parentheses in the above equation are each other’s conjugates, the entire expres-
sion inside the parentheses becomes a real number. Considering that εnn(t) ∈ R, the parameter f needs
to be real, which is not a trivial result for even d.

2. Noise power spectral density in Weyl and computational bases

To gain a better understanding of the noise polyspectra, we investigate the connecting function of the qu-
dit’s energies and the statistical average of the correlations of the noise functions, denoted as ⟨βab(0)βa′b′(t)⟩.
In particular, we derive this relationship for themost general case, which is the completeWeyl case, utilizing
Eq.(C1). The achieved relation is as follows:

⟨βab(0)βa′b′(t)⟩ =
1

d2

∑
mnm′n′∈S

ξ−(am+a′m′)δb,m−nδb′,m′−n′⟨εmn(0)εm′n′(t)⟩

=
1

d2

∑
mm′∈S

ξ−(am+a′m′)⟨εm,m−b(0)εm′,m′−b′(t)⟩

=
1

d2

∑
mm′∈S

ξ−(am+a′m′)ε0mnε
0
m′n′ +

1

d2

∑
mm′∈S

ξ−(am+a′m′)⟨δεm,m−b(0)δεm′,m′−b′(t)⟩,

(C7)
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where we used the following equation:

⟨εmn(0)εm′n′(t)⟩ = ⟨
(
ε0mn + δεmn(0)

)(
ε0m′n′ + δεm′n′(t)

)
⟩

=
(
⟨ε0mnε

0
m′n′⟩+ ⟨ε0mnδεm′n′(t)⟩+ ⟨δεmn(0)ε

0
m′n′⟩+ ⟨δεmn(0)δεm′n′(t)⟩

)
= ε0mnε

0
m′n′ + ⟨δεmn(0)δεm′n′(t)⟩

(C8)

Here we used the fact that the energies are uniformly oscillating around their time-independent values,
i.e. possessing a zero-mean Gaussian distribution, and so the average of the energy variation of a single
energy level as well as that of an interaction energy is zero. Eq.(C7) indicates that the correlation of the
noise functions (⟨βab(0)βa′b′(t)⟩, (a, b, ã, b̃ ∈ S)) is proportional to the sum of the correlations of the
variations of qudit’s energies (⟨δεmn(0)δεm′n′(t)⟩) with the following conditions:

b = n−m, b′ = n′ −m′ (C9)
Now we find the reverse relation of Eq.(C7).

⟨εmn(0)εm′n′(t)⟩ =
∑

aba′b′∈S

ξam+a′m′
δn,m+bδn′,m′+b′⟨βab(0)βa′b′(t)⟩

=
∑

aa′∈S
ξam+a′m′

⟨βa,n−m(0)βa′,n′−m′(t)⟩
(C10)

Combining Eq.(C8) and (C10), we find the following:

⟨δεmn(0)δεm′n′(t)⟩ = −ε0mnε
0
m′n′ +

∑
aa′∈S

ξam+a′m′
⟨βa,n−m(0)βa′,n′−m′(t)⟩, (C11)

where the first term of the right side is time independent. In our noise spectroscopy formalism, we
find noise power spectral densities in the Weyl basis that are the Fourier transform of the noise correla-
tions:

Sa′b′

ab (ω) = F
(
⟨βab(0)βa′b′(t)⟩

)
. (C12)

Using the linearity of the Fourier transform, and the fact that the Fourier transformof a constant expression
is F [C] = 2πCδ(ω), Eq.(C11) yields:

F
(
⟨δεmn(0)δεm′n′(t)⟩

)
=

∑
aa′∈S

ξam+a′m′
F

(
⟨βa,n−m(0)βa′,n′−m′(t)⟩

)
=

∑
aa′∈S

ξam+a′m′
Sa′,n′−m′

a,n−m (ω)
(C13)

where we ignored the first term including δ(ω → 0) = 1, since our noise spectroscopy formalism studies
frequencies larger than ω0 = 2π/T . Now We remind that δεnn(t) denotes the fluctuation of the nth

energy level, while δεnm(t) represents the variation of the interaction energy or coherences. The latter
can be envisioned as the energy variation associated with an electron in an entangled state 1√

2
(|m⟩+ |n⟩).

These fluctuations in energy arise due to the stochastic energy exchangeswith different quanta of energy in
the qudit’s surroundings. Such exchanges take place through the absorption or emission of energy carriers
with frequency ω = δεnm(t)/ℏ. Consequently, the noise energy emitted or absorbed by the qudit is the
sum of all energy variations of the qudit, i.e.

(∑
mn δεnm(t)

)
.

