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We develop solvable models of large-N hybrid quantum circuits on qubits and fermions with
long-range power-law interactions and continuous local monitoring, which provide analytical ac-
cess to the entanglement phase diagram and error-correcting properties of many-body entangled
non-equilibrium states generated by such dynamics. In one dimension, the long-range coupling
is irrelevant for α > 3/2, where α is the power-law exponent, and the models exhibit a conven-
tional measurement-induced phase transition between volume- and area-law entangled phases. For
1/2 < α < 3/2 the long-range coupling becomes relevant, leading to a nontrivial dynamical expo-
nent at the measurement-induced phase transition. More interestingly, for α < 1 the entanglement
pattern receives a sub-volume correction for both area-law and volume-law phases, indicating that
the phase realizes a quantum error correcting code whose code distance scales as L2−2α. While
the entanglement phase diagram is the same for both the interacting qubit and fermionic hybrid
Brownian circuits, we find that long-range free-fermionic circuits exhibit a distinct phase diagram
with two different fractal entangled phases.

Introduction.— Modern quantum technologies facili-
tate increasingly detailed access to quantum phases of
matter with complex patterns of many-body entangle-
ment [1, 2]. In particular, long-range interactions de-
caying with distance as r−α, available in state-of-the-
art experiments featuring Rydberg atoms, trapped ions,
and neutral atoms in optical cavities, are capable of dra-
matically altering the dynamics of quantum information
[3–10] and rapidly generating complex many-body en-
tanglement [11–17]. Our understanding of entanglement
dynamics in generic strongly-interacting many-body sys-
tems is still under rapid development. A prime exam-
ple is the recent discovery of robust phases of many-
body entanglement which survive for exponentially long
times in hybrid quantum circuits consisting of scrambling
unitary evolution interspersed with repeated local mea-
surements [2, 18–44, 46]. At low measurement rates ini-
tially local information is dynamically encoded in many-
body entangled states which are robust to subsequent
measurements, resulting in a volume-law-entangled phase
stabilized by a dynamically-generated quantum error-
correcting code (QECC) [4, 24, 27, 31, 48]. At higher
measurement rates, the many-body entanglement is de-
stroyed, leading to an area-law-entangled phase.

It is highly desirable to develop theoretical tools to eas-
ily estimate entanglement properties of many-body states
generated by strongly-interacting quantum dynamics. In
this work we develop exactly solvable models composed
of large-N clusters of qubits or fermions in a 1D chain
[Fig. 1(a)], for which entanglement properties can be
computed using path-integral techniques. In particular,
these methods provide simple pen-and-paper calculations
for the dynamics of many-body entanglement that can be
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FIG. 1: (a) Monitored large-N models with long-range
interactions. (b) Entangled phases for Brownian spin and
SYK4 models as a function of measurement rate γ/J and

long-range exponent α. ŜA is the quasi-Rényi entropy
of a contiguous subsystem of volume A. (c) Dynami-
cal critical exponent z and domain wall tension critical
exponent ν vs α. (d) Error-correcting properties of the

measurement-induced phases at large L.

immediately applied to problems of experimental inter-
est. We understand the entanglement phases in these
models in terms of a replica-symmetry-breaking tran-
sition of a corresponding statistical mechanical system,
and derive analytical expressions for entanglement en-
tropies, code properties of the QECC phase, and critical
properties of the phase transition. We summarize our
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primary findings in Figs. 1(b-d), including a phase dia-
gram, critical properties at the phase transition, and the
error-correcting properties as a function of the measure-
ment rate and the long-range exponent α.

Our analysis of these large-N models leads to several
new results and insights. First, our models go beyond
the standard set of tools – Clifford circuits, matrix prod-
uct states, and exact diagonalization – typically used to
study entanglement dynamics, and are able to provide
an analytical mean-field understanding of entanglement
phases and measurement-induced phase transitions. Sec-
ond, the analytical control afforded by our models allows
us to derive new results, namely that long-range interac-
tions generate novel sub-region entanglement structure,
leading to a non-trivial QECC phase with a tunable sub-
extensive code distance L2−2α for α < 1, where L is
the number of clusters in the chain. The entanglement
phase diagram we find is thus even richer than previously
known [49–51], and suggests a recipe for constructing
QECCs with enhanced code distance. Third, the mod-
els we study are experimentally relevant as large-N clus-
ters naturally occur in cold atom experiments, including
ensembles of atomic spins coupled uniformly to optical
cavities [52–55] and ensembles of Rydberg atoms clus-
tered within a single blockade radius [56, 57]. Fourth, our
results highlight the crucial role played by interactions
in stabilizing the volume-law phase. We demonstrate
this point explicitly by studying a non-interacting circuit
on fermions with long-range hopping and find two dis-
tinct fractal entangled phases [51], but no QECC phases.
Lastly, although we focus here on the more easily com-
putable Rényi entropies, we also expect similar calcula-
tions to allow for analytical calculations of von-Neumann
entropies using an appropriate replica limit [58].

Setup.— Here we consider a system Q of particles
(qubits or fermions) arranged into a 1D chain of L clus-
ters, each containing a large number N of particles as
shown in Fig. 2. The particles are subjected to two
competing dynamics: long-range Brownian unitary inter-
actions U(t) that rapidly generate entanglement leading
to a volume-law phase, and continuous weak monitoring
M(t) that tends to destroy entanglement leading to an
area-law phase. To probe the transition between these
two phases, we maximally entangle the system Q with a
reference S [Fig. 2(a)], and compute entanglement Renyi

entropies Ŝ
(n)
A of system subregions A ⊂ Q. We shall

show that these entropies can be readily computed us-
ing path-integral techniques, leading to straightforward
pen-and-paper estimates for salient physical quantities
including code properties and critical exponents.

For an analytical treatment, we focus on the quasi
Rényi entropy [1] of the reduced density matrix ρA of

a contiguous subsystem A of Q, Ŝ
(n)
A = − log

ETr[ρnA(t)]
ETr[ρA(t)]n ,

where E is a disorder average over measurement outcomes
and circuit realizations [60]. The denominator is nec-
essary for normalizing the state generated by the non-
unitary evolution, and the ratio of averages is considered

FIG. 2: (a) System Q is maximally entangled with ref-
erence R and evolves under monitored dynamics V (t).
(b) Quasi Rényi-2 entropy represented as a quantum cir-
cuit. (c) Brownian qubit chain with L clusters, each com-
posed of N qubits. (d) SYK4 model with two indepen-

dent chains of length L coupled by measurement.

for ease of calculation over the averaged Rényi entropy
which involves averaging the ratio of two multi-replica
quantities.

Ŝ
(2)
A involves tracing over two copies of density matrix

Tr
[
ρ2(t)

]
with ρ(t) = V (t)ρV †(t), which we can inter-

pret in terms of time evolution V(t) = V (1) ⊗ V (2)∗ ⊗
V (3) ⊗ V (4)∗ on four replicas r = 1, 2, 3, 4 [2, 6]. Here,
1, 2 (3, 4) denote the first (second) Rényi replica, and
1, 3 (2, 4) denote forward (backward) time-evolution. In
the replicated Hilbert space, the quasi Rènyi entropy can

be expressed as a ratio of propagators, exp
(
−Ŝ(2)

A

)
=

〈〈SA|EV(t)|I〉〉
〈〈I|EV(t)|I〉〉 , for appropriately defined initial and final

states |I〉〉, |SA〉〉 in the replicated Hilbert space [62]. The
numerator has twisted boundary conditions |SA〉〉 which
swap replicas 1, 3 at the final time t = T [Fig. 2(b)],
reflecting the SWAP test in the trace Tr

[
ρ2
A

]
[63].

We will construct analytically-tractable models for
qubits and fermions for which the propagator EV(t) can
be expressed as a large-N path integral with classical ac-
tion NI that is amenable to saddle point analysis. Conse-
quently, the quasi Rényi entropy is simply proportional
to the difference between the large-N saddle-point ac-
tions with and without the SWAP boundary condition

[2, 6, 8], Ŝ
(2)
A ∝ N (ISWAP − I) .

Hybrid Brownian circuit on qubits.—We first consider
a system of qubits Sr,i,α residing in clusters r and la-
beled by an intra-cluster index i and spin component
α = x, y, z. During each time step ∆t, the qubits evolve
under a two-body scrambling unitary matrix U(t) =
exp [−iH(t)∆t/2] for half the duration, and under one-
body weak measurement for the rest of the time. The
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unitary is generated by

H(t) =
∑
r,i<j,αβ Jijαβ(t)SriαSrjβ

+
∑
r′ 6=r,ijαβ J̃

rr′

ijαβ(t)SriαSr′jβ , (1)

with intra-cluster coupling Jijuv, and inter-cluster cou-

pling J̃rr
′

ijαβ between spins at site r with spins at r′

[Fig. 2(c)]. For the weak measurement, a random one-
body operator at the given time, O(t) =

∑
i,α n

α
i (t)Siα

is coupled to an auxiliary qubit, which is then projec-
tively measured followed by post-selection [65]. This re-
sults in a deterministic evolution of the state with a non-
unitary operator M(t) ∼

(
1− 1

2O∆t− 1
8O

2∆t2 + · · ·
)
.

