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We identify an unconventional algebraic scaling phase in the quantum dynamics of free fermions with long
range hopping, which are exposed to continuous local density measurements. The unconventional phase is
characterized by an algebraic entanglement entropy growth, and by a slow algebraic decay of the density-density
correlation function, both with a fractional exponent. It occurs for hopping decay exponents 1 < p . 3/2
independently of the measurement rate. The algebraic phase gives rise to two critical lines, separating it from a
critical phase with logarithmic entanglement growth at small, and an area law phase with constant entanglement
entropy at large monitoring rates. A perturbative renormalization group analysis suggests that the transitions
to the long-range phase are also unconventional, corresponding to a modified sine-Gordon theory. Comparing
exact numerical simulations of the monitored wave functions with analytical predictions from a replica field
theory approach yields an excellent quantitative agreement. This confirms the view of a measurement-induced
phase transition as a quantum phase transition in the dark state of an effective, non-Hermitian Hamiltonian.

Measurement-induced phase transitions provide a new an-
gle for understanding quantum dynamics. The tracking
of measurement outcomes along single trajectories contains
qualitatively more information than a dynamics where these
outcomes are not read, or averaged over. In fact, the indi-
vidual wave function may undergo phase transitions, which
are witnessed by suitable statistical analysis of the trajectory
ensemble. The linear (in the state) averaged quantum dynam-
ics represented by a Lindblad master equation converges to-
wards a featureless infinite temperature state, where the ex-
tensive configurational entropy generated by all possible mea-
surement outcomes erases all the information on the trajectory
wave function. In contrast, state dependent, nonlinear observ-
ables, e.g., the entanglement entropy S or connected correla-
tion functions, reveal the non-trivial underlying quantum dy-
namics.

So far, two major types of such transitions have been iden-
tified by their entanglement growth with system size L. One
is represented by transitions from a volume- (S ∼ L) to an
area law (S ∼ L0) [1–9], and has been established mainly
for random circuits, but also for certain interacting Hamilto-
nians [10–12]. A second type corresponds to transitions from
a critical phase with a logarithmic growth of entanglement en-
tropy (S ∼ log L), again to an area law [13–17].

This calls for the question, whether this is the exhaustive
set of phases and phase transitions that can exist in moni-
tored quantum dynamics. A promising candidate for explor-
ing it are systems with long-ranged generators of dynamics:
Long-ranged Hamiltonians are known to induce new phases
in ground states, and to qualitatively modify the critical be-
havior at phase transitions [18–20]. The thus achieved redis-
tribution of particles over large distances can be expected to
enhance the amount of real space entanglement; indeed, en-
tanglement dynamics and correlation spreading are strongly
modified by long range contributions to the Hamiltonian [21–
23]. Experimental platforms for engineering such Hamiltoni-
ans range from trapped ions [23–26], cold atoms in cavities
[27, 28], Rydberg atoms [29], and polar molecules [30].

In this work, we explore an elementary model of monitored,

Figure 1. a) Illustration of free fermions on a chain with algebraic
hopping (1 < p < ∞) and continuous monitoring with rate γ. b)
Schematic phase diagram: we detect and characterize three quali-
tatively different phases. c) Phase diagram as determined from the
effective central charge c for L = 600. Circles indicate the points
discussed in Fig. 2. The color coded vertical lines are studied in
d,e): comparison of the numerically determined scaling exponents at
γ = 0.3 (blue), γ = 1 (black) and γ = 1.5 (red) with the dark state
(solid black line). d) Correlation function exponent a. Dashed lines
yield an estimate for the point where the algebraic scaling terminates
and is replaced by exponential scaling. e) Entanglement entropy
growth exponent b. A vanishing exponent corresponds to logarith-
mic scaling or area law. The critical points found by this procedure
are indicated as crosses in c).

long-ranged dynamics: Free fermions with variably ranged
hopping, characterized by an algebraic range exponent p (see
Fig. 1a), competing with disentangling, local particle num-
ber measurements. As a main result, we demonstrate that
the long-range entangling evolution leads to the emergence
of an unconventional dynamical phase, in which the entan-
glement entropy grows with the system size S ∼ Lb with
b = 3/2 − p [31], faster than logarithmically but slower than
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the volume law of fully ergodic dynamics. Alternatively, the
phase can be characterized via nonlinear density-density cor-
relation functions, which follow an algebraic decay ∼ L−a

with a continuously varying exponent a = p+1/2. This phase
is realized for exponents 1 < p < pc = 3/2, irrespective to the
strength of measurement γ > 0: Local measurements cannot
supersede the entanglement generated by long-range coher-
ent hopping. This implies the existence of a tricritical point,
where a conformally invariant phase with logarithmic entan-
glement growth, an area law phase, and the long-range phase
meet (see Fig. 1b,c).

