
Measurement induced entanglement transition in two dimensional shallow circuit

Hanchen Liu,1, ∗ Tianci Zhou,2 and Xiao Chen1, †

1Department of Physics, Boston College, Chestnut Hill, MA 02467, USA
2Center for Theoretical Physics, Massachusetts Institute of Technology, Cambridge, Massachusetts 02139, USA

We prepare two dimensional states generated by shallow circuits composed of (1) one layer of
two-qubit CZ gate or (2) a few layers of two-qubit random Clifford gate. After measuring all of the
bulk qubits, we study the entanglement structure of the remaining qubits on the one dimensional
boundary. In the first model, we observe that the competition between the bulk X and Z measure-
ments can lead to an entanglement phase transition between an entangled volume law phase and a
disentangled area law phase. We numerically evaluate the critical exponents and generalize this idea
to other qudit systems with local Hilbert space dimension larger than 2. In the second model, we
observe the entanglement transition by varying the density of the two-qubit gate in each layer. We
give an interpretation of this transition in terms of random bond Ising model in a similar shallow
circuit composed of random Haar gates.

1. INTRODUCTION

Quantum entanglement is essential to many-body
quantum physics and quantum information processing.
An entangled state can be prepared through a quantum
circuit. By applying a series of unitary gates on an ar-
ray of qubits, we can realize useful quantum states for
different computational purposes. For instance, quan-
tum approximate optimization algorithm (QAOA) makes
use of two types of unitaries to construct non-trivial
quantum states that produce approximate solutions of
combinatorial optimization problems1. Another impor-
tant class of models is the random circuits with local
two-qubit gates, which can efficiently approximate the
pseudo-randomness of a Haar circuit in a polynomial
depth2. These random circuits are important for many
sampling tasks in quantum computing and can be used
to demonstrate the quantum supremacy3. Recently, re-
searchers also consider unitary circuit interspersed with
non-unitary measurement gates. Such type of hybrid cir-
cuit effectively describes a monitored quantum dynamics.
It is shown that in this model, there is a generic entan-
glement phase transition from a highly entangled volume
law phase to a disentangled area law phase by tuning
the measurement rate4–8. The non-unitary circuit signif-
icantly enriches the family of the dynamically generated
quantum phases. Much progress has been made by using
the repeated measurements to protect critical phases or
symmetrically/topologically non-trivial phases in quan-
tum dynamics9–16.

Alternatively, we can generate various entangled states
by merely performing local measurements on the resource
states17,18. In this protocol, although the measured
qubits are disentangled with the system, the remaining
qubits can become more entangled with each other after
a measurement. One important example is the measure-
ment based quantum computing, in which the computa-
tion is realized by performing local measurement on an
initially prepared resource state17,18. A massive overhead
is required in this approach, since all of the measured
qubits are discarded after the computation. Another ex-

ample is the tensor network, which is a efficient numerical
tool for representing non-trivial many-body states and
simulating quantum circuits19–21. In this approach, an
entangled quantum state is constructed by contracting
elementary tensors. Such contractions can be effectively
treated as local measurements.

There has been a growing interest in the tensor net-
works in the past few years. Among all these develop-
ments, the random tensor network has drawn much at-
tention due to its application in quantum gravity and
quantum information22,23. For example, consider a two
dimensional (2d) tensor network in which each random
tensor is a gaussian random states. By contracting these
tensors in the 2d bulk, a one dimensional boundary state
can be generated23. When the bond dimension q of each
tensor goes to infinity, the entanglement entropy of the
boundary state saturates to the minimal cut formula
and provides a nice geometric demonstration of the holo-
graphic duality23,24. Decreasing the bond dimension sup-
presses the entanglement and when q < qc, the boundary
state is in the disentangled area law phase25. Recently,
this problem has been revisited in the random stabilizer
tensor network defined on the rectangular lattice, where
large-scale numerical simulation confirms the existence
of an entanglement transition by tuning q26. Besides
this transition, it is discovered that when this tensor net-
work is further subject to single qudit bulk measurement,
there exists a continuous entanglement phase transition
by varying the measurement rate, akin to the measure-
ment induced phase transition in the hybrid circuit26.

