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Figures 3–6 contain wrong axes, having factors of ×4 or ×1/4 missing, depending on the case. These errors do not affect the
results and conclusions of this paper. Below, we specify the correction for each figure:

(i) In Fig. 3, the abscissa axis should be multiplied by a factor of ×4. The correct figure is

FIG. 3. Temperature dependence of the numerically obtained decay rate for a chain with N = 5 and periodic boundary conditions in the
presence of charge noise. The interaction energy is set to U = 10 J . For values of the coupling strength α � 0.04, we obtain approximately
the same curve (continuous line). (The inset) Values for � on a logarithmic scale demonstrating the proportionality ∝1/αT .

(ii) In Figs. 4(a) and 4(b), the ordinate axis should be multiplied by a factor of ×1/4. The correct figure is
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FIG. 4. Comparison between the numerically computed decay rate and the analytic formulas (17) and (18) for a chain with N = 5 sites
and periodic boundary conditions in the case of charge noise. The dissipation strength is α = 0.02. (a) Dependence on the interaction strength
for a fixed temperature kBT = 20 J . (b) Dependence on the temperature for a fixed interaction strength U = 20 J .
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(iii) In Fig. 5, the abscissa axis should be multiplied by a factor of ×4. The correct figure is

FIG. 5. Average decay rate of the doublon states under the influence of current noise for various dissipation strengths as a function of the
temperature. The chain consists of N = 5 sites with periodic boundary conditions, whereas the interaction is U = 10 J .

(iv) In Figs. 6(a) and 6(b), the ordinate axis should be multiplied by a factor of ×1/4. The correct figure is

FIG. 6. Numerically obtained decay rate in comparison with the approximations (20)–(22) for a chain with N = 5 sites and periodic
boundary conditions in the case of current noise with strength α = 0.02. The results are plotted as a function of (a) the interaction and the
temperature kBT = 20 J and (b) for a fixed interaction U = 20 J as a function of the temperature.

The origin of these mistakes can be traced back to the first version of the paper. We initially used J (ω) = 2παω for the
spectral density, which is a customary expression used in several important references [1]. However, in the last version of the
paper, we changed it to J (ω) = πα′ω/2, in accordance with other references [2]. Both lead to the same dynamics as long as
α′ = 4α, so we kept using the same data changing the value of the dissipation strength accordingly in the captions of the figures.
However, we missed the fact that some axes correspond to variables multiplied or divided by α.
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