In our analysis, we assumed that the environmental noises affecting the qudit’s energy levels are stochastic
with zero-mean Gaussian distributions and are stationary as described in Eq.(24). By making this assump-
tion, we should calculate the noise energy not by summing over the energy variations, rather by summing
over the average of many realizations of the auto and cross correlations of the energy variations, that is∑

mnm′n′⟨δεmn(0)δεm′n′(t)⟩.

The Fourier transform of this summation yields the corresponding quantity in the frequency domain, that
is the total noise spectral density at frequency ω affected the qudit:

S′(ω) =
∑

mnm′n′

F
(
⟨δεmn(0)δεm′n′(t)⟩

)
=

∑
mnm′n′

S̄m′n′

mn (ω), (C14)

where,

S̄m′n′

mn (ω) =F
(
⟨δεmn(0)δεm′n′(t)⟩

)
. (C15)

is defined as the noise power spectral density in the computational basis at frequency ω, associated to
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energy levels (m,n,m′, n′). Combining Eqs.(C13) and (C14), we find:

S′(ω) =
∑

mnm′n′∈S

∑
aa′∈S

ξam+a′m′
Sa′,n′−m′

a,n−m (ω), (C16)

that relates the noise polyspectra in the Weyl basis respresenation Sa′b′

ab (ω), to the total noise spectral
density S′(ω) at frequency ω that is detected by the qudit.

The equations of sections C 1 and C 2 are derived for the general Weyl basis representation. To find these
equations for the Reduced Weyl basis, given Eq.(3), we consider b = 0 and b′ = 0 or equivalentlym = n
andm′ = n′ in each equation. Here we present Eq.(C16) for the Reduced Weyl case as follows:

S′(ω) =
∑

mm′aa′∈S
ξam+a′m′

Sa,a′(ω), (C17)

where we ignored the known zero indices in Sa′,0
a,0 (ω), and transformed it to the usual notation of the

Reduced Weyl sections, that is Sa,a′(ω).

3. Symmetric and anti-symmetric properties of noise spectra

In our qudit noise spectroscopy formalism, when considering the complete Weyl basis in the general case,
the symmetries of noise polyspectra are found as follows:

S
Ãβ

Aβ
(ω) = S

Aβ

Ãβ
(−ω) = S

∗−Ãβ

−Aβ
(−ω)ξA n

z A n
x +Ã n

z Ã n
x , (C18)

The proof of the above statement is as follows:

SAS ,→(ω) = S
Ãβ

Aβ
(ω) =

∫ ∞
−∞

dteiωt⟨βAβ
(0)βÃβ

(t)⟩,

SAS ,←(−ω) = S
Aβ

Ãβ
(−ω) =

∫ +∞

−∞
dtei(−ω)t⟨βÃβ

(0)βAβ
(t)⟩ =

∫ +∞

−∞
dteiωt⟨βÃβ

(t)βAβ
(0)⟩

S
∗−Ãβ

−Aβ
(−ω) =

∫ +∞

−∞
dt{ei(−ω)t}∗⟨β∗−Aβ

(0)β∗−Ãβ
(t)⟩

=

∫ +∞

−∞
dteiωtξA n

z A n
x +Ã n

z Ã n
x ⟨βAβ

(0)βÃβ
(t)⟩

(C19)

The final expression in the above equation was derived using Eq.(C58).

a. Qutrit with Reduced Weyl Hamiltonian

In this section, we demonstrate the Qutrit version of Eq.(C18), which is as follows:
Sa,b(ω) =S∗−a,−b(−ω) = Sb,a(−ω). (C20)

We prove the above statement as follows:

Sa,b(ω) =

∫ ∞
−∞

dteiωt⟨βa(0)βb(t)⟩,

S∗−a,−b(−ω) =

∫ +∞

−∞
dt{ei(−ω)t}∗⟨β∗−a(0)β∗−b(t)⟩ =

∫ +∞

−∞
dteiωt⟨βa(0)βb(t)⟩,

Sb,a(−ω) =

∫ +∞

−∞
dtei(−ω)t⟨βb(0)βa(t)⟩ =

∫ −∞
+∞

d(−t)ei(−ω)(−t)⟨βb(0)βa(−t)⟩

=

∫ +∞

−∞
dteiωt⟨βb(t)βa(0)⟩ = Sa,b(ω).