The system evolves under a circuit constructed by stack-
ing alternating layers of U(t) and M(t) gates, V (t) ≡∏T
t=0M(t)U(t).
We consider Brownian Gaussian couplings and mea-

surements with zero mean and variance, E [n(t)n(t′)] ∼
δtt′/∆t, E [J(t)J(t′)] ∼ δtt′/(N∆t) and E

[
J̃(t)J̃(t′)

]
∼

gJ |r1 − r2|−2αδtt′/(N∆t) [65]. Here we have suppressed

the indices of n, J, J̃ which should be considered to be
independent and random, and the factor of N is intro-
duced for a meaningful large-N limit. We also take the
continuum time limit ∆t → 0. This model allows us
to make analytical progress in accessing the quasi-Rényi
entropies.

We now introduce multiple replicas u, v ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4}
of the system, and use SWAP tests between the replicas
to measure Rényi entropies [66, 67]. Averaging over the

random couplings J, J̃ , n introduces inter-replica interac-
tion, which in the large-N limit are mean-field couplings
Guvr ∼ 1/N

∑
i Suri · Svri between replicas u, v. We de-

couple the G fields by introducing Hubbard-Stratonovich
replica-fields iFuvr . The averaged circuit EV(t) can
now be expressed as a path integral in these fields [65],
EV(t) =

∫
D [iFuvr ] exp (−I [iFuvr ]) with the action,

I[iFuvr ]
N =

∑
r

[∑
u<v

∫
t

(
(−1)u+v+1

∑
r′ Jrr′ (iFuvr ) (iFuvr′ )

− Γ (iFuvr )
)
− logKr

]
. (2)

Kr = Tr
[
exp

(∫
t

∑
u<v

−iFuvr
(S+1)2 (Sur · Svr )

)]
is the spin

propagator which determines the bulk theory. The renor-
malized interaction between different sites is long-range,
Jrr′ ∼ |r − r′|−2α [65], For specific matrix elements like
〈〈SA|EV(t) |I〉〉, the spin propagator Kr has to be evalu-
ated with fixed boundary condition instead of the trace.

Replica permutation symmetry breaking.—The action
(2) is invariant under the replica symmetry group G =
(S2 × S2) o Z2, where the two inner S2

∼= Z2 denote
permutations of the forward and backward replicas 1↔ 3
and 2↔ 4 [2, 46]. The outer Z2 in the semidirect product
is generated by time-reversal T on four replicas followed
by exchange of even and odd replicas 1 ↔ 2, 3 ↔ 4.

The boundary states for the entropy Ŝ
(2)
A explicitly break

1↔ 3 (or equivalently 2↔ 4) symmetry.

FIG. 3: Domains and domain walls in the anisotropic

Ising model corresponding to the quasi-entropy Ŝ
(2)
A of a

small subregion A in the ferromagnetic phase (a, black
φ > 0 and white φ < 0 are symmetry-broken domains
separated by a domain wall), and the paramagnetic phase
φ = 0 (b, light gray). The entropy of the complement
subregion Ac corresponds to one of two possible compet-

ing domain-wall configurations (c,d).

Saddle point analysis [2] of the bulk action in
the mean field limit reveals a phase transition at
γc = J

9 (1 + 2gζ(2α)) with the Riemann Zeta function

ζ(α) ≡
∑∞
r=1

1
rα , and an order parameter field φ ∼

2
3
√

3
(iF12 + iF34 − iF14 − iF23). For γ > γc the saddle

point is φ = 0, while for γ < γc, φ is non-zero and
comes in a pair, φ ∝ ±

√
γc − γ. The replica permuta-

tion 1 ↔ 3 is equivalent to φ ↔ −φ symmetry, which is
spontaneously broken for γ < γc. The Landau-Ginzburg
field theory is given by [68]

Ieff
N =

∫
t,r

[−φ∂2
t φ− b

∫ ′
s

φrφs
|r−s|2α − φ∂

2
rφ− δ

2φ
2 + φ4

4 ],(3)

which for 2α > 1 has a phase transition effected by the
mass term δ ∝ γc−γ, with δ > (<)0 being the symmetry-
broken (symmetric) phase, and the Z2 phase transition
occurring at δ → 0. The long-range term appears with a
regulated integral:

∫ ′
s

to be read as
∫
R\(r−ε,r+ε) ds, with

an ultraviolet cut-off ε. For b 6= 0, this is the long wave-
length theory of an anisotropic long range Ising model
[69–71] in 2D, where the interaction is long-range along
space and short-range along time. For 2α < 1 the power
law contribution diverges, so J must be scaled with L to
take the thermodynamic limit: the system behaves as a
single all-to-all cluster with NL qubits without any vol-
ume to area-law transition. There is however a phase
transition in the purification times for the system and its
parts [2].

For 2α > 3 the long-range term is irrelevant and the
transition is governed by the short-ranged fixed point.
For 2α < 3, the underlying Ising model is anisotropic
with a non-trivial dynamical critical exponent,

z =

{
1 2α > 3
2α−1

2 1 < 2α < 3.
(4)

In this regime we have two distinct correlation lengths
ξt ∼ δ−

1
2 and ξr ∼ δ−

1
2z corresponding to the time-like

and space-like directions, respectively.
Entanglement phases.— Using the effective action (3)

we now calculate the quasi entropy of ρA(t) for a con-
tiguous region A ⊂ Q. The twisted boundary condition
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in ISWAP corresponds to pinning φ > 0 within the sub-
region A at the future time boundary t = T , and pin-
ning φ < 0 on all other boundaries [Fig. 3(a,b)]. In the
symmetry-broken phase δ > 0 the bulk organizes into do-
mains separated by a domain wall [Fig. 3(a)] such that
the bulk field is positive φ > 0 (black) within a tem-
poral correlation length ξt of the final time-boundary of
the subregion A and negative φ < 0 (white) through-
out the remainder of the bulk. In the symmetric phase
δ < 0 only the trivial bulk saddle point φ = 0 [Fig. 3(b),
light gray] contributes, and therefore this pinning effect
is only relevant very close to the final time boundary .
For A� L the excess energy ISWAP−I of this configura-
tion compared to the configuration without the twisted
boundary condition is simply given by the energy cost of
the power-law interaction acting along a spatial slice of
height ξt:

Jξt
∫ ′
r∈A,s∈Ac drds

1
|r−s|2α ∼ JξtA

2−2α + const. (5)

In the symmetry broken phase δ > 0 [72], the twisted
boundary condition at t = T supports a bulk domain wall
with spatial extent A and time-like height ξt. The space-
like part of the domain wall with spatial extent A has
a domain wall tension σr ∼ ξt (φ/ξt)

2 ∝ δ
3
2 . The time-

like part of the domain wall also contributes an energetic
term (sub-extensive in A) arising from the power-law just
like (5). Combining these results together we have [73],

Ŝ
(2)
A

N
∼

{
cJξtA

2−2α for γ > γc
J
(
σrA+ cξtA

2−2α
)

for γ < γc.
(6)

We emphasize that the power-law correction to the en-
tropy in the volume-law (symmetry-broken) phase is a
novel result, which leads to enhanced error-correcting
properties for long-range hybrid circuits.

Error correcting properties.— Ŝ
(2)
R in the volume-law

phase γ < γc can be understood to be the ‘rate’ of the
QECC, which refers to the amount of logical information
of R that is encoded in Q and protected from ‘errors’

due to measurements with a Code Rate ∼ Ŝ
(2)
R ∼ σNL.

The mutual information Î(2)(A : R) = Ŝ
(2)
A + Ŝ

(2)
R − Ŝ

(2)
Ac

between a subregion A and the reference R is related to
the contiguous ‘code distance’, which refers to the size
of the largest contiguous subsystem of Q whose deletion
would not spoil the encoded information of R [4][74].

From (6) we have Ŝ
(2)
A ∼ N (σA+ cξtA

υ) + O (1) and

Ŝ
(2)
R ∼ NσL + O (1), where υ ≡ 2 − 2α. The quasi en-

tropy Ŝ(2)(Ac) is the minimum of two configurations in
Fig. 3(c,d) [4, 48],

Ŝ
(2)
Ac ∼ min

{
Ŝ

(2)
A + Ŝ

(2)
R , N (σ(L−A) + cξt(L−A)υ)

}
.