To establish these results, we employ a combination of
numerical simulations [13, 16, 32] and an analytical replica
field theory [14], in which the steady state under monitoring
emerges as the dark state of an effective, non-Hermitian sine-
Gordon Hamiltonian. In the Hamiltonian framework, mea-
surements induce a pinning of the density fluctuations, and
the long-range hopping pins the phase fluctuations. The ana-
lytical results align well with the numerical simulations, pre-
dicting the critical value of p and the scaling exponents in
the long-range phase with high accuracy. This strengthens
the picture of the measurement-induced phase transitions as
a quantum phase transition in the dark state of an effective,
non-Hermitian measurement-Hamiltonian.

Microscopic model and effective Hamiltonian. – We con-
sider fermions on a ring of L sites (labeled s) and a dynamics,
which is composed of continuous measurements of the local
particle number n̂s = ĉ†s ĉs and unitary, long-range hoppings.
In the quantum state diffusion protocol, this is described by
the stochastic Schrödinger equation (SSE),

d
∣∣∣ψ{ξs,t}〉 =

[
− iĤdt +

∑

s

(
ξs,t M̂s,t − γ

2 M̂2
s,tdt

)] ∣∣∣ψ{ξs,t}〉 . (1)

Here, γ is the dimensionless monitoring strength, M̂s,t =

n̂s − 〈
ψ{ξs,t}

∣∣∣ n̂s

∣∣∣ψ{ξs,t}〉 are the monitoring operators and ξs,t

is a Gaussian white noise with zero mean ξs,t = 0 and short-
ranged correlations ξs,tξm,t′ = γdtδs,mδ(t − t′). The overbar
denotes the noise or trajectory average. The quantum state
diffusion [33–35] is realized by coupling the local observable
n̂s to a continuum of bath degrees of freedom, e.g., point-
ers [36, 37], which is read out continuously, e.g., via homo-
dyne detection [38].

The long-range hopping is described by the Hamiltonian

Ĥ = −
∑

s,m

ts,mĉ†s ĉm, ts,m = |s − m|−p, (2)

where ĉ†s , ĉs are fermion creation and annihilation operators,
{ĉs, ĉ

†
m} = δs,m. The exponent p determines the range over

which a single particle is coherently spread, which increases
with smaller p. In order to ensure a well-defined thermody-
namic limit and a bounded fermion dispersion, we consider
p > 1. For p → ∞, nearest-neighbor hopping is repro-
duced [13, 14, 32]. The number conserving, quadratic evo-
lution can be described in terms of efficiently simulated Gaus-
sian wave functions. We start from the half-filled Néel state,
and evolve the system until stationarity is reached.

Figure 2. Phase characterization of conformally invariant (γ =

0.3, p = 1.25, orange), area-law (γ = 2, p = 5, light blue) and al-
gebraic scaling phase (γ = 0.3, p = 5, purple). a) Entanglement
entropy as a function of system size and best fit using the ansatz
S = c

3 log L
π

+ s0 + BLb. The entropy always grows slower than a
volume law (∼ L, dashed line). b) The scaling exponent of the corre-
lation function at opposite ends of the system is determined by fitting
to C = 1/ [ALa + DL] (dashed line ∼ L−2).

The probabilistic measurements subject the wave function
to a large degree of randomness, which then generates a large
configurational entropy: each allowed measurement outcome
will appear in the long-time limit with equal probability. As a
consequence, the trajectory average of the conditioned density
matrix ρc,t = |ψ{ξ}〉〈ψ{ξ}| always yields a maximally mixed
state ρc,t ∼ 1. In order to reveal the nontrivial quantum dy-
namics in each individual wave function |ψ{ξ}〉, one has to
consider trajectory averages of specific observables in which
ρc,t enters nonlinearly [9, 14, 39, 40], such as the entanglement
entropy or conditioned correlation functions (see below).

The dynamics of nonlinear observables is determined by a
set of replicated density matrices ρc,t ⊗ ρc,t ⊗ ..., which are
described by a replica field theory [14]. It separates the mea-
surement randomness (accumulating it in an effective center-
of-mass coordinate) from the inherent quantum evolution of
the wave functions, and expresses the latter in terms of an
effective, non-Hermitian Hamiltonian. Two-body correlation
functions are described by the two-replica product ρc,t ⊗ ρc,t,
the replica field theory of which is obtained in three steps: (i)
Derive the replica master equation for a product of 2 repli-
cated density matrices as outlined in Ref. [14] (ii) Bosonize
the fermion operators on each replica and express the the-
ory in terms of boson field operators φ̂x, θ̂x. Operators on
the same replica obey the canonical commutation relation
[φ̂y, ∂xθ̂x] = iδ(x − y), while they commute for different repli-
cas. (iii) Perform the unitary transformation to the relevant
replica coordinates, i.e., the relative and the absolute modes,
φ̂(a,r)

x = 1√
2
(φ̂(1)

x ± φ̂(2)
x ), θ̂(a,r)

x = 1√
2
(θ̂(1)

x ± θ̂(2)
x ), where (1, 2)

label replica 1, 2. The absolute modes φ̂(a)
x , θ̂(a)

x pick up all
the configurational entropy from the replicas [14]. They are
structureless and can readily be traced out.