The discovery of this continuous transition motivates
us to ask the following question: For a 2d wave func-
tion, after performing measurement for the bulk degrees
of freedom, can the remaining 1d boundary state have in-
teresting entanglement structure? In particular, by tun-
ing some parameters in the bulk, can the boundary state
undergo an entanglement phase transition? In this pa-
per, we will show that the answer is yes in a few circuit
models. Instead of constructing 2d tensor network, we
directly prepare a 2d state generated by a shallow cir-
cuit. Although this 2d state is area law entangled, the
measurement in the bulk can potentially induce an entan-
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glement transition on the boundary. We consider shallow
circuit composed of one layer of controlled phase gates.
For every qudit in the bulk, we perform X measurement
with probability px and Z measurement with probability
1−px. Since X measurement tends to entangle the neigh-
boring qudits and Z measurement disentangles its neigh-
bors, increasing px can induce an entanglement phase
transition from the area law entangled state to the vol-
ume law entangled state for the boundary state. We
numerically compute this transition by using the stabi-
lizer formalism and extract critical exponents around the
critical points. We further consider a shallow circuit com-
posed of a few layers of random two-qubit Clifford gates.
We find that by varying the density of two-qubit gates
in each layer, there also exists an entanglement phase
transition for the post-measurement boundary state. To
understand this phase transition, we consider a similar
shallow circuit composed of random Haar gates. We ar-
gue that in the replicated Hilbert space, this transition
(at least at large local Hilbert space dimension limit) can
be mapped to an order-disorder phase transition in the
random bond Ising model. In the above analysis, the
circuit depth needs to be shallow, otherwise the mea-
surement in the bulk qudits may not be able to affect
the scaling of the entanglement of the boundary qudits.
From the computational complexity perspective, a simi-
lar entanglement phase transition in the random shallow
circuit has been studied in Refs. 27 and 28.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows: In Sec. 2,
we first consider the graph state generated by one layer of
CZ gates. We study the measurement induced entangle-
ment phase transition in the 1d boundary state and then
generalize this idea to qudit case. In Sec. 3, we study
the boundary entanglement phase transition in shallow
circuit composed of random Clifford gate. We give an
interpretation of this transition by considering a similar
random Haar circuit in Sec. 4. We conclude the main
results and discuss possible future research direction in
Sec. 5.

2. MEASUREMENT INDUCED
ENTANGLEMENT TRANSITION IN THE

GRAPH STATE

In this section, we consider 2d graph state generated
by one layer of CZ gates. We first consider qubit systems
and then generalize to qudit systems. In both cases, we
perform single qubit/qudit measurements for the bulk
of the graph state and study the possible entanglement
phase transition for the 1d boundary qubits/qudits.

2.1. Qubit graph state

2.1.1. Review of stabilizer formalism

An N-qubit stabilizer state can be defined as the si-
multaneous eigenstate of N commuting and independent
Pauli string operators with eigenvalue +1. These Pauli
strings form the generators of the stabilizer group and
completely define the wave function |ψ〉. Since each

Pauli string Pn can be written as
∏N
i=1X

ani
i Z

bni
i with

ai, bi = 0 or 1, the information of the entire wave function
can be conveniently stored in a N × 2N binary matrix
T = [TX , TZ ], where TX and TZ are both square N ×N
matrices. In this stabilizer tableau T , the nth row of TX
and TZ encode the information of {ani } and {bni } respec-
tively. For a stabilizer state evolved under the Clifford
gates, its stabilizer generators will be transformed into
a new set of Pauli strings with the T matrix updated
accordingly. The stabilizer formalism provides a very ef-
ficient method for simulating Clifford dynamics and an-
alyzing properties of the stabilizer state on the classical
computer29,30. In particular, for the stabilizer state, the
Rényi entanglement entropy SA = 1

1−n log2 TrρnA of the

subsystem A obeys the form31

SA = rank2(TA)−NA (1)

where rank2(TA) is the binary rank for the truncated
stabilizer tableau TA in the subsystem A. Notice that in
the stabilizer state, SA is independent of the Rényi index
n.

In the stabilizer state, there is a subset of wave func-
tions in which TX is an identity matrix17. Since all of
the stabilizers commute with each other, TZ is required
to be a binary symmetric square matrix, which is also an
adjacency matrix for a undirected graph. For this rea-
son, this subset of wave function is denoted as the graph
state. The graph state can be generated by first prepar-
ing a state with all the qubits polarized in the x direction,
i.e.,

|ψ0〉 = |+〉⊗|V | (2)

where the qubits are living on the vertices V of the graph
G. In |ψ0〉, the stabilizer tableau has TX as an identity
matrix and TZ as a zero matrix. We then apply two-qubit
Controlled-Z (CZ) gate (defined in the computational Z
basis)

CZ =

1 0 0 0
0 1 0 0
0 0 1 0
0 0 0 −1

 (3)

along the edges E of the graph G to construct the
graph state. For the CZ gate applied on two qubits
pair (n,m) ∈ E, we have Pm = Xm → XmZn and
Pn = Xn → XnZm. As a consequence, the stabilizer
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generators of such graph state are given by

Pn = Xn

∏
m|(n,m)∈E

Zm. (4)

The TZ matrix is the adjacency matrix for the graph
G = {V,E} with TnmZ = 1 if (n,m) ∈ E and TnmZ = 0 if
(n,m) /∈ E. For a graph state bipartitioning into A and
A with

TZ =

(
TAAZ TAAZ
TAAZ TAAZ

)
, (5)

the entanglement entropy for subsystem A is32

SA = rank2(TAAZ ), (6)

which also characterizes the connectivity between A and
A in the corresponding graph.