The cross-over between the two occurs for a critical sub-
region size A∗ ∼ 1

2σL
υ +O(N−1). Thus, for A < A∗ we

have Î(2)(A : R) ≈ 0, and NA∗ can be identified as a
power-law code distance,

‘Code Distance’ ∼ NLυ for γ < γc. (7)

0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0 3.5 4.0

FIG. 4: Phases of long-range monitored SYK2 model.

The distance can be tuned with the long-range exponent
α, and is sub-linear but scales favorably with L for 2α <
2. For 2α > 2, the code distance is 1/N suppressed and
scales as logL in our model [72].
Monitored SYK chain.— We now turn to the study

of the effects of long-range couplings on the fermionic
monitored Brownian Sachdev-Ye-Kitaev (SYK) chain
circuit introduced in [6]. This allows us to sepa-
rately consider the effects of the long-range coupling
and the interactions, which highlight the role of inter-
actions on the entanglement properties of the states gen-
erated by hybrid circuits. The setup contains a left
(L) and a right (R) chain with L clusters of N Ma-
jorana fermions each [6, 75, 76] [Fig. 2(d)], with chain
undergoing intermittent unitary evolution and moni-
toring. The unitary evolution is generated by inter-
cluster long-range two-fermion of strength Jrr

′

ij ∼ |r −
r′|−α and on-site four-fermion interaction of strength
Urijkl, which are both independent Brownian variables
for each chain. We study the free-fermion limit U → 0
which allows us to consider the effects of long-range
hopping and an on-site interaction separately. The
L and R chains are coupled by a inter-chain parity
measurement for each site, described by Kraus oper-
ators, {Mr,i

1 ,Mr,i
2 } =

{
π−r,i +

√
1− s2π+

r,i, sπ
+
r,i

}
, where

π±x,i = 1
2 (1 ∓ i2ψr,L,iψr,R,i). s denotes the measurement

strength, chosen as [77] s =
√
γ∆t, with ∆t → 1 keep-

ing γ fixed. It is convenient to define Ĵ = Jζ(2α) and

γ̃ = γ/Ĵ and Ũ = U/Ĵ .
Landau-Ginzburg theory.—The theory for quasi-Rényi

entropy for the free-fermionic case (U = 0) is invariant
under the replica symmetry group (O(2)×O(2))oZ2 [78],
where the two O(2) transformations rotate the 1, 3 and
2, 4 contours, respectively. This continuous symmetry
(in contrast to the discrete symmetry for the qubits) is

spontaneously broken for γ<Ĵ , resulting in a Goldstone
mode θr [79] corresponding to the relative O(2) rotation
angle at site r. The effective theory of the Goldstone
mode can be derived [78],

Ieff
N = ρ

2

∑
k

∫
Ω

(
Ω2

γ2 + (1− εk)
)
|θk(Ω)|2, (8)

where θk = 1√
L

∑
r θre

−ikr and εk ≡ 1
ζ(2α)

∑∞
r=1

cos kr
r2α

results from the power-law hopping, similar to [8], and

the stiffness ρ = Ĵ(1 − γ̃2) vanishes at γ̃ = 1, indicating

a phase transition at γ = Ĵ . The long-range couplings
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lead to a nontrivial dynamical exponent as before (4).

In the symmetry-broken phase (γ/Ĵ < 1), the bound-
ary condition pins the angle θ = π/2 in subsystem A,
and θ = 0 in Ac [8], equivalent to creating half-vortices

at the left and right boundaries of A. Ŝ
(2)
A /N can be

mapped to the correlation function of a vortex creation
operator and scales as logA for α > 3/2 (long-range cou-
pling is irrelevant and we get logarithmic free energy for
vertices), and as A3/2−α for 1/2 < α < 3/2 [78]. In the
symmetric phase same analysis as (5) leads to a distinct
fractal phase when α < 1 [Fig. 4]. The free energy of
vortices is proportional to the stiffness and its critical
exponent is simply ν = 1 for all α > 1/2. When we turn
on interactions U > 0, the replica symmetry is reduced
to a discrete group (C4×C4)oZ2. There is consequently
a Z4 symmetry-breaking transition which reproduces the

same entanglement and error-correcting phase diagram
as the spin model as shown in Fig. 1(b).
Concluding remarks.—The phase diagram in Fig. 1

can be readily generalized to Brownian chains in higher
dimensions, and demonstrates an entanglement transi-
tion for all 2α > d, with non-trivial dynamical exponent
z = (2α−d)/2 for d < 2α < d+2. The subextensive cor-
rection arising from (5) is A2d−2α. It will be interesting
for future studies to study the Rényi entropy for general
n and the entanglement entropy at n→ 1, and quantify
the 1/N effects on the phase diagram.
Acknowledgement.— SS is supported in part by

AFOSR under Award FA9550-17-1- 0180. SKJ and BGS
are supported by the Simons Foundation via the It From
Qubit Collaboration. GB is supported by the DOE Ge-
oFlow program (DE-SC0019380). BGS is supported in
part by the AFOSR under grant number FA9550-19-1-
0360. SS and SKJ have contributed equally to the paper.

[1] E. Altman et al., PRX Quantum 2, 017003 (2021).
[2] I. Georgescu, S. Ashhab, and F. Nori, Reviews of Modern

Physics 86, 153–185 (2014).
[3] Z. Eldredge, Z.-X. Gong, J. T. Young, A. H. Moosavian,

M. Foss-Feig, and A. V. Gorshkov, Physical Review Let-
ters 119, 10.1103/physrevlett.119.170503 (2017).

[4] T. Matsuta, T. Koma, and S. Nakamura, Annales Henri
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I. SETUP OF THE RÉNYI ENTROPY CALCULATION

In the main part of the paper we focus on a 1-dimensional lattice of size L with periodic boundary conditions,
however the results can be readily extended to higher dimensions. For the spin model, each spin operator is labeled
as Sriα, with i and α denoting the intra-cluster label and spin direction respectively, while r refers to the position
label of the cluster in the chain, and a similar labeling applies to the fermions.

The dofs in Q (vectors in the Hilbert space H) undergo a non-unitary random evolution V (t). The randomness
comes from the Brownian nature of the unitary evolution that we consider in our setup. Under this evolution, a
density matrix (when viewed as vector in the doubled Hilbert space |ρ〉〉) evolves as, |ρ〉〉 → V (t)⊗ V ∗(t) |ρ〉〉, which
generates an unnormalized state because of the non-unitary evolution. We want to study the entanglement properties
of the subsystem A for this state, a particular diagnostic of which is the Rényi-n entropy of the normalized reduced
density matrix ρA,

S
(n)
A =

1

1− n
E log

Tr [ρnA(t)]

Tr [ρA(t)]
n , (9)

where E refers to the averaging over the realizations of the random circuit V (t).
Estimating the actual Rényi-2 entropy averaged over the randomness requires taking a non-trivial replica limit since

this is an average of a ratio of two multi-replica quantities. Instead, we will calculate the quasi Rényi-2 entropy [1],
which is the ratio of the averages,

Ŝ
(n)
A =

1

1− n
log

ETr [ρnA(t)]

ETr [ρA(t)]
n (10)

This quantity, while distinct from the disorder averaged Rényi-n entropy, is easier to calculate. In this work we focus

on estimating Ŝ
(2)
A , for which it is convenient to consider the dynamics in 4 replicas of the Hilbert space H(4). We

use a 1, 2, 3, 4 notation: 1, 2 (3, 4) denote the first (second) replica, and 1, 3 (2, 4) denote the forward (backward)
evolution. In H(4) the time evolution is given by V(t) = V (1)(t)⊗V (2)∗(t)⊗V (3)(t)⊗V (4)∗(t), and the normalization

factor is given by N (ρ) =
√
〈〈I|V(t) |ρ〉〉 |ρ〉〉. To define |I〉〉 ∈ H(4), we first define two normalized states,

|+〉〉 ∼
∑
ab=0,1

|aabb〉〉 (11)

|−〉〉 ∼
∑
ab=0,1

|abba〉〉, (12)

which leads to the definition, |I〉〉 =
⊗

i,r |+〉〉. This definition ensures that the normalization factor is the usual norm
of a state. In our setup, the system dofs in Q are initially maximally entangled with NL qubits in a reference R. The
corresponding initial state for Q in H(4) is |ρ〉〉 ⊗ |ρ〉〉 = |I〉〉.