Executing the steps (i)-(iii) for the SSE in Eq. (1) reveals
that the steady state of the monitoring evolution in the replica
framework is a dark state of the effective, non-Hermitian
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Hamiltonian (dropping the relative replica index)

0 = Ĥeff|ψD〉, Ĥeff = Ĥsr + Ĥlr, (3a)

Ĥsr =

∫

x

{
η−1(∂xθ̂x)2 + η(∂xφ̂x)2 − iλ

[
1 − cos

√
8φ̂x

]}
, (3b)

Ĥlr = i∆
∫

x,|y|>1
|y|−2p

{
1 + cos

[√
2(θ̂x − θ̂x+y)

]}
. (3c)

The short-ranged part, Ĥsr, covers the nearest neighbor hop-
ping and the measurements of the local particle density. It is
of the sine-Gordon form with η2 = 1 − 2γi

π
and λ > 0, which

has been derived in Ref. [14].
The long-range part, Ĥlr corresponds to hopping across

more than one site ĉ†l ĉl+m, m > 1. In bosonization ĉ†l ĉl+m ∼
ei(θ̂l−θ̂l+m)(1 + h.h.), and we neglect contributions from higher
harmonics ∼h.h. (see [41] for a detailed discussion). The ef-
fective Hamiltonian has two remarkable features: Firstly, due
to the monitoring Ĥlr is purely imaginary (∆ > 0), although
the original fermion hopping is Hermitian. Secondly, the ef-
fective hopping amplitude decays with an exponent ∼ 2p,
which is twice as large as for the microscopic amplitude. Both
of these features are emergent in the replica theory and leave
clear signatures in the fermion observables.

Observables. – In order to characterize the steady state
of the SSE (1), we compute the trajectory averages of the
von-Neumann entanglement entropy S and of the connected
density-density correlation function C for fixed system size L,

S (l, L) = −Tr ρl log ρl, (4a)

C(l, L) = 〈n̂xn̂x+l〉 − 〈n̂x〉〈n̂x+l〉 = |〈ĉ†xĉx+l〉|2. (4b)

Here, ρl = TrL\l |ψ{ξ}〉 〈ψ{ξ}| is the reduced density matrix of
a subsystem of length l for a pure state |ψ{ξ}〉. In the replica
field theory, where we take L → ∞, their leading behavior is
captured by a simple form [41],

S (l) = 1
3 〈φ̂xφ̂x+l〉, C(l) = 1

2π2 ∂
2
l 〈φ̂xφ̂x+l〉. (5)

Here the expectation value is taken with respect to the dark
state |ψD〉 of Ĥeff, Eq. (3a). The form of C(l) follows from
n̂x → ρ0 − ∂xφ̂x

π
, and the entropy formula is obtained under the

assumption of free Dirac fermions in Gaussian states [42, 43].
Dark state phase structure. – We find three qualitatively

different regimes (see Fig. 1b): (i) An area law phase for large
monitoring (γ ' 1) and short-ranged hopping (p > 3/2),
(ii) a conformally invariant (CFT) phase for smaller but non-
vanishing monitoring and short-ranged hopping (p > 3/2),
and (iii) a novel algebraic scaling phase due to long-range
hopping (p < 3/2). Additionally, isolated at γ = 0, a volume
law is realized. This obstructs the observation of the large-
distance behavior in the dynamical phases for insufficient sys-
tem sizes [13]. In Fig. 2, we show representative results for
each phase.

Numerically, we distinguish the three phases, and their
boundaries, by a combination of two approaches. (1) In-
formed by logarithmic growth of the entanglement entropy in

the CFT phase, we assume a logarithmic scaling of S (l, L) and
extract a size-dependent effective central charge c(L). In the
area-law phase and in the CFT phase, c(L) saturates as a func-
tion of the system size to c(L) = 0 or c(L) > 0. In the algebraic
phase it does not saturate, indicating faster than logarithmic
growth of S (l, L) on large distances (see Fig. 1c, Fig. 3a), al-
lowing us to localize the phase boundaries. (2) We make a
general ansatz for S (L/2, L) and C(L/2, L), including both al-
gebraic and logarithmic scaling, and then compute the best fit
as a function of L (see Fig. 2). This yields consistent results
for the scaling behavior in the different regimes, as well as for
the scaling exponents and the location of the phase boundaries
(see Fig. 1d,e). In addition, we confirm these results via the
behavior of S (l, L) and C(l, L) as functions of the subsystem
size l (see [41]).