(C21)

In the second line of the above equation, we utilized βa(t) = β−a(t)
∗, which is the qutrit equivalent

of Eq.(C58). Additionally, in the third line, we substituted t → −t, applied the property
∫ b

a
f(x)dx =∫ −b

−a f(−x)d(−x) =
∫ −a
−b f(−x)dx, and took into account the stationary condition for the dephasing

noise functions as follows:
⟨βa(0)βb(−t)⟩ = ⟨βa(τ)βb(−t+ τ)⟩ = ⟨βa(t)βb(0)⟩. (C22)

It is evident that the right-hand sides of all three functions in Eq.(C21) are identical.

b. Qudit with Reduced Weyl Hamiltonian

In this part, we find the qudit version of Eq.(C18) specifically for the Reduced Weyl case. To demonstrate
this, we consider Eq.(49) and assume the complex noise polyspectra as S̃(ω) = R(ω)+ iI(ω). As a result,
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we arrive at the following:

S̃(ω) =

∫ ∞
−∞

dteiωt⟨A(0)A(t)⟩ =
(∫ ∞
−∞

dtei(−ω)t⟨A(0)A(t)⟩
)∗

= S̃∗(−ω) (C23)

c. Antimony quoct with Weyl Hamiltonian

In this section, we derive a particular case of Eq.(C18) applicable to a quoct with general noise. The specific
equation takes the following form:

Sa′b′

ab (ω) =S∗−ã,−b̃−a,−b (−ω) = S
Ãβ

Aβ
(−ω)ξab+ãb̃. (C24)

The undetermined noise polyspectra for the Antimony quoct are denoted as S̃ĩi(ω), and they are con-
nected to the primary quoct noise polyspectra in the following manner:

Sa′b′

ab (ω) =
∑

i,̃i=0,1,2
pqq′∈S
p̃q̃q̃′∈S

β̃pqq′

iab β̃p̃q̃q̃′

ĩãb̃
S̃ĩi(ω), S̃ĩi(ω) =

∫ ∞
−∞

dt⟨Bi(0)Bĩ(t)⟩e
iωt.

(C25)

The following relationship can be derived for the Antimony quoct noise polyspectra:
S̃ĩi(−ω) = S̃ĩi(ω), (C26)

and the proof is as follows:

S̃ĩi(−ω) =

∫ ∞
−∞

dt⟨Bi(0)Bĩ(t)⟩e
i(−ω)t =

∫ −∞
+∞

d(−t)⟨Bi(0)Bĩ(−t)⟩ei(−ω)(−t)

=

∫ +∞

−∞
dt⟨Bi(t)Bĩ(0)⟩e

iωt = S̃ĩi(ω),

(C27)

To find the above expression, we employed the transformation t → −t and considered the stationary
condition (Eq.(24)) for the Bi(t) dephasing noise function. Considering that the noise polyspectra Bi(t)
for the Antimony quoct are real functions (Eq.(59)), the following result can be deduced:

S̃∗
ĩi
(ω) = S̃ĩi(−ω), (C28)

and the proof is as follows:

S̃∗
ĩi
(ω) =

∫ +∞

−∞
dt⟨B∗i (0)B∗ĩ (t)⟩e

−iωt =

∫ +∞

−∞
dt⟨Bi(0)Bĩ(t)⟩e

i(−ω)t = S̃ĩi(−ω), (C29)

Please note that Eq.(C26) is only valid for i, ĩ = 0, 1, since for the other indices, the corresponding Bi(t)
are known functions of time and do not possess any stochastic and stationary distribution.

4. Real compositions of noise polyspectra

a. Qutrit with Reduced Weyl Hamiltonian

In this section, we demonstrate that the nine complex noise spectra of the qutrit, denoted as Sa,b(ω)with
a, b ∈ 0,±1, can be expressed using only four real functions, which are even or odd with respect to the
variable ω.
Firstly, it is worth noting that the noise spectra Sa,b(ω) in Eq.(33) for the indices a = 0 or b = 0 can be
assumed to be zero. This is attributed to the fact that they correspond to the Fourier transforms of the
terms ⟨β0(0)β0(t)⟩, ⟨β0(0)β1,2(t)⟩, or ⟨β1,2(0)β0(t)⟩. For a qutrit, the term involving β0(t) in the noise-
qudit effectiveHamiltonian of Eq.(3) isβ0(t)Z

0. AsZ0 = I , this termuniformly shifts all energy eigenvalues
of the noisy qutrit by β0(t) at any given time. Consequently, its average value (⟨β0(0)β0(t)⟩) appears to
have no influence on the qutrit dynamics, rendering it undetectable during qutrit’s noise spectroscopy.
Therefore, the nonzero qutrit noise spectra are given as follows:

S1,1(ω) = R1(ω) + iI1(ω), S−1,−1(ω) = R′1(ω) + iI ′1(ω),

S1,−1(ω) = R2(ω) + iI2(ω), S−1,1(ω) = R′2(ω) + iI ′2(ω).
(C30)

Referring to appendix C 3, we have Sa,b(ω) = Sb,a(−ω), leading to S1,1(ω) = S1,1(−ω). Consequently,
the following functions exhibit symmetry/evenness with respect to ω:

R1(ω) = R1(−ω), I1(ω) = I1(−ω) (C31)
Furthermore, the relation Sa,b(ω) = S−a,−b(−ω) from appendix C 3 implies that S−1,−1(ω) = S1,1(−ω),
which can be expressed as:

R′1(ω) = R1(−ω), I ′1(ω) = −I1(−ω). (C32)
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Now using Eq.(C31) we find:

R′1(ω) = R1(ω), I
′
1(ω) = −I1(ω). (C33)

On the other hand, the appendix C 3 yields S1,−1(ω) = S−1,1(−ω) = S∗−1,1(−ω) that results in the
following:

R2(ω) + iI2(ω) = R′2(−ω) + iI ′2(−ω) = R′2(−ω)− iI ′2(−ω)

↪→ R2(ω) = R′2(−ω), I ′2(−ω) = −I ′2(−ω) = 0.
(C34)

Next, we decompose the arbitrary R2(ω) function in terms of a symmetric and asymmetric function as
following:

R2(ω) = E(ω) +D(ω),

E(ω) =
1

2
(R2(ω) +R2(−ω)),

D(ω) =
1

2
(R2(ω)−R2(−ω)).

(C35)

As a result, all complex noise spectra Sa,b(ω) would depend on four real functions R1(ω), I1(ω), E(ω),
andD(ω) where all are symmetric exceptD(ω). They could be noted as following:

x0(ω) = R1(ω) = x0(−ω),

x1(ω) = I1(ω) = x1(−ω),

x2(ω) = E(ω) = x2(−ω),

x3(ω) = D(ω) = −x3(−ω),

(C36)

Here is the qutrit complex noise spectra in terms of these four even or odd functions:
S1,1(ω) = R1(ω) + iI1(ω),

S−1,−1(ω) = R1(ω)− iI1(ω),

S1,−1(ω) = E(ω) +D(ω),

S−1,1(ω) = E(ω)−D(ω).

(C37)

b. Qudit with Reduced Weyl Hamiltonian

Here we show that the complex noise spectra surrounding a qudit in Reduced Weyl basis rely on two real
functions. Based on Eq.(49), the Z-type dephasing noise spectrum of a qudit is denoted as S̃(ω). By em-
ploying Eq.(C23) and assuming the real and imaginary parts of the noise spectrum, the following result is
found:

S̃(ω) =R(ω) + iI(ω) = S̃∗(−ω) = R(−ω)− iI(−ω)

↪→R(ω) = R(−ω), I(ω) = −I(−ω).
(C38)

So the independent real and imaginary parts of the noise spectrum, i.e. R(ω) and I(ω), are even and odd
functions, respectively.

c. Antimony Quoct with Weyl Hamiltonian

In this section, we demonstrate that the complex noise spectra of the Antimony quoct, denoted as S̃i,̃i(ω),
can be expressed using four real functions that are symmetric/even or asymmetric/odd with respect to the
variable ω. In the following we find all possible self and cross correlations in terms of S̃i,̃i(ω). First, we find
the self correlation related to the indices i, ĩ = 2:

S̃22(ω) =

∫ +∞

−∞
dteIωt⟨1⟩ = 2πδ(ω) ≡ 0 (C39)

Please note that we will ignore the above term by equating it to zero. This is because the delta function is
nonzero only in the very close vicinity of the zero frequency, and in our simulations, we will not consider
frequencies that are extremely close to zero.
The cross correlations with indices i or ĩ = 2 that are related to the known function B2 = 1, and indices
i or ĩ ∈ {0, 1}, that are related to the unknown noise functions Bj(t) = A(t), Q(t); j = 0, 1 are as
follows:

S̃j2(ω) = S̃2j(ω) =

∫ +∞

−∞
dteIωt⟨Bj(0)× 1⟩ =

∫ +∞

−∞
dteIωt⟨1×Bj(t)⟩ = 0, (C40)

In the above equation, we utilized ⟨Bj(t)⟩ = ⟨Bj(0)⟩ = 0, which is due to assuming a zero mean Gaussian
distribution for these stochastic noisy variables. Eqs.(C39) and (C40) show that some correlations that
are related to i, ĩ = 2, are known or zero. This is due to the fact that these correlations involve Fourier
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transforms of constant functions yielding delta function centered at zero frequency, or incorporate zero
terms such as ⟨A(0)⟩ or ⟨Q(t)⟩, which is a result of assuming zero-mean Gaussian distribution for these
noisy variables.
Next, we list the rest of unknown and nonzero Antimony quoct noise polyspectra (S̃i,̃i(ω), i, ĩ = 0, 1) in
terms of their Fourier Transforms (F.T.) and their real and imaginary components as follows:

S̃00(ω) = F.T.(⟨A(0)A(t)⟩) = R0(ω) + iI0(ω),

S̃11(ω) = F.T.(⟨Q(0)Q(t)⟩) = R′0(ω) + iI ′0(ω),

S̃01(ω) = F.T.(⟨A(0)Q(t)⟩) = R1(ω) + iI1(ω),

S̃10(ω) = F.T.(⟨Q(0)A(t)⟩) = R′1(ω) + iI ′1(ω),

(C41)

Initially, as expressed above, we encounter eight unknown functions representing the real and imaginary
parts of the noise spectra. For the specific case of the Antimony quoct, we utilize Eqs.(C26), and deduce
that S̃00(ω) = S̃00(−ω), S̃11(ω) = S̃11(−ω), and S̃01(ω) = S̃10(−ω), leading to:

R0(ω) = R0(−ω), I0(ω) = I0(−ω),

R′0(ω) = R′0(−ω), I ′0(ω) = I ′0(−ω)

R′1(ω) = R1(−ω), I ′1(ω) = I1(−ω).

(C42)

According to the above equations, the functionsR0(ω), I0(ω), R
′
0(ω) and I ′0(ω) are symmetric/even with

respect to ω. In addition, the two functions R′1(ω) and I ′1(ω) depend on the functions R1(ω) and I1(ω).
From Eq.(C28) we find S∗00(ω) = S00(−ω) , S∗11(ω) = S11(−ω), and S∗01(ω) = S10(−ω), resulting in the
following:

R0(ω)− iI0(ω) = R0(−ω) + iI0(−ω),

R′0(ω)− iI ′0(ω) = R′0(−ω) + iI ′0(−ω),

R1(ω)− iI1(ω) = R1(−ω) + iI1(−ω),

(C43)

Upon combining Eqs.(C42) and (C43), we deduce that I0(ω) = I ′0(ω) = 0. Furthermore, it becomes ap-
parent that the functionsR1(ω) and I1(ω) are even and odd, respectively. Consequently, all the unknown
complex noise polyspectra of the Antimony quoct, denoted as S̃i,̃i(ω), depend on four real functions as
follows:

R0(ω) = R0(−ω), R′0(ω) = R′0(−ω),

R1(ω) = R1(−ω), I1(ω) = −I1(−ω)
(C44)

where the first three variables are symmetric/even and the last function is anti-symmetric/odd.

5. Map of frequency range to positive frequencies

In our noise spectroscopy formalism, we need tomap the whole frequency range to the positive frequency
range. To reach this goal, we use the following formula:∫ b

a

f(x)dx =

∫ −b
−a

f(−x)(−dx) =

∫ −a
−b

f(−x)dx, (C45)

That yields:∫ Ω

−Ω
g(ω)dω =

∫ 0−

−Ω
g(ω)d(ω) +

∫ Ω

0

g(ω)dω =

∫ 0+

Ω

g(−ω)d(−ω) +

∫ Ω

0

g(ω)dω

=

∫ Ω

0+
g(−ω)dω +

∫ Ω

0

g(ω)dω = g(0)dω +

∫ Ω

0+
(g(−ω) + g(ω))dω

N∑
k=−N

g(rkω0) =

−1∑
k=−N

g(rkω0) + g(0) +

N∑
k=1

g(rkω0) = g(0) +

N∑
k=1

(g(−rkω0) + g(rkω0))

(C46)

where N = ⌊Ω/ω0⌋. In the second line of the equation above, when dω approaches zero, if g(0) → ∞,
the term g(0)dω converges to a finite value and cannot be disregarded. However, in the typical scenario
where g(0) remains finite, the term g(0)dω can be neglected. These expressions present the symbolic
representation of the primary integral and summation components of Eq.(25).

6. Antimony quoct Hamiltonian in Weyl basis

This section derives theWeyl basis representation of the effective Hamiltonian of the Antimony quoct intro-
duced in Eq.(58). First, we find the spinmagnetic momentmatrices of a qudit (Ix/y/z) in the computational
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basis as follows:

Iz =

d∑
p=1

I ′z,p |p⟩ ⟨p| , I ′z,p = ℏ(I + 1− p)

=

d−1∑
p=0

Iz,p |p⟩ ⟨p| , Iz,p = ℏ(I − p)

Ix =

d∑
p,q=1

I ′x,pq |p⟩ ⟨q| , I ′x,pq =
ℏ
2
(δp,q+1 + δp+1,q)

√
(I + 1)(p+ q − 1)− pq

=

d−1∑
p,q=0

Ix,pq |p⟩ ⟨q| , Ix,pq =
ℏ
2
(δp,q+1 + δp+1,q)