We further define a SWAP state in H(4) as,

|SA〉〉 =
⊗
i,r∈A

|−〉〉
⊗

i,r∈Ac=Q−A
|+〉〉, (13)

∗ subhayan@terpmail.umd.edu

mailto:subhayan@terpmail.umd.edu
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and the quasi Rényi-2 entropy is given by,

exp
(
−Ŝ(2)

A

)
=
〈〈SA|EV(t) |I〉〉
〈〈I|EV(t) |I〉〉

. (14)

The quasi-entropy can be simulated in a quntum experiment with extra classical post-processing and no extra
quantum resources over estimating the usual Rényi entropy [2].

A. Relation between the quasi Rényi, Rényi, and von Neumann entropies

One can show that the Rényi entropy and the quasi Rényi entropy can be treated as a part of the same family of
generalized entropic quantities. Consider the generalized function,

χ
(nm)
A =

1

m(1− n)
log

E (Tr [ρnA])
m

E (Tr [ρA])
nm (15)

One can show,

χ
(nm)
A

∣∣
m→0

= S
(n)
A (16)

χ
(nm)
A

∣∣
m→1

= Ŝ
(n)
A . (17)

Intriguingly, one can also extract the von Neumann entropy directly from the quasi Rényi entropy. First let us
define the normalized density matrix, ρ̃A = ρA/Tr [ρA]. The probability of each trajectory is given by Tr [ρA]. The
trajectory averaged von-Neumann entropy is given by,

SA = −E
[
Tr [ρA] Tr [ρ̃A log ρ̃A]

]
. (18)

We find that the trajectory averaged von-Neumann entropy is the n→ 1 limit of the quasi-Renyi entropy,

Ŝ
(n→1)
A = SA. (19)

Let us sketch this proof.

SA = −E
[
Tr [ρA log ρA]− Tr [ρA] log Tr [ρA]

]
= −∂nE

[
Tr [ρnA]− (Tr [ρA])

n ]∣∣∣∣
n→1

= −∂n
[

ETr [ρn]

E (Tr [ρA])
n

] ∣∣∣∣
n→1

(using ETr [ρA] = 1)

=
1

1− n
log

ETr [ρn]

E (Tr [ρA])
n

∣∣∣∣
n→1

= Ŝ
(n→1)
A .

Hence we find that although the quasi Rényi and the averaged Rényi entropies are different replica limits of a
generalized entropy function, a particular replica limit of the quasi Rényi entropy can access the physical von Neumann
entropy of the state generated by the hybrid circuit.

II. PATH INTEGRAL REPRESENTATION OF THE REPLICATED DYNAMICS

In this section of the Appendix we show how to derive the spin path integral for the replicated dynamics and derive
Eqs. 4,5 and 6 in the main text.

A. Measurement model in the Brownian spin model

A random 1-body operator at a given time, O(t) =
∑
i,α n

α
i (t)Siα is coupled to an auxiliary qubit via the interaction,

exp

[
−i∆t

2
O(t)σxaux

]
|Ψ〉 |0〉aux , (20)
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with |Ψ〉 being the state of the system. After this coupling, the auxiliary qubit is measured in the σyaux basis, and only
+1 results are post-selected. Under this dynamics, the system deterministically evolves with a non-unitary evolution
operator M(t),

|Ψ〉 →M(t) |Ψ〉 =

(
1− 1

2
O∆t− 1

8
O2∆t2 + · · ·

)
|Ψ〉 . (21)

B. Integrating out disorder and spin path integral

The Brownian disorders are explicitly given by,

E
[
nαi (t)nβj (t′)

]
= γ

(S+1)2
δtt′

∆t/2δijδ
αβ ,

E [Jijαβ(t)Jklµρ(t
′)] = J

N(S+1)4
δtt′

∆t/2δikδjlδαµδβρ, (22)

E
[
J̃r1r2ijαβ(t)J̃

r′1r
′
2

klµρ(t′)
]

=
gJr1r2
N(S+1)4

δtt′
∆t/2δr1r′1δr2r′2δikδjlδαµδβρ.

We want to write down a path integral expression for the averaged circuit evolution in n replicated copies of the
physical system, which includes 2n copies of the circuit (counting the time-reversed copies). This quantity,

V(t) = E
[
V (1)(t)⊗ V (2)∗(t)⊗ . . . V (2n−1)(t)⊗ V (2n)∗(t)

]
, (23)

can give us access to the n-th Rényi entropies, and in particular, the n = 2 result corresponds to the Rényi-2 entropy
that we consider in this paper. Let u, v denote the replica index. The time evolution operator in any given copy is
generated by an interaction Hamiltonian and a non-unitary evolution generated by a weak measurement followed by
post-selection, as described in the main text. Schematically this can be expressed as,

V (u)(∆t) ∼ exp

[
− i∆t

2

(
H(u)(t)− iO(u)(t)

)]
, (24)

where the H(u) and O(u) are the Hamiltonian and the measured operator (in replica u) respectively. These operators
are taken to be Brownian in our model, which implies that the time evolution is uncorrelated in the time direction.
However the randomness is same for each replica, which implies that in V different replicas become correlated when
the disorder is integrated away, using the Gaussian nature of the Brownian variables defined in Eq. 3 of the main
text. One way to derive this is by expanding the evolution in each time step in the product in (24) to second order
in ∆t, and collecting terms like E

[
H(u)H(v)

]
, E
[
H(u)H(u)

]
or E

[
O(u)O(v)

]
together. This procedure is discussed in

detail in the Appendix B of [2]. Exponentiating back, one obtains that V(∆t) ∼ exp (−NIn(t)∆t). The variances
of the random terms have been scaled in a way that the exponential comes with a prefactor of N . Dropping some
constant terms (which arise from the intra-replica terms) In(t) is given by,

In(t) =

[∑
r

u<v

(−1)u+v J

4(S + 1)4

(
1

N

∑
i

Suri · Svri

)2

+
∑
r 6=r′
u<v

(−1)u+v gJrr′

2(S + 1)4

(
1

N

∑
i

Suri · Svri

)(
1

N

∑
i

Sur′i · Svr′i

)

−
∑
r

u<v

(−1)u+v γ

2(S + 1)2

(
1

N

∑
i

Suri · Svri

)]
. (25)

In this expression the spin operator S refers to the spin operator at time t.
We can now stack Vu(∆t) at different times by repeating sequence of the Brownian interactions and measurements,

insert resolutions of the identity between each layer, and take the limit ∆t→ 0 with T fixed to express V(t) as a path
integral over 2nN unit-norm SO(3) spins Suri, using spin coherent states as the basis. The completeness relation for
the coherent states for a single spin is given by,

I =

∫
2S + 1

4π
dΩi |Ωi〉 〈Ωi| . (26)
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To turn the spins into coherent states, we use the upper symbols for single spin-S Pauli operators [3],

Siα =

∫
2S + 1

4π
dΩi |Ωi〉 〈Ωi| (S + 1)Ωiα (27)

(Siα)
2

=

∫
2S + 1

4π
dΩi |Ωi〉 〈Ωi|

[
(S + 1)

(
S +

3

2

)
(Ωiα)

2 − S + 1

2

]
, (28)

and introduce a measure for the coherent spin states in the path integral,

DΩuri =
∏
tn

2S + 1

4π
dΩu

r,i,tn〈Ω
u
r,i,tn+1

|Ωu
r,i,tn〉, (29)

with implicit time dependent terms.

In terms of the coherent states V(t) is given by a path integral,

V(t) = E [V ⊗ VT ⊗ · · · ⊗ V ⊗ VT ] = e−NI[Ω]

I[Ω] =

∫ T

0

dt

[
J

4

∑
r

u<v

(−1)u+v

(
1

N

∑
i

Ωu
ri ·Ωv

ri

)2

+
∑
r 6=r′
u<v

(−1)u+v gJrr′

2

(
1

N

∑
i

Ωu
ri ·Ωv

ri

)(
1

N

∑
i

Ωu
r′i ·Ωv

r′i

)

−
∑
r

u<v

(−1)u+v γ

2(S + 1)2

(
1

N

∑
i

Ωu
ri ·Ωv

ri

)]
(30)

To decouple the non-linear interactions in Ωu
ri ·Ωv

ri, we introduce Hubbard Stratonovich type fields which couple

different replicas F
(r)
uv and G

(r)
uv , satisfying the operator identity,

1 =

( ∏
r,u<v

∫
DFuvr DGuvr

)
exp

[
iN

∫ T

0

dtFuvr

(
Guvr −

1

N

∑
i

Ωu
ri ·Ωv

ri

)]
. (31)

The action can thus be re-written as,

I[F,G,Ω] =

∫
dt

[∑
r

u<v

(−1)u+vJ

4
(Guvr )

2
+
∑
r 6=r′
u<v

(−1)u+vgJrr′

2
(Guvr ) (Guvr′ )−

∑
r

u<v

(−1)u+vγ

2
(Guvr )

−
∑
r

u<v

(iFuvr Guvr ) +
∑
r

u<v

iFuvr

(
1

N

∑
i

Ωu
ri ·Ωv

ri

)]
(32)

Note that (32) is applicable in any general dimensions, where the position label r ∈ Zd can be identified as a d
dimensional vector, with L being the linear size along each dimension.