This existence of three distinct phases is also reflected in
the form of Heff. The Hamiltonian is composed of a free part,
quadratic in θ̂x, φ̂x, and two competing nonlinearities. The
structure of the dark state |ψD〉 then depends on whether or
not the nonlinear contributions are relevant on large distances.
Both nonlinearities tend to suppress fluctuations of their argu-
ments, and to pin the corresponding fields. However, θ̂x, φ̂x are
conjugate and cannot be pinned simultaneously, i.e., at most
one nonlinearity can be relevant. This gives rise to the three
scenarios outlined above: (i) in the area law phase, λ is rele-
vant and pins the density field φ̂x to a measurement eigenstate,
(ii) in the CFT phase, neither λ nor ∆ are relevant, yielding
scale invariant free bosons, and (iii) in the algebraic scaling
phase, the long-range hopping ∆ is relevant and yields a pin-
ning of the relative phases θ̂x − θ̂x+l of the fermions. This is
associated with long-range correlations in θ̂x and increased lo-
cal particle number fluctuations ∼ φ̂x.

The regimes (i) and (ii) have been established in the limit
p → ∞ in previous works (numerically in Refs. [13, 15] and
analytically in Ref. [14]). Apart from a p-dependent shift
of the critical point towards larger values of γ due to an en-
hanced kinetic energy, this picture remains unmodified for
3/2 < p < ∞. We thus focus on regime (iii), corresponding to
an algebraic scaling of the entanglement entropy and the phase
transitions (i)↔(iii) and (ii)↔(iii). Canonical power counting
yields the scaling dimension [∆] = 3 − 2p, indicating that the
long-range aspect of the hopping is irrelevant for p > 3/2, and
confining the algebraic phase to p < 3/2. The independence
of the critical value pc = 3/2 of the measurement strength
γ > 0 – implying that even frequent local measurements can-
not overcome the entanglement generation of a long-ranged
kinetic Hamiltonian – is confirmed by the simulations, e.g.,
shown in Fig. 1d,e.

Characterizing the phase transitions. – The three differ-
ent phases discussed above are separated from each other by
three different transition lines, each corresponding to a differ-
ent type of phase transition (illustrated in Fig. 1). Each phase
transition features a characteristic competition between dif-
ferent parts of the effective Hamiltonian: the quadratic part
(∼ η, η−1) tends to balance the fluctuations of φ̂x, θ̂x, while
the nonlinearities (∼ ∆, λ) suppress fluctuations of θ̂x or φ̂x.
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This competition is manifest in the perturbative renormaliza-
tion group (RG) equations for η,∆, λ.

The RG equations are obtained by rescaling spacetime with
a factor e−s, i.e., dx, dt → dxe−s, dte−s, with s infinitesimal,
and then integrating out fast modes with momentum Λe−s <
|q| < Λ (here Λ = π is the short distance cutoff). Up to first
order in the nonlinear couplings, this yields (see [41])

∂s∆ = (3 − 2p − η)∆, (6)

∂sη = −η2∆, (7)

A similar set of RG equations has been obtained in Ref. [20]
for the ground state of a Hermitian, long-range interacting
XXZ-chain. In that case, however, all couplings are real,
and the canonical scaling dimension of the long-range cou-
pling ∆ is modified compared to Eq. (6) by replacing p →
p/2. From this perspective, the measurement-induced quan-
tum phase transitions observed here represent a generaliza-
tion of ground state phase transitions of interacting particles,
to dark state phase transitions in non-unitary, measurement-
induced dynamics.

The RG equations (6),(7) yield several important insights:
(a) For p > 3/2, the long-range hopping ∼ ∆ is always irrel-
evant and any initial ∆ , 0 decays to zero exponentially fast
(Re(η) ≥ 0 is required for stability). In this case, the mon-
itored long-range hopping dynamics are effectively reduced
to a nearest neighbor hopping model, such as discussed in
Refs. [13, 14]. It therefore undergoes a Berezinskii-Kosterlitz-
Thouless (BKT) transition from a critical to an area law phase
as a function of the measurement strength. (b) For p ≤ 3/2,
the long-range hopping is relevant and strongly enhances fluc-
tuations of φx, i.e., rapidly decreases η in Eq. (7), already on
the level of first order RG equations [44]. This confirms the
result from canonical power counting. (c) Although Eq. (6) is
reminiscent of a conventional sine-Gordon model (here for a
p-dependent canonical scaling dimension), the transition be-
tween the critical and the long-range phase does not fall into
the BKT paradigm. This roots in the linear appearance of ∆

in Eq. (7), obtained at first order perturbation theory. It gives
rise to an unconventional transition, which is characteristic for
long-range coupled systems [20]. (d) A similar argument ap-
plies for the transition from the area law to the long-range
phase. This transition arises from the direct competition be-
tween the two cosine terms. For a short-ranged sine-Gordon
model, this gives rise to a sequence of universality classes de-
pending on the factor in the nonlinearities, including the Ising
and parafermionic ones [45]. However, due to Eq. (7), this is
again different for the long-range model, where a transition of
this type has not yet been characterized.