√
(I + 1)(p+ q + 1)− (p+ 1)(q + 1)

Iy =

d∑
p,q=1

I ′y,pq |p⟩ ⟨q| , I ′y,pq =
iℏ
2
(δp,q+1 − δp+1,q)

√
(I + 1)(p+ q − 1)− pq

=

d−1∑
p,q=0

Iy,pq |p⟩ ⟨q| , Iy,pq =
iℏ
2
(δp,q+1 − δp+1,q)

√
(I + 1)(p+ q + 1)− (p+ 1)(q + 1)

(C47)

where I = d−1
2 for a spin qudit and I = 7

2 for the Antimony quoct with d = 8. In the above transformation,
after shifting the indices by 1, we considered the new state numbers intrinsically shifted by−1 as {|p⟩ , p =
0, ..., d− 1}. Using Eq.(A10) we have:

Iz =

d−1∑
p=0

Iz,p |p⟩ ⟨p| =
1

d

∑
ap

ξ−apIz,pZ
a,

Iy =

d−1∑
pq=0

Iy,pq |p⟩ ⟨q| =
1

d

∑
pqab

ξ−apδp,q+bIy,pqZ
aXb =

1

d

∑
pqab

ξ−apIy,pqZ
aXp−q,

Ix =

d−1∑
pq=0

Ix,pq |p⟩ ⟨q| =
1

d

∑
pqab

ξ−apδp,q+bIx,pqZ
aXb =

1

d

∑
pqab

ξ−apIx,pqZ
aXp−q

I2x =

d−1∑
pqp′q′=0

Ix,pqIx,p′q′ |p⟩ ⟨q|p′⟩ ⟨q′| =
d−1∑

pqp′q′=0

Ix,pqIx,p′q′δq,p′ |p⟩ ⟨q′|

=

d−1∑
pqq′=0

Ix,pqIx,qq′ |p⟩ ⟨q′| =
1

d

∑
pqq′ab

ξ−apδp,q′+bIx,pqIx,qq′Z
aXb

=
1

d

∑
pqq′a

ξ−apIx,pqIx,qq′Z
aXp−q′ ,

(C48)
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where Iz,p, Iy,pq, Ix,pq are defined in Eq.(C47). Now the Antimony Hamiltonian of Eq.(58) could be found
in the complete Weyl basis as follows:

H(t) = (γnB̃0 ±
1

2
A(t))Iz +Q(t)I2x

=(γnB̃0 ±
1

2
A(t))

(1
d

∑
abp

ξ−apIz,pδ0,bZ
aXb

)
+Q(t)

(1
d

∑
pqq′ab

ξ−apδp,q′+bIx,pqIx,qq′Z
aXb

)
=
∑
ab

([1
d
γnB̃0

∑
p

ξ−apIz,pδb0

]
+
[
± 1

2d

∑
p

ξ−apIz,pδ0,b

]
A(t) +

[1
d

∑
pqq′

ξ−apδp,q′+bIx,pqIx,qq′
]
Q(t)

)
ZaXb

=
∑
ab

([
± 1

2d3

∑
pqq′

ξ−apIz,pδ0,b

]
A(t) +

[1
d

∑
pqq′

ξ−apδp,q′+bIx,pqIx,qq′
]
Q(t)

+
[ 1

d3
γnB̃0

∑
pqq′

ξ−apIz,pδb0

]
× 1

)
ZaXb

=
∑

pqq′ab

(
B0β̃

pqq′

0ab +B1(t)β̃
pqq′

1ab +B2(t)β̃
pqq′

2ab

)
ZaXb

=
∑

i=0,1,2
pqq′ab∈S

Bi(t)β̃
pqq′

iab ZaXb =
∑
ab

βab(t)Z
aXb,
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where,

βab(t) =
∑

i=0,1,2
pqq′∈S

Bi(t)β̃
pqq′

iab

B0(t),B1(t), B2 = A(t), Q(t), 1

β̃pqq′

0ab =± 1

2d3
ξ−apIz,pδb,0

β̃pqq′

1ab =
1

d
ξ−apIx,pqIx,qq′δp,q+b

β̃pqq′

2ab =
1

d3
γnB̃0ξ

−apIz,pδb,0

(C50)

7. Characteristics of Weyl coefficient function

In this section, we demonstrate that the relation Ξi,̃i(m,n, ω, tr) = Ξi,̃i(m,n,−ω, tr) holds true for this
Weyl coefficient function, as explained below:

Ξmn
ĩi

(−ω, tr) =∑
abãb̃

a′b′ã′b̃′

∈S

∑
pqq′∈S
p̃q̃q̃′∈S

β̃pqq′

iab β̃p̃q̃q̃′

ĩãb̃
(ind

ãb̃
λã′b̃′

a′b′)F
ab
a′b′(−ω, tr)F

∗−ã,−b̃
−ã′,−b̃′(−ω, tr)

=
∑
abãb̃

a′b′ã′b̃′

∈S

∑
pqq′∈S
p̃q̃q̃′∈S

β̃pqq′

iab β̃p̃q̃q̃′

ĩãb̃
(ind

ãb̃
λã′b̃′

a′b′)F
∗−a,−b
−a′,−b′(ω, tr)ξ

ab−a′b′F ã,b̃

ã′,b̃′
(ω, tr)ξ

−ãb̃+ã′b̃′

=
∑

a′b′ã′b̃′

abãb̃
∈S

∑
pqq′∈S
p̃q̃q̃′∈S

β̃pqq′

iãb̃
β̃p̃q̃q̃′

ĩab
(ind

ãb̃
λã′b̃′

a′b′)F
∗−a,−b
−a′,−b′(ω, tr)F

ã,b̃

ã′,b̃′
(ω, tr). = Ξmn

ĩi
(ω, tr)

(C51)
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To arrive at the final line of the above equation, we used Eq.(70) in the following manner:
ind
ãb̃
λã′b̃′

a′b′ ≡
mnp0q0

ãb̃
λã′b̃′

a′b′

= 8OmnVp0,q0δ−p0−m,a′+ã′δ−q0−n,b′+b̃′×

(1− ξna
′−mb′)(1− ξnã

′−mb̃′)ξm(n+b′+b̃′)+(a′+ã′)(b′+b̃′)ξ−ã
′b′ξãb̃−ã

′b̃′ ,

mnp0q0
ãb̃
λã′b̃′

a′b′ ξ
ab−a′b′ξ−ãb̃+ã′b̃′ =

8OmnVp0,q0δ−p0−m,a′+ã′δ−q0−n,b′+b̃′×

(1− ξna
′−mb′)(1− ξnã

′−mb̃′)ξm(n+b′+b̃′)+(a′+ã′)(b′+b̃′)ξ−ã
′b′ξãb̃−ã

′b̃′×

ξab−a
′b′ξ−ãb̃+ã′b̃′

= 8OmnVp0,q0δ−p0−m,a′+ã′δ−q0−n,b′+b̃′×

(1− ξna
′−mb′)(1− ξnã

′−mb̃′)ξm(n+b′+b̃′)+(a′+ã′)(b′+b̃′)ξ−ã
′b′ξab−a

′b′

= mnp0q0
ãb̃
λa′b′

ã′b̃′
,

(C52)

where ind = (m,n, p0, q0).

8. Impact of Hamiltonian Hermiticity on noise and switching functions

In our noise spectroscopy formalism, we made the assumption that the effective Hamiltonian of the qu-
dit, noises, and spectroscopy pulses is Hermitian. This is equivalent to asserting that the evolution of a
qudit, under the influence of noises and subjected to pulses, is unitary. In other words, we consider the
whole quantum system of the qudit, environmental noises, and spectroscopy pulses as one closed sys-
tem. Nowwe identify the constraints imposed by the Hermitian characteristic of the effective Hamiltonian
on the noise function βAβ

(t) and the switching function yAy
(t). The investigation begins by considering

the general format of the effective qudit and noise Hamiltonian, i.e. Eq.(4), which is reexpressed here as
follows:

HA H
q,n (t) =

∑
A∑∈S

βAβ
(t)ZA n

Z XA n
X , (C53)

The conjugate of the above Hamiltonian is computed as follows, and it is expected to be equivalent to the
original Hamiltonian itself.

H∗A H
q,n (t) =

∑
A∑∈S

β∗Aβ
(t)X−A n

XZ−A n
Z

=
∑

A∑∈S
β∗Aβ

(t)ξ−A n
Z A n

XZ−A n
Z X−A n

X

=
∑
−A∑∈S

β∗−Aβ
(t)ξ−A n

Z A n
XZA n

Z XA n
X

=HA H
q,n (t)

(C54)

Considering the symmetric characteristic of the S set expressed in Eq.(A22), we find −A∑ = A∑, that
yields the following condition on the noise function:

βAβ
(t) = ξ−A n

Z A n
Xβ∗−Aβ

(t). (C55)
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Now we provide the condition on the switching function that is imposed by the Hermitian constraint. The
Hermitian effective Hamiltonian of the the qudit, noises, and the spectroscopy pulses is as follows:

HAH

q←(n,p)(t) =P−1(ik,jk)