C. Field theory with periodic boundary condition

We can further simplify (32) by assuming periodic boundary condition and going to momentum space. We also
assume that the interaction Jrr′ is translationally invariant and even, i.e. Jrr′ ∼ J|r−r′|.

We consider discrete d-dimensional cubic lattice in the space Zd with L being the linear extent of the cube. In the
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limit L� 1, the momentum space domain is k ∈ {0, 2π}d. We use the following schematic definitions,

Gk =
∑
r∈Zd

e−ik·rGr

Gr =
1

(2π)d

∫ 2π

0

· · ·
∫ 2π

0

dk1 · · · dkdeik·rGk ≡
∫
d̄dkeik·rGk

1

(2π)d

∑
r∈Zd

eik·r = δ(k) ,

∫
d̄dkeikr = δr,0. (33)

We also introduce the notation,

Ωuvr =
1

N

∑
i

Ωu
ri ·Ωv

ri. (34)

In momentum space, we can rewrite Eq. 32 can be rewritten as (dropping the constant terms),

I[F,G,Ω] =

∫
dt

∫
d̄dk

∑
u<v

[
(−1)u+v

4

(
ĴkG

uv
k Guv−k − 4πγGuvk δ(k)

)
− iFuvk Guv−k + iFuvk Ωuv−k

]
,

where, Ĵk = J +
∑
r∈Zd

e−ik·rJ|r| (35)

Note that all the Guvk fields can be integrated out, by satisfying the equations of motion,

Guvk = (−1)u+v 2iFuvk
Ĵk

for k 6= 0,

Guv0 =
2πγ

Ĵ0

+ (−1)u+v 2iFuv0

Ĵ0

for k = 0. (36)

Integrating out the G fields, we get (again dropping constant terms),

I[F,Ω] =

∫
dt

∫
d̄dk

∑
u<v

[
− (−1)u+v

Ĵk
(iFuvk )

(
iFuv−k

)
− 2πγ

Ĵ0

(iFuvk ) δ(k) + iFuvk Ωuv−k

]
. (37)

Going back to real space, we get,

I[F,Ω] =

∫
dt
∑
r

u<v

[
− (−1)u+v

∑
r′

Jrr′ (iFuvr ) (iFuvr′ )− γ

Ĵ0

(iFuvr ) + (iFuvr ) Ωuvr

]
, (38)

with an effective real space interaction Jrr′ given by,

Jrr′ =

∫
d̄dk

eik·(r−r
′)

Ĵk
. (39)

By identifying the last term in (38) as a partition function for the spins with external fields iF , one gets the Eq. 4
in the main text.

D. Effective real space interaction

(38) holds for any general number of dimensions. The microscopic interaction between the spins i.e. Jrr′ can be

Fourier transformed to give the momentum space interaction Ĵk between the G fields. This can then be transformed
to an interaction Jrr′ between the iF fields via (39).

Here we consider two forms of the interaction, nearest neighbor (NN) or power-law interacting (PL). In the main
text results are used for the PL case. Including the on-site term, the real space interaction between spins in a
d-dimensional lattice is defined as follows,

Jrr′ =

{
J (δr,r′ + g

∑
i (δr,r′+ei + δr,r′−ei)) (NN)

J
(
δr,r′ + g (1− δr,r′) 1

|r−r′|2α

)
(PL).

(40)
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Here ei is a d-dimensional vector {0, 0, .., i, .., 0} with 1 in the i-th position.
The momentum space interaction is given by its discrete-time Fourier transform,

Ĵk =

{
J (1 + 2g

∑
i cos ki) (NN)

J
(

1 + g
∑
s 6=0

e−ik·s

|s|2α

)
(PL).

(41)

To get the effective real space interaction J between the replica fields iF , one has to take the Fourier transform of
Ĵ−1
k . This can be done exactly for d = 1.

1. d=1

In d = 1 we have,

Ĵk =

{
J (1 + 2g cos k) (NN)

J
(
1 + g

(
Li2α

(
e−ik

)
+ Li2α

(
eik
)))

(PL),
(42)

where Lin (z) is the Polylogarithm function. For large α, Li2α(z)→ z, and Ĵk reduces to the Nearest Neighbor case.
In the NN case, the real space interaction between the replica fields is given by,

J NN
rr′ =

∫ 2π

0

dk

2π

eik(r−r′)

1 + 2g cos k
. (43)

Changing the variables to z = eik, we get contour integral defined along the unit circle in the complex z-plane, with
two isolated poles along the negative real axis. Performing the contour integral picks up the pole within the unit
circle and one obtains,

J NN
rr′ =

(−1)r−r
′√

1− 4g2
e−acosh 1

2g |r−r
′|. (44)

In the PL case, with the same change of variables, the real space interaction is given by the following contour
integral defined along the unit circle,

J PL
rr′ =

∫
C

dz

2πi

zr−r
′−1

1 + g (Li2α(z) + Li2α(1/z))
. (45)

For large enough g (including g = 1) there is an isolated pole along the negative real axis within the unit circle, and
a branch cut due to the Li2α(1/z) term along the positive real axis z ∈ (0,∞). The pole gives an exponential decay
like the NN case, while we will show that the branch cut contribution leads to a power law interaction.

Deforming the contour to hug the branch cut, the integral is proportional to the discontinuity along the branch cut

(
∫ 1+iε

0+iε
−
∫ 1−iε

0−iε ), which for the function Li2α(1/z) is proportional to log2α−1(1/z). Thus we get,

J PL
rr′ = Pole contribution−

∫ 1

0

dzzr−r
′−1 log2α−1(z)g(z), (46)

where g(z) is a smooth function. For large |r − r′| the integrand is heavily suppressed away from z = 1, so we can
change variables z ∼ e−w, and after dropping the regular terms, we have an integral,∫ ∞

0

dwe−w|r−r
′|w2α−1 ∼ |r − r′|−2α, for |r − r′| � 1.

Along with the pole contribution we thus get the effective real space interaction,

J PL
rr′ ∼ (−1)r−r

′
e−µ|r−r

′| − (1− δrr′)
1

|r − r′|2α
. (47)

At large |r − r′|, Jrr′ ∼ |r − r′|−2α, as was noted in the main text.
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2. General d

In this section we will derive the effective real space interaction in any general dimension, d.
For the NN case, we have,

J NN
rr′ =

∫
d̄dk

eik·(r−r
′)

1 + 2g
∑
i cos ki

, (48)

which can be expanded around ki = π. Furthermore, we can consider r − r′ to be along a particular dimension, say
1. With these manipulations we get,

J NN
rr′ ∼

∫ +π

−π
d̄dk

eik1(r−r′)

1 + g̃
∑
i k

2
i

∼
∫ ∞

0

dkkd−2

∫
d̄k1

eik1(r−r′)

1 + k2
1 + k2

∼
∫ ∞

0

kd−2

√
1 + k2

e−
√

1+k2|r−r′| ∼ e−µ|r−r
′|. (49)

For the PL case, one needs to evaluate,

J PL
rr′ ∼

∫
d̄dk

eik·s

1 + g
∑
u6=0

e−ik·u

|u|2α
. (50)

Firstly we have, ∑
u 6=0

e−ik·u

|u|2α
∼
∫ ′

d̄du
e−ik·u

|u|2α
∼ k2α−d. (51)

With this, we can expand the function to be Fourier Transformed at small k,

J PL
rr′ ∼

∫
d̄dkeik·s

(
1− gk2α−d) ∼ δ(s)− g|s|−2α. (52)

These results generalize 47 for any general dimension.

III. SADDLE POINT ANALYSIS OF THE MEAN FIELD

A. Effective Bulk Action and saddle points

The mean-field action in Eq. (38) (equivalent to Eq. 4 in the main text), describes the dynamics of 4L spins Sur
interacting via Heisenberg couplings Sur · Svr . Because these coupling terms are manifestly symmetric under global
SU(2) rotations, the action I = I[iFuvr ] is also SU(2) invariant. In fact, because the interaction terms are separable∑
r lnKr in the space coordinate r, the action I is invariant under all local SU(2) rotations generated by the total spin

operators STot
r =

∑
u Sur within each cluster r. At the same time, the boundary conditions generated by the EPR pairs

and SWAP operator force the system to form SU(2) spin singlets at times t = 0, T . Together, these facts constrain
the dynamics within each cluster r to live entirely in the spin-singlet subspace STot

r = 0 for each r = 1, . . . , L. Thus,
each cluster r supports a single replica qubit or r-bit spanned by the states |↑〉r , |↓〉r.