Characterizing the algebraic scaling phase. – For p > 3/2,
the long-range hopping, and the coupling ∆, are relevant. The
dark state |ψD〉, as well as the fermion entanglement entropy
and correlation functions, are then modified by the impact of
Ĥlr in Eq. (3c). It pushes the phases θ̂l of the fermion opera-
tors ĉl, ĉ

†
l to align with each other, and to pin the argument of

cos
√

2(θ̂x − θ̂y) at small values. Expanding Ĥeff up to second

Figure 3. a) Effective central charge c determined from a fit at
l ∈ [L/4, 3L/4] for system sizes L = 200, 400, 600, 800. For
1/p . 0.6, c saturates, while it diverges with L for 1 > 1/p & 0.6,
indicating faster than log entanglement growth. b) Entanglement en-
tropy and density-density correlation function deep in the algebraic
scaling phase (γ = 0.3, p = 1.25) for L = 1600. At intermediate dis-
tances, where finite-size effects are negligible, the algebraic scaling
matches the analytical prediction b = 2 − a.

order in θ̂x then yields (in Fourier space)

Ĥeff =

∫

q
q2

{
−i∆p|q|2p−3θ̂−qθ̂q + ηφ̂−qφ̂q

}
, (8)

with a positive integration constant ∆p (see [41]). The terms
∼ θ̂q in Ĥeff become more and more dominant as q → 0.
This then also governs the dark state |ψD〉 at long wavelength
(see [41]), such that the correlation functions and the entan-
glement entropy acquire a p-dependent scaling exponent,

S (l) ∼ B|l|b + s0, b = 3
2 − p, (9)

C(l) ∼ A|l|−a, a = p + 1
2 . (10)

This analytical estimate is confirmed by the numerical simu-
lations very accurately, which is demonstrated in Figs. 1d,e,
Fig. 2 (purple lines), and [41]. These scaling exponents
clearly differ from the volume-law b = 1, found for instance
in monitored random circuits [4, 40, 46–51]. We find a slower
growth of the entanglement entropy b < 1/2, matching the
scaling relation b = 2 − a (see Fig. 3b), implied by Eq. (5).

Conclusion.– Long-range dynamics leads to a novel mea-
surement induced sub-volume phase with a maximum entan-
glement growth exponent S ∼ √L. Despite the enhanced
entangling effect of long range hoppings, the system does not
reach a volume law characteristic of an ergodic phase. Indeed,
a volume law is typically associated with excited or generic
states, located in the middle of the spectrum of a Hamiltonian.
Here rather, the trajectory wave functions evolve to states that
bear strong similarities to ground states. In fact, it is intrigu-
ing to notice the similarity of the phase structure to the ground
state phase diagram of long-range interacting spin models in
one dimension [20], where the density pinning effect of mea-
surements is replaced by nearest neighbor interactions. This
suggests a persistence of quantum ground state dynamics in
the trajectory wave function, which is reflected in the effec-
tive cooling towards measurement-induced dark states in the
replica formalism. It will be exciting to identify the precise
criteria for the occurrence of true volume law phases or clas-
sical vs. quantum phase transitions in trajectory ensembles,
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e.g. in terms of the Gaussianity of the state present here, or of
the integrability of the generator of dynamics [52–54].

Note added: During the completion of this work,
we became aware of two complementary works on
the measurement-induced transition in long-range coupled
Hamiltonian systems [55, 56], where a critical hopping ex-
ponent pc relatable to our pc = 3/2 was identified.
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We provide the following additional information: (i) A derivation of the effective non-hermitian long-range
hopping Hamiltonian in the relative replica representation in leading order perturbation theory. (ii) A discussion
of how the fermion observables of the underlying model can be related to analytically accessible quantities
in the bosonized language. (iii) Details on the numerical procedure to extract scaling exponents, phases and
phase boundaries. (iv) A discussion of the infrared scaling of the long-range hopping Hamiltonian with the
appearance of the exact position of the transition into the algebraic scaling phase, p = 3/2. (v) Evaluation of the
boson correlation functions in the dark state of the non-hermitian Hamiltonian. (vi) Derivation of the RG flow
due to the long-range hopping.

REPLICA HAMILTONIAN FOR LONG-RANGE HOPPING

Here, we sketch the derivation of the long-range part of the
replica Hamiltonian. We begin with the bosonized Hamilto-
nian that acts on individual replicas Ĥ(i) ' Ĥ(i)

sr + Ĥ(i)
lr , contain-

ing a local, quadratic part due to the short-ranged part of the
hopping Ĥ(i)

sr , and a non-linearity due to the long-range part of
the hopping (we set the lattice spacing a = 1)

Ĥ(i)
lr = −δ

∫

x,|y|>1
|y|−p cos

(
θ̂(i)

x+y − θ̂(i)
x

)
, (1a)

with δ > 0 quantifying the strength of the long-range term.
The corresponding Hamiltonian acting on two replicas is
Ĥ(R2)

lr = Ĥ(1)
lr + Ĥ(2)

lr . Applying the rotation in the replica basis
φ̂(a,r)

x = 1√
2
(φ̂(1)

x ± φ̂(2)
x ), θ̂(a,r)

x = 1√
2
(θ̂(1)

x ± θ̂(2)
x ) reveals that the

non-linearity couples the center-of-mass coordinate θ̂(a) and
the relative coordinate θ̂(r)

Ĥ(R2)
lr = −2δ

∫

x,|y|>1
|y|−p cos


θ̂(a)

x+y − θ̂(a)
x√

2

 cos


θ̂(r)

x+y − θ̂(r)
x√

2

 .