(
HA H

q,n (t)
)
P(ik,jk) = H∗AH

q←(n,p)(t),

=
∑

A∑∈S
βAβ

(t)yAy
(t)ZAZXAX

=
∑

A∑∈S
β∗Aβ

(t)y∗Ay
(t)X−AXZ−AZ

=
∑

A∑∈S
β∗Aβ

(t)y∗Ay
(t)ξ−AZAXZ−AZX−AX

=
∑
−A∑∈S

β∗−Aβ
(t)y∗−Ay

(t)ξ−AZAXZAZXAX

=
∑

−A∑=A∑∈S
(
βAβ

(t)ξA n
Z A n

X

)
y∗−Ay

(t)ξ−AZAXZAZXAX

(C56)

where we utilized Eq.(C55). Comparing the second and last lines of the above equation, we find the condi-
tion on the switching function as follows:

yAy
(t) = y∗−Ay

(t)ξA n
Z A n

X−AZAX . (C57)

For the qutrit and the qudit in Weyl basis, equations (C55) and (C57) take the following forms:
Qutrit : βa(t) =β∗−a(t), ya(t) = y∗−a(t).

Qudit : βab(t) =ξ−abβ∗−a,−b(t), yaba′b′(t) = y∗−a,−b−a′,−b′(t)ξ
ab−a′b′ .

(C58)

9. Simplifying specific filter functions

In this section, we convert the integral representation of filter functions for different versions into summa-
tion formats. The main definition of the Filter function is provided by Eq.(B13). In our specific scenario, a
sequence of d symmetric resonance pulses is applied to a qudit. As a result, the switching function yAy

(t)
remains constant during each r-th interval, which is defined by the interval between two similar pulses
with a time difference of 1

d−1
T
r and an energy of ℏωihjh . These pulses facilitate the transition of the qudit

from energy level |ih⟩ to |jh⟩. We denote the constant switching function in interval h as yihjhAy
. Assuming

a resonance pulse sequence represented as Eq.(9) i.e. {(P−1(ih,jh)
, P(ih,jh))}

d−1
h=0, where Pih,d = Pih,0 and

Pd,jh = P0,jh , we can derive the following relations:

FAF
(ω, t) =

∫ t0+
T
r

t0

dt′yAy
(t′)eIωt′ =

d−1∑
h=0

yih,jhAy

∫ t0+th+1
r

t0+thr

eIωtdt

=
−I

ω

d−1∑
h=0

yih,jhAy

(
eIt

h+1
r ω − eIt

h
rω

)
eIt0ω

=
−I

ω

d∑
h=0

(
(1− δh,0)y

ih−1,jh−1

Ay
− (1− δh,d)y

ih,jh
Ay

)
eI(t

h
r+t0)ω,

t = t0 +
T

r
, t0 = 0, thr = h

1

d

T

r
.

(C59)

where the terms including delta functions are added to maintain the following conditions:

y
i−1

,j−1

Ay
= yid,jdAy

= 0. (C60)
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Here we simplify the filter function at t = M T
r . Given that in our formalism the filter function repeats in

each time interval of∆t = T
r , we can have the following:

FAF
(ω,M

T

r
) =

M−1∑
n=0

∫ tnr +
T
r

tnr

dt′yAy
(t′)eIωt′

=
−I

ω

M−1∑
n=0

d−1∑
h=0

yih,jhAy

(
eIt

h+1
r ω − eIt

h
rω

)
eI(t

n
r d)ω,

=
−I

ω

M−1∑
n=0

d∑
h=0

(
(1− δh,0)y

ih−1,jh−1

Ay
− (1− δh,d)y

ih,jh
Ay

)
eI(t

h
r+tnr d)ω,

tqr = q
1

d

T

r
, I =

√
−1.

(C61)

Now we calculate the filter function at ω = 0.

FAF
(0, t) =

∫ t0+
T
r

t0

dt′yAy
(t′)e0 =

d−1∑
h=0

yih,jhAy

∫ t0+th+1
r

t0+thr

dt =

d−1∑
h=0

yih,jhAy

(
th+1
r − thr

)
(C62)

To find the filter function at t = M T
r and ω = 0, we combine the above equations to achieve the follow-

ing:

FAF
(0,M

T

r
) =

M−1∑
n=0

∫ tnr +
T
r

tnr

dt′yAy (t
′) =

M−1∑
n=0

d−1∑
h=0

yih,jhAy

∫ tnr +th+1
r

tnr +thr

dt

=

M−1∑
n=0

d−1∑
h=0

yih,jhAy

(
th+1
r − thr

)
= M

d−1∑
h=0

yih,jhAy

(
th+1
r − thr

)
tqr = q

1

d

T

r
, I =

√
−1.

(C63)
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