The underlying SU(2) symmetry significantly simplifies the problem. For n = 2 the propagator Kr in each two-
dimensional r-bit subspace simplifies to

Kr = 〈ψT | exp

[
1

2

∫ T

0

dt
(
φr(t)σ

x
r + Θr(t)σ

z
r

)]
|ψ0〉 eBT/2 (53)

where σx,zr are the 2 × 2 Pauli matrices acting on the r-bit |↑〉r , |↓〉r subspace. The fields φr(t),Θr(t) are linear
combinations of the mean fields

φr =
2

3
√

3

(
iF 12
r + iF 34

r − iF 14
r − iF 23

r

)
Θr =

2

9

∑
u<v

iFuvr −
2

3

(
iF 13
r + iF 24

r

)
(54)
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and where terms proportional to the identity within the r-bit subspace have been collected into the term

B =
2

9L

∑
r,u<v

iFuvr . (55)

The time- and space-dependent bulk fields φr(t),Θr(t) encode the relevant mean-field dynamics of the r-bits in each
cluster r. In general these fields must execute nontrivial motions in the bulk in order to satisfy the non-equal boundary
conditions |ψ0〉 , |ψT 〉. By contrast, the remaining fields in the action appear simply as quadratic Gaussian fields and
may therefore be trivially integrated out of the path integral, leading to the effective action

ETr
[
ρ2
A(t)

]
or ETr [ρA(t)]

2
=

∫
DφDΘ exp [−NI[φ,Θ]]

I[φ,Θ] =
∑
r

∫ T

0

dt

[∑
r′

27Jrr′
16

(φrφr′ − 3ΘrΘr′) + Θr

(
1 +

9γ

Ĵ0

)]
−
∑
r

lnKr. (56)

with the propagator Kr given in Eq. (53), and where we have dropped additive constant terms.
To understand the saddle points of the action I[φ,Θ] we first consider the bulk mean-field limit in which the fields

are independent of space and time: φr(t) = φ,Θr(t) = Θ. In this case the propagator Kr is dominated at long times
by the ground state of the r-bit effective Hamiltonian φσxr + Θσzr , which yields∑

r

lnKr =
LT

2

√
φ2 + Θ2 +

BLT

2
. (57)

By substituting this into Eq. (56) (and again dropping additive constant terms) we obtain the time- and space-
independent effective bulk action,

IMF[φ,Θ] = NTL

[
J
(
φ2 − 3Θ2

)
− 9

(
Γ +

1

9

)
Θ− 1

2

√
φ2 + Θ2

]
, (58)

where we have defined Γ ≡ γ

Ĵ0
and J ≡ 27/16

∑
s∈Z Jr(r+s).

Saddle point analysis of this action [2] reveals a phase transition at Γc = 1/9. For Γ > Γc the action is dominated by
the symmetric saddle point with φ∗ = 0 and Θ∗ = −3(Γc + 2Γ)/4J . By contrast, for Γ < Γc, the action is dominated
by the symmetry-broken saddle-point where the field φ∗ is non-zero and comes in a pair, φ∗ ∝ ±

√
Γc − Γ, while

Θ∗ = −9(Γc + Γ)/8J . The replica permutation 1 ↔ 3 is equivalent to φ ↔ −φ symmetry, which is spontaneously
broken for Γ < Γc.

Note, γc is given by ΓcĴ0 ∼ Γc

(
1 + g

∑
s6=0 |s|−2α

)
≈ Γc

(
1 + g

∫ ′
dds|s|−2α

)
. Thus γc diverges when 2α < d, when

the system effectively becomes all-to-all.

B. Effective Field Theory Near Criticality

In the previous analysis we understood the bulk mean-field physics of the model by ignoring the space- and time-
dependence of the fields φr(t),Θr(t). Here we restore the space- and time-dependence and study the model near the
critical point. In this limit we can transform the effective r-bit action Eq. (56) into a φ4 field theory with long-range
interactions. In particular, near the critical point the dynamics is governed entirely by the small fluctuations of the
symmetry-breaking field φr(t). In the following we expand the action I[φ,Θ] in fluctuations of this small parameter
to obtain an effective long-range φ4 field theory for the system.

First we evaluate the leading term of the effective action I[φ,Θ] in Eq. (56), corresponding to the long-range
power-law interactions. Substituting Jrr′ = J PL

rr′ from Eq. (47), we obtain

∑
r′

(−1)r−r
′
e−µ|r−r

′|φrφr′ ≈
∑
q∈Z

(−1)qe−µ|q|φ2
r +

∑
q∈Z

(−1)q
q2

2
e−µ|q|φr∂

2
rφr +O(φr∂

4
rφr)

≈ (1− e−µ)

(1 + e−µ)
φ2
r −

e−2µ (1− e−µ)

(1 + e−µ)
3 φr∂

2
rφr (59)
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FIG. 5: Action cost for symmetric and symmetry-broken phases. Below the critical point Γ < Γc, the action cost
Re[IMF ] is minimized by the symmetry-broken saddle points (solid orange) relative to the symmetric saddle point
(dashed purple). Above the critical point Γ > Γc the path integral is dominated by the symmetric saddle point (solid
purple) because the symmetry-broken saddles (dashed orange) are imaginary and therefore do not contribute to the

integral (see Fig. 6).

and ∑
r′

(1− δrr′)
1

|r − r′|2α
φrφr′ →

∫ ′
s

1

|r − s|2α
φrφs (60)

in the continuum limit, where the delta-function term 1 − δrr′ is responsible for the UV cut-off in the continuum
integral

∫ ′
s

=
∫
R\(r−ε,r+ε) ds. Here we have assumed that the parameter µ is large such that the exponential e−µ|q|

decays rapidly and suppresses higher derivative terms e.g. φr∂
4
rφr. Next, we fix Θr(t) = Θ = −3(Γc + 2Γ)/4J to its

saddle-point value and expand the propagators lnKr in the small parameter φr(t) [2]:

lnKr = ln 2 cosh
ΘT

2
+

1

8

∫
dt1dt2φr(t1)φr(t2)e−|Θ||t1−t2| −

∫
dt

φ4
r

16 |Θ|3
+O(φ6

r)

≈
∫
dt

[
φr∂

2
t φr

4 |Θ|3
+

φ2
r

4 |Θ|
− φ4

r

16 |Θ|3

]
+ const. (61)

Finally, summing the results, taking the continuum limit, and ignoring additive constants, we find the near-critical
Landau-Ginzburg effective field theory

Ieff[φ]

N
=

1

4 |Θ|3
∫
t,r

dtdr

[
− φr

(
∂2
t + β∂2

r

)
φr − b

∫ ′
s

φrφs
|r − s|2α

− δ

2
φ2
r +

φ4
r

4

]
, (62)

for small fluctuations φr(t) around the critical point. Here we have introduced the numerical coefficients

β = 4 |Θ|3 27J

16

e−2µ (1− e−µ)

(1 + e−µ)
3

b = 4 |Θ|3 27J

16

δ = 8 |Θ|3
(

1

4 |Θ|
− 27J

16

(1− e−µ)

(1 + e−µ)

)
. (63)

By rescaling space and b we can get rid of the β parameter, and end up with the Landau-Ginzburg theory in Eq. 6
in the main text.

IV. SCALING OF ENTANGLEMENT ENTROPY IN THE SYMMETRY BROKEN PHASE

In this section we derive results for d = 1.
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FIG. 6: Saddle-point integration contours. (a) Below the critical point, both the symmetry-broken saddle points (i.,
orange dots) and the symmetric saddle point (ii., purple dot) lie along the real axis of integration (solid black). In
this case all three saddle points contribute to the integral, but the symmetry-broken saddle points dominate because
they minimize the action Re[IMF]. (b) Above the critical point, the symmetry-broken saddle points (i., orange dots)
lie on the imaginary axis and therefore do not contribute to the integral. Therefore the integral is dominated by the

symmetric saddle point (ii., purple dot). Dotted blue lines show contours of steepest ascent / descent.