(2)
Translating this term into a Keldysh field theory descrip-
tion [1] yields

S (R2)
lr = 2δ

∫

t,x,|y|>1

[
cos


θ(a)

+,x+y − θ(a)
+,x√

2

 cos


θ(r)

+,x+y − θ(r)
+,x√

2

−

− cos


θ(a)
−,x+y − θ(a)

−,x√
2

 cos


θ(r)
−,x+y − θ(r)

−,x√
2


]
× |y|−p, (3)

with ± indicating forward and backward time-evolution on the
Keldysh contour. Next, we integrate out the center-of-mass
fields θ(a)

± perturbatively in δ. To first order, we need to evalu-
ate

〈
S (R2)

lr

〉
(a)

. This term vanishes because

〈
cos


θ(a)
±,x+y − θ(a)

±,x√
2


〉

(a)

= exp
{
−1

4

〈(
θ(a)
±,x+y − θ(a)

±,x
)2
〉

(a)

}
= 0,

(4)
due to the heating of the absolute component to an infinite
temperature state due to the monitoring (cf. Ref. [2]). For

that reason, the first non-vanishing contribution to the effec-
tive relative replica action S (r)

lr appears only at second order in
δ, and renders

2iδ2
∫

t,x,|y|>1

[
cos2


θ(r)

+,x+y − θ(r)
+,x√

2

+cos2


θ(r)
−,x+y − θ(r)

−,x√
2


]
×|y|−2p.

(5)
The doubling of the exponent p results due to its origin in sec-
ond order perturbation. With the identification S = −

∫
t(H

∗
+ −

H−), and ∆ ≡ δ2, we deduce the effective Hamiltonian for the
relative coordinate in the replica-basis, presented in Eq. (3c)
of the main text.

FERMION OBSERVABLES

We compare the numerical results for the fermion observ-
ables C(l), S (l) with the analytical predictions obtained from
the dark state |ψD〉 of Heff in Eq. (3a) in the thermodynamic
limit L → ∞ (in this case the argument L is dropped).
The fermion density-density correlation function C(l) is then
obtained via the bosonization identity nx → − ∂xφx

π
+ h.h.,

where h.h. indicates contributions from higher harmonics.
These contributions are then neglected. This yields C(l) =

1
2π2 ∂

2
l 〈φxφx+l〉. Computing the fermion entanglement entropy

analytically is more subtle. For Dirac fermions in a Gaussian
ground state (corresponding to a free theory with compacti-
fication radius K = 1), it was shown in Refs. [3, 4] that the
subsystem entanglement entropy can be computed from the
boson correlation function, i.e.,

S (l) free Dirac
=

1
3
〈φxφx+l〉, (6)

yielding Eq. (5) in the main text. During the monitoring, each
individual wave function corresponds to a Gaussian state and
therefore, by assuming Dirac fermions, we approximate the
entanglement entropy in each phase by Eq. (6). This yields
a remarkably good agreement between the numerically ob-
tained fermion entanglement and the boson theory. The re-
lation (6) between the boson correlation functions and the
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fermion entanglement entropy has also been highlighted in
Refs. [5, 6], where both sides of the equation describe the free
energy of a pair of (half-) vortices in the respective formalism.

NUMERICAL EVALUATION OF PHASE TRANSITION
LOCATIONS AND SCALING EXPONENTS

First, we recall the properties of phases appearing in the
short-range hopping limit [7]. In the CFT-like regime (orange
curves in Fig. 1 and Fig. 2 of the main text), we observe an
asymptotic scaling collapse of the entanglement entropy,

S (l, L) ' c
3

log
[

L
π

sin
πl
L

]
+ s0, (7)

familiar from a CFT with periodic boundary conditions in 1+1
dimensions [4, 8]. The effective central charge c can be ex-
tracted efficiently from the simulations (see Fig. 1a, inset) by
fitting the data to Eq. (7) for L/4 < l < 3L/4, and depends in
a continuous way on both the hopping range p and the moni-
toring strength γ (see Fig. 1c in the main text). However, the
phase is stable against deviations from the nearest-neighbor
hopping p = ∞. This result is supported by the asymptotic
scaling collapse of the correlation function onto

C(l, L) ∼
[

L
π

sin
πl
L

]−2

∼ 1
l2
,

1
L2 , (8)

in the same parameter-regime (see Fig. 1b) and Fig. 2b in the
main text), in agreement with conformal scaling [4, 8].

Conversely, the area-law phase (light blue lines in Fig. 1
and Fig. 2 in the main text) is characterized by asymptotically
constant entanglement entropy, quantified by a vanishing ef-
fective central charge, and exponentially decaying correlation
functions, both as functions of l and L.

Applying the same procedure in the long-range hopping
regime (purple curves in Fig. 1 and Fig. 2 in the main text) re-
veals a breaking of this behavior in three ways: (i) S (l, L) and
C(l, L) do not collapse onto a function of the scale-invariant
combination L

π
sin πl

L , (ii) the extracted effective central charge
does not approach a finite value for for L → ∞ (see Fig. 3a
in the main text), indicating algebraic scaling of the entangle-
ment entropy, and (iii) the correlation function C(l, L) decays
algebraically, but slower than l−2 or L−2. To extract the critical
point, where the algebraic scaling sets in, and the exponents
for both S and C in this regime, we use an ansatz to capture
both conformal scaling and algebraic scaling, and finite size
effects

S (L/2, L) = BLb +
c
3

log
L
π

+ s0, C(L/2, L) =
1

ALa + DL
.

(9)
Fitting B, b, c, s0, A, a and D to the numerical data is sensi-
tive to the phase transition. Especially the exponents a and b
can be extracted quantitatively, signalling the algebraic scal-
ing phase by a < 2 and b > 0 (cf. Fig. 1d,e in the main text).
Comparing the exponents extracted in this way to S (l, L) ∼ lb

Figure 1. Further characterization of CFT (γ = 0.3, p = 1.25, or-
ange), area-law (γ = 2, p = 5, light blue) and algebraic scaling phase
(γ = 0.3, p = 5, purple) in terms of subsystem size dependent observ-
ables for different system sizes (different shades) up to L = 770. a)
The collapse of the entanglement entropy onto a function of the con-
formally invariant combination L

π
sin πl

L for different L breaks down
in the algebraic scaling phase. Inset: L-dependence of the extracted
effective central charge. Dashed lines: best fit under the assumption
of a CFT at L = 770. b) Emergence of algebraic scaling of the cor-
relation function at intermediate l for L → ∞ in the CFT and the
algebraic scaling phase. Fitting to the scaling regime yields the ex-
ponents indicated in the inset and (for L = 770) by dashed lines in
the main plot (black dashed line ∼ l−2 for comparison).

and C(l, L) ∼ l−a in a scaling regime at intermediate l shows
good agreement (cf. Fig. 1).

SCALING FORM OF LONG-RANGE HAMILTONIAN

If the long-range hopping Hamiltonian shown in Eq. (3c)
of the main text is relevant in the RG sense, we may assume a
large parameter ∆ and hence a pinning of θ̂x to a constant. Ex-
panding around this constant (that we set to 0 for convenience)
yields to leading order and up to an additive constant

Ĥlr ' −i∆
∫

x,|y|>1
|y|−2p

(
θ̂x − θ̂y

)2
. (10)

Applying the Fourier transformation yields

Ĥlr ' −8i∆
∫

q
θ̂−qθ̂q

∫ ∞

1
dy

sin2 qy
2

y2p . (11)

The canonical scaling dimension is then extracted from the
integral

∫ ∞

1
dy

sin2 qy
2

y2p = |q|2p−1
∫ ∞

q
ds

sin2 s
2

s2p . (12)

For 1 < p < 3/2, taking limit q → 0 yields a convergent
dimensionless integral Ip ≡

∫ ∞
0 ds sin2(s/2)s−2p > 0, such

that the momentum dependence is entirely in the prefactor of
the integral, and we find

Ĥlr ' −i∆p

∫

q
|q|2p−1θ̂−qθ̂q, (13)

with ∆p = 8∆Ip > 0. Since 2p − 1 < 2, this is more rele-
vant than the term ∼ q2θ̂−qθ̂q from the short-range Hamilto-
nian (Eq. (3a) in the main text), such that we drop the latter.
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The fact that Ĥlr and the non-linearity in Ĥsr do not commute
implies that only one of the two (in this case Ĥlr) can be rel-
evant. Together, we find the effective Hamiltonian (8) in the
main text.

Conversely, if p > 3/2, the integral Ip is divergent and
has to be regularized by re-inserting q as a cutoff. The di-
vergence of the integral precisely cancels the p-dependence
of the prefactor, and we obtain ∼ q2θ̂−qθ̂q from the long-range
term, which renormalizes the parameters of the short-range
Hamiltonian.