A. Nearest Neighbor model

For the NN case, the power law term in the action is absent and we will be working with the short-range action,

I[φ] =

∫
dt

∫
dr

[
−φ
(
∂2
t + β∂2

r

)
φ− δ

2
φ2 +

φ4

4

]
, (64)

1. Entropy of a maximally mixed initial state

The SWAP action acts on the whole spatial slice, and we need to only solve for the equations of motion with the
time derivative,

∂2
t φ = −δφ+ φ3. (65)

For δ < 0, we have an instanton-like solution,

φ∗(r, t) =
√
δ tanh

[√
δ

2
(t− t0)

]
. (66)

Hence for δ > 0, we have the following scaling of the quasi-entropy of the full system,

Ŝ
(2)
Q ∼ N

(
I[φ∗]− I[

√
δ]
)
∼ NLδ3/2 + ... (67)

The correction to this term will be given by the fluctuations of the domain wall within periodic boundary condition,
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which was estimated using Capillary Wave Theory in [4]. For T �
√
L, this will be given by,

− log
T√
L
− log

√
βNδ3/2

12π
∼ − log

T√
L

+ const. (68)

2. Sub-system entropy

For a subsystem between the region r1 and r2, the domain wall must be pinned to the future time boundary at r1

and r2. We assume the solution of the fields is of the form,

φ∗(r, t) =
√
δ tanh

[√
δ

2
(t− y(r))

]
, (69)

where y(r) is the ‘height’ of the domain wall (or equivalently the position of the instanton). Due to the boundary
pinning effect, y(r) must be ε→ 0 at r = r1 and r = r2. The action for the quasi-entropy is given by a functional of
y(r),

I[y(r)] = I[φ∗]− I[
√
δ]

=

∫
dt

∫
drδ2

[ (
1 + βy′(r)2

)
sech2

√
δ

2
(t− y)− 1

4

(
3 + 4βy′(r)2

)
sech4

√
δ

2
(t− y)

+
β√
2δ
y′′(r)sech2

√
δ

2
(t− y)tanh

√
δ

2
(t− y)

]

Rescale the time variable,

z =

√
δ

2
(t− y(r)).

The limits for z integration are approximately 0→∞. The action for quasi-entropy is thus given by,

I[y(r)] ∼ δ3/2

∫
dr

∫
dz

[(
1 + βy′(r)2

)
sech2z − 1

4

(
3 + 4βy′(r)2

)
sech4z +O(y′′(r))

]
∼ δ3/2

∫
dr

(
1 +

β

6
y′(r)2 +O(y′′(r)

)
. (70)

We can ignore the O(y′′(r)) term as it is irrelevant under RG flow, since [y] = 1 and [y′′] = −1. Thus, the quasi-entropy
is thus given by,

Ŝ(2)(A) = − ln

∫
D(y(r)) exp

[
−Nδ3/2

∫
A

dr

(
1 +

β

6
y′(r)2

)]
(71)

= Nδ3/2|A| − ln

∫
D(y(r)) exp

[
−βNδ

3/2

6

∫
A

dr
(
y′(r)2

)]
(72)

This is exactly the action conjectured by Li and Fisher and solved using Capillary Wave Theory in [4]. Using their
result, the quasi-entropy is given by,

Ŝ
(2)
A ≈ Nδ3/2|A|+ 3

2
ln |A| − ln

[√
2

π
ε2
(
βNδ3/2

6

)3/2
]

(73)

= Nδ3/2|A|+ 3

2
ln |A|+ const... (74)

The approximations a la Li and Fisher [4] behind this are |A| � L,
√
A � T , and for a spatial lattice cut-off, ε,

such that, ε �
√
|A|/(βNδ3/2). Note, we further have our large N approximation, T . poly(N). These can all be

satisfied in the regime,
√
A� T . poly(N). The logarithmic correction term is 1/N suppressed in our model.
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B. Power Law model

In the symmetry broken phase, the field theory is given by,

I[φ] =

∫
dtdr

[
− φ

(
a ∂2

t + β ∂2
r

)
φ− b

∫ ′
ds

φrφs
|r − s|2α

− δ φ2

2
+
u φ4

4

]
, (75)

for δ > 0.
By appropriate rescaling of the fields, we can rewrite the field theory as,

I[φ] =

∫
dtdr

[
− φ

(
∂2
t + β ∂2

r

)
φ− b

∫ ′
ds

φrφs
|r − s|2α

− δ φ2

2
+
φ4

4

]
, (76)

The φ equation of motion is given by,

∂2
t φr + β∂2

rφr = −δφr + φ3
r −

∫ ′
dsφs

1

|r − s|2α
. (77)

1. Total Entropy of the maximally mixed initial state

In this case, the saddle point configuration will be independent of space, and the equation of motion can be simplified
to be,

∂2
t φ = −δαφ+ φ3, (78)

where, δα = δ +

∫ ′
ds

1

|r − s|2α
. (79)

The phase transition is effected by taking δα → 0. The static solutions of this equation is,

φ = ±
√
δα, (80)

and the instanton solution is,

φ∗ =
√
δα tanh

√
δα
2

(t− t0). (81)

As before, the entropy of the whole system will be given by,

Ŝ
(2)
Q ∼ NLδ3/2

α − log
T√
L

+ const. (82)

2. Subsystem entropy

For general long-range interactions, there can’t be a simple capillary wave picture, as the gradient expansion doesn’t
converge for 2α < 3. For the effectively short-ranged case 2α > 3, the story is the same as for the nearest neighbor
model.

In absence of a controlled analytical calculation, we can make reasonable estimates of the energy of a domain wall
pinned to the future boundary at a subsystem A. First we estimate the energy of a flat domain wall of length A and
width w, for a microscopic model with the same low-energy action as the long range φ4 model. One such model is a
classical Ising model in 2D, with long range interaction along one direction (space) and short range interaction along
the other direction (time), with a Hamiltonian,

H = −
∑
t

∑
r

JSr,tSr,t+1 −
∑
t

∑
r 6=s

K

|r − s|2α
Sr,tSs,t with J,K > 0. (83)
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The energy of a flat domain wall of length |A| and width w is given by,

Edw = |A|J + wK

 ∑
r∈L,s∈L

−
∑

r∈A,s∈A
−

∑
r∈Ac,s∈Ac

+2
∑

r∈A,s∈Ac

 1

|r − s|2α
(84)

We can change the sums into integrals with a regulator ε, and this is given by,

Edw = |A|J + wK

∫ ′
r∈A,s∈Ac

drds
1

|r − s|2α
+ const. ∼ |A|J + wK

(
|A|2−2α − ε2−2α

)
+ const. (85)

Here we have assumed L >> |A| >> ε.
In this simple estimate we can’t estimate the optimal width of the domain wall, w. However this already suggests

that w will not scale with |A|, and should instead be given by the time-like correlation length in this model, w ∼ ξt.
Hence for 2α ≤ 2, we get a power-law correction to the volume law entropy, which is distinct from the logarithmic
correction that one obtained for the nearest neighbor / short-ranged case. In the large-N model, the interactions J,K
scale with N . The entropy of a small subregion is hence given by,

Ŝ
(2)
A ∼ N |A|δ3/2

α + ξtN |A|2−2α +O(1/N). (86)

Any corrections due to the fluctuations of the domain wall will be 1/N suppressed as in the local case.

V. BROWNIAN SYK DETAILS

In this section we derive the Landau-Ginzburg effective action for the monitored Brownian SYK model. The
Brownian Gaussian random couplings in the unitary part is defined by the parameters,

E
[
Jr1r2a,ij (t1)J

r′1r
′
2

a′,ij(t2)
]

= Jrr′
2N

δt1t2
∆t δaa′δ

r1,r
′
1δr2,r

′
2 , (87)

E
[
Ura,j1...jq (t1)Ur

′

a′,j1...jq
(t2)

]
= 2q−2(q−1)!U

Nq−1

δt1t2
∆t δaa′δ

r,r′ .

.
The measurement part for the flavor i at the site x can be cast into,

2∑
ν=1

Mx,i
ν ⊗Mx,i†

ν ⊗Mx,i
ν ⊗Mx,i†

ν =

(
1− s2

2

4∑
u=1

π+,u
x,i + s4 ⊗4

u=1 π
+,u
x,i

)
(88)

≈ exp

(
−s

2

2

∑
u

π+,u
x,i

)
(89)

= exp
δtγ

2

∑
u

iψux,L,iψ
u
x,R,i, (90)

where we have used the relation π+
x,a,j + π−x,a,j = 1 and also introduced u = 1, ..., 4 to denote the four copies of the

tensor product. To derive the above equation, we assume s � 1 and keep orders up to O(s2). In the last line we
introduce γ = s2/δt, and when the continuum limit is taken, γ is kept fixed. All the constants are neglected because
they will not affect the dynamics. The effect of monitoring every Majorana species i at every site x is described by

exp

γ
2

∫
dt
∑
x,α,i

iψαx,L,iψ
α
x,R,i

 , (91)

where we implicitly sum over all infinitesimal time steps to arrive at the time integral for a time evolution.
Due to the large-N structure in both Hamiltonian in Eq. 10 in the main text and monitoring part (91), we can

introduce the bilocal field,

Guvab,r(t, t
′) =

1

N

∑
j

ψur,a,j(t)ψ
v
r,b,j(t

′), (92)
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to rewrite the Majorana field with the help of the following identity

1 =

∫
dΣ exp

∫
dt1dt2

[
− N

2
Σuvr (t1, t2)

(
Guvr (t1, t2)− 1

N

∑
i

ψur,i(t1)ψvr,i(t2)
)]
, (93)

where Σuvab,r(t, t
′) is the self-energy. It is a standard approach for the SYK model [5], which is then generalized to the

four contours with monitoring part [6]. With a slight modification that replace the nearest-neighbor hopping to a
power-law hopping, the large-N action in the replica space reads

− I

N
=
∑
r

[1

2
Tr log

(
(−1)u+1∂t − Σr

)
− 1

2

∫
t,t′

Σuvab,rG
uv
ab,r

+

∫
t,t′

δ(t− t′)
[ (−1)u+v+1

4
δab

(∑
r′

Jrr
′
Guvab,rG

uv
ab,r′ +

U

2q
(2Guvab,r)

q
)

+
iγ

2
GuuLR,r

]]
, (94)

where u, v = 1, ..., 4 denote the four contours, and
∫
t,t′
≡
∫
dtdt′. The summations over a, b and u, v are implicit.