CORRELATION FUNCTIONS

Here, we evaluate the φ̂φ̂ correlation function in the dark
state |ψD〉 of the linearized replica Hamiltonian in the long-
range regime

Ĥeff =
1

2π

∫

q

{
−i∆p|q|2p−1θ̂−qθ̂q + ηq2φ̂−qφ̂q

}
, (14)

where we assume 1 < p < 3/2. We represent this in terms of
bosonic operators b̂q, b̂

†
q with [b̂p, b̂

†
q] = δp,q and find

Ĥeff =

∫

q

(
b̂†q b̂−q

)
Mq

(
b̂q

b̂†−q

)
, (15a)

Mq =
|q|
4

(
η + i∆p|q|2p−3 η − i∆p|q|2p−3

η − i∆p|q|2p−3 η + i∆p|q|2p−3

)
. (15b)

By a Bogoliubov transformation
(

b̂q

b̂†−q

)
=

(
α∗−q −βq

−β∗−q αq

) (
ĉq

ĉ†−q

)
, (16)

with |αq|2 − |βq|2 = 1, we bring the Hamiltonian into a tri-
diagonal form in terms of the bosonic operators ĉq, ĉ

†
q,

Ĥ = εq

(
ĉ†qĉq + ĉ−qĉ†−q

)
+ ηqĉqĉ−q, (17)

with Im εq < 0, such that the excitations in the basis of ĉq, ĉ
†
q

decay exponentially in time. The term proportional to ηq en-
sures that the system cannot be frozen in a different state. For
that reason, we identify |ψD〉, defined by ĉq |ψD〉 = 0 as the
dark state of the non-Hermitian Hamiltonian in the relative
replica coordinate, and hence the state that determines the cor-
relation functions in the stationary limit t → ∞. The tridiago-
nal form demands

αq = −βq =
1
2

(
i∆p

η

)1/4

|q|p/2−3/4 + O(q0). (18)

Higher orders in q ensure the validity of the Bogoliubov trans-
formation. In terms of the Luttinger liquid operators, we find

〈ψD| φ̂−qφ̂q |ψD〉 =
π

2|q|
[
1 + 2|βq|2 − αqβ

∗
q − βqα

∗
q

]

=
3π
2

√
∆p

|η| |q|
p−5/2 + O(|q|−1). (19)

By a Fourier-transformation, we find the scaling 〈φ̂x+lφ̂x〉 ∼
l3/2−p from the main text (Eqs. (9),(10)).

FIRST ORDER RENORMALIZATION GROUP EQUATIONS

We briefly review the first order perturbative renormaliza-
tion group (RG) approach for sine-Gordon type models to mo-
tivate the form of the RG equations Eqs. (6)-(8) in the main
text. We display the steps for the first order correction to the
Hamiltonian induced by Ĥlr. Canonical power counting for
the terms in this Hamiltonian yields [∆] = 3 − 2p (3 counting
two space integrals, one time integral). The first order RG cor-
rection is obtained from decomposing the fields θ̂x = θ̂<x + θ̂>x
into fast, short distance modes θ̂<x =

∫
Λe−s<|k|<Λ

eikxθ̂x and slow,

long distance modes θ̂>x =
∫
|k|<Λe−s eikxθ̂x. Here Λ = π/a is the

short-distance cutoff with the lattice spacing a = 1.
The first order correction to the Hamiltonian ∆Ĥlr is then

obtained by taking the average with respect to short distance
modes, assuming they are in the dark state of the quadratic
part of Heff. The cosine renormalizes multiplicatively

〈cos
[√

2(θ̂x − θ̂y)
]
〉< = cos

[√
2(θ̂>x − θ̂>y )

]
e−〈(θ̂

<
x−θ̂<y )2〉<

= cos
[√

2(θ̂>x − θ̂>y )
]

e−2〈(θ̂<x )2〉< ( 1︸︷︷︸
(i)

+ e2〈θ̂<x θ̂<y 〉< − 1︸        ︷︷        ︸
(ii)

). (20)

Here 〈...〉< denotes the average with respect to the dark state
|ψ<D〉 = ⊗Λe−s<|k|<Λ|ψk

D〉, where |ψk
D〉 is the k-momentum dark

state of the quadratic part of Heff. The first term (i) in Eq. (20)
then represents the conventional renormalization of a cos-
nonlinearity, which one would obtain also for purely local
terms. The second term (ii), however, is characteristic for
the long-range Hamiltonian with two-different arguments x, y.
Since both θ̂<x , θ̂

<
y are short distance modes, the average is only

non-zero if x ≈ y. We can therefore expand y around x, and
we approximate the short distance terms by their leading order
contribution y ≈ x + a. Besides being linear in ∆, this term is
then of the same form as the common second order perturba-
tive correction in the conventional, local sine-Gordon model.
This yields

〈cos
[√

2(θ̂x − θ̂y)
]
〉< ≈

{
e−ηs cos

[√
2(θ̂>x − θ̂>y )

]

− δ(|y − x| − a)(a∂xθ̂
>
x )2Fa

}
. (21)

where Fa = e−ηs(e2〈θ̂<x θ̂<x+a〉< − 1). Together with the canonical
power counting this yields the perturbative flow equations

∂s∆ = (3 − 2p − η)∆, (22)

∂sη
−1 = ∆Fa. (23)

Assuming a negligible dependence of Fa on s and rescaling
∆→ ∆Fa yields the RG equations (6),(7) from the main text.
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