Note that the model can be generalized to arbitrary graph with a modification on the hopping term in the second
line of (94).

Saddle-point analysis can be straightforwardly applied to the large-N action. The Schwinger-Dyson equation
resulted from (94) reads

[G−1
r ]uvab = (−1)u+1δuvδab∂t − Σuvab,r, (95)

Σuvab,r = δ(t− t′)
[ (−1)u+v+1δab

2

(∑
r′

Jrr′2G
uv
ab,r′ + U(2Guvab,r)

q−1
)

+ iγδuv
δaLδbR − δaRδbL

2

]
. (96)

For a homogeneous solution in real space, i.e., Guvab,r = Ḡuvab and Σuvab,r = Σ̄uvab , the Schwinger-Dyson equation is
simplified to be

[Ḡ−1]uvab = (−1)α+1δuvδab∂t − Σ̄uvab , (97)

Σ̄uvab = δ(t− t′)
[ (−1)u+v+1δab

2

(
Ĵ2Ḡuvab + U(2Ḡuvab )q−1

)
+ iγδuv

δaLδbR − δaRδbL
2

]
, (98)

where Ĵ = Jζ(2α), and ζ(α) ≡
∑∞
r=1

1
rα .

To get the solution, we focus on two contours, u, v = 1, 2, because the boundary condition in Tr(ρ)2 is to connect
1 to 2 and connect 3 to 4 separately. According to Ref. [6], the saddle point solution can be obtained by replacing J

to Ĵ ,

Ḡ(t1, t2) =


e−

Ĵ+Uλq−2

2
|t12|

2

[
sgn(t12)σz − λiσy + γ̃τy

1+Ũλq−2

]
, γ̃ < 1,

e−
γ|t12|

2

2 (sgn(t12)σz + τy) γ̃ ≥ 1

, (99)

where t12 ≡ t1− t2 is the time difference, γ̃ ≡ γ/Ĵ , Ũ ≡ U/Ĵ and Pauli matrix σ (τ) acts on 1 and 2 contours (L and
R chains). The parameter λ is given by

(1− λ2)(1 + Ũλq−2)2 = γ̃2. (100)

The solution on 3, 4 contours is the same, consistent with the boundary condition without twist operators. We will
discuss the saddle-point solution in more details in the next section.

A. Landau-Ginzburg effective action and Rényi entropy

The symmetry of the theory is not affected by the power-law hopping. In the following, we discuss the O(2)
symmetry and the C4 symmetry of the noninteracting and interacting SYK models, separately.
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1. Noninteracting SYK2 model

For Brownian randomness Eq. 11 in the main text, it is legitimate to assume the Green functions are strictly local
Guvab,r(t, t) ≡ Guvab,r(t) and antisymmetric Guvab,r(t) = −Gvuba,r(t) [7], so for U = 0 the action can be written as

− I

N
=

1

2
Tr log (S∂t + Σr) +

∫
1

2
Tr
[
Σab,xGba,x +

∑
r′

Jrr′

4
Gab,rSGba,r′S + i

γ

2
GLR,r

]
, (101)

where Suv = (−1)uδuv and the trace in the second line is over the contour indices. The theory is invariant under
O(2)×O(2) transformation, i.e.,

Gab,x → O−1Gab,xO, OTO = 1, OTSO = S, (102)

where O acts identically on the left and right chains. (Without the coupling between the left and the right chains, µ = 0
, the action is invariant under two O(2) × O(2) for the left and the right chains, respectively, Gab,x → O−1

a Gab,xOb,
where OTaOa = 1, OTa SOa = 1.) The rotational symmetry is generated by γ(13) and γ(24), γ

uv
(ij) = δiuδjv − δjuδiv, i.e.,

O = eθ13γ(13)+θ24γ(24) , (103)

where θ13 denotes the rotation angle between the contour 1 and 3, and θ24 denotes the rotation angle between the
contour 2 and 4.

The saddle point solution (99) for U = 0 and γ̃ < 1 spontaneously breaks the relative rotational symmetry. For the

noninteracting case, U = 0, λ =
√

1− γ̃2. There is one Goldstone mode generated by applying the broken-symmetry
generator γ− ≡ γ(13) − γ(24), i.e.,

δGaa,r(t) = e−θr(t)γ−Ḡaa(t, t)eθr(t)γ− − Ḡaa(t, t) ≈
√

1− γ̃2θr(t)(γ(14) + γ(23)), (104)

where θr(t) denotes the Goldstone mode. In contrast, when γ̃ > 1, this O(2) symmetry is unbroken and the replicated
theory is in the gapped phase.

Again, with a slight modification the effective theory for the Goldstone mode reads [6],

Ieff

N
=
ρ

2

∑
k

∫
Ω

(
Ω2

γ2
+ (1− εk)

)
|θk(Ω)|2, (105)

where θk = 1√
L

∑
r θre

−ikr is the Fourier transform of the lattice site, and

εk ≡
1

ζ(2α)

∞∑
r=1

cos kr

r2α
, (106)

resulted from the power-law hopping. Similar results have been obtained in Ref. [8]. Notice that εk=0 = 1 consistent

with θk(Ω) being a Goldstone mode. The stiffness ρ = Ĵ(1 − γ̃2) vanishes at γ̃ = 1, indicating that the transition

occurs at γ = Ĵ .

2. Interacting SYK4 model

Now we discuss the interacting case Ũ > 0. The parameter λ is determined by (100). For small Ũ , λ =
√

1− γ̃2[1+

γ̃2(1 − γ̃2)q/2−2Ũ + O(Ũ2)] is well defined when γ̃ < 1, and vanishes continuous as γ̃ → 1. In the following we will
focus on q = 4, while our results are true for generic q. At the critical point,

λ2
(
(2Ũ − 1) + (Ũ2 − 2Ũ)λ2 − Ũ2λ4

)
= 0, (107)

which shows that for Ũ > 1/2 there are two degenerate distinct physical solutions indicating a discontinuous jump.

Thus, the condition for a continuous transition is 2U < Ĵ . On the other hand, when γ ≥ Ĵ , the solution is same as
the noninteracting case (99) at γ̃ ≥ 1.

What symmetry out of O(2) × O(2) is preserved for Ũ > 0? It is easy to show that the symmetry reduces to

C4 × C4, satisfying the condition ((O−1)uu
′
)q/2Su

′v′(Ov
′v)q/2 = Suv. The generator is still given by γ(13) and γ(24)

but the rotation angle is restricted to multiples of π/2. The relative rotation symmetry is spontaneously broken by
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nonzero λ in (99) when γ < J . Namely, λ serves as an order parameter of the C4 symmetry breaking transition. With

a slight modification that replaces cos k to εk and J to Ĵ , the Landau-Ginzburg effective theory reads

Ieff

N
=

1

2

∑
i=1,2;k

∫
Ω

(
Ω2

γ
+ Ĵ(1− εk)

)
|φi,k(Ω)|2 +

∑
r

∫
t

(
γ − Ĵ

2
~φ2
r +

γ

8
~φ4
r −

U

4
(φ4

1,r + φ4
2,r)

)
, (108)

where φ1 = δG12 + δG34 and φ2 = δG14 + δG23 transform like a vector under the relative C4 rotation. (In this case
we have δG12

RR = δG12
LL, δG34

RR = δG34
LL, δG14

RR = δG14
LL, δG23

RR = δG23
LL. So we omit the subscript of the left and right

chains.) This theory features a second order transition if 2U < γ, and a first order one if 2U > γ, consistent with the

analysis (107) of the saddle-point solution at the transition γ = Ĵ .
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