2.1.2. Entanglement transition

We take an initial stabilizer state defined in Eq.(2) on
the rectangular lattice with the qubits living on the ver-
tices. We then apply a layer of CZ gates along all of the
edges between neighboring vertices. Since CZ gates are
diagonal in the computational Z basis and commute with
each other, we can apply all of them instantaneously on
|ψ0〉 and generate a rectangular graph state. We perform
project measurement for the bulk qubits in the Z or X
directions and decouple them from the system. The rest
of the qubits on the boundary is still a stabilizer state.

Before exploring the entanglement scaling of the post-
measurement stabilizer state, we analyze the effect of the
Pauli X/Z measurements by considering an instance of
a six-qubit graph state described in Fig. 1 (a). For a
graph state, the Pauli Z measurement at ith site simply
decouple this qubit by removing the edges connecting this
site. As shown in Fig. 1(b), the Z measurement at the
2nd site removes the edges between this site and 1st, 3rd,
4th and 5th sites. In contrast, the X measurement can
generate new edges between its neighbors and therefore
potentially induce the entanglement between them. In
the example described in Fig. 1(c), after X measurement,
the nonzero mutual information is induced between pairs
(3, 6) and (4, 5).

With the rules established in the above illustrative ex-
ample, we now consider the many-qubit graph state de-
fined on the Lx × Ly rectangular lattice with periodic
boundary condition along the x direction (See Fig. 2).
We measure all of the qubits except the ones in the top
boundary. For each of these measured sites, we randomly
choose X measurement with probability px and Z mea-
surement with probability 1−px. In the limit px = 0, the
Z measurement simply removes all the edges connecting
the measured qubits and the top boundary is a 1d graph
state where each site is only connected with two neigh-
boring sites. Such state has SA = 2 for a single interval
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Figure 1. Three examples of 6 qubits graph state, where the
CZ gates are applied along these bonds. Performing Z mea-
surement on the 2nd qubit in (a) removes the bonds connect-
ing this qubit with the rest of qubits and leads to the graph
state in (b). (c) is the resulting graph state of performing
X measurement on the 2nd qubit followed by applying single
qubit Hadamard (H) rotation on the 1st qubit. Compared
with the graph in (b), we have new bonds between (1, 3),
(1, 5) and (4, 5) while the bond between (3, 4) disappears.

subsystem. On the other hand, when px → 1, the X
measurement in the bulk qubits can generate edges be-
tween its neighbors as demonstrated in Fig. 1 (c). As we
increase Ly, both the number and length of these edges
grow which further leads to the growth of the entangle-
ment entropy in the top boundary. As shown in Fig. 3,
the entanglement entropy grows linearly in Ly when px
is very close to 1. The periodic oscillation behavior ob-
served at px = 1 is a special property of the qubit graph
state with only X measurement. This behavior disap-
pears for the “random qudit graph state” with q ≥ 3,
where SA saturates to a maximally entangled state when
Ly = Lx/4 and remains highly entangled when we fur-
ther increase Ly (The graph state with q ≥ 3 will be
discussed in Sec. 2.2). For the qubit graph state, if we
take px slightly smaller than 1, the periodic oscillation
of SA is also gone. The fluctuation with px = 0.99 ob-
served in Fig. 3 is smeared out when we consider sample
average.

𝐿!

𝐿"

𝐴

Figure 2. The schematics for the Lx × Ly rectangular lattice
with periodic boundary condition along the x direction. The
qubits are living on the vertices of the lattice. The red dots
are for the measured qubits and the blue dots are for the
un-measured qubits. The orange shaded area denotes the
subsystem A at the top boundary.

The above analysis indicates that Ly could be treated
as an effective “time” direction and the entire 2d graph
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Figure 3. The entanglement entropy SA as a function of Ly
in one circuit realization. The setup is described in Fig. 2 with
the length of the subsystem LA = Lx/2 = 256. The periodic
oscillation behavior with px = 1 and q = 2 disappears when
px is slightly smaller than 1 or q > 2.

state subject to Pauli measurements is similar to a 1+1d
hybrid circuit dynamics in which the unitary dynamics
is interspersed by the local measurement. To efficiently
perform the simulation, we do map this 2d problem to
a 1+1d dynamics problem. This idea is inspired by the
Ref. 27 where the authors developed a generic algorithm
for the output sampling in the shallow circuit with the
circuit depth smaller than a critical value. In the stabi-
lizer state, such algorithm allows us to perform large scale
simulation, especially with very large Ly. The detail of
this algorithm is explained in the App. B.

In the graph state, the Z measurement breaks the
edges while X can create new edges. The competition
between the bulk X and Z measurements can lead to
an entanglement phase transition for the 1d boundary
state. We compute the “steady state” entanglement en-
tropy for the top boundary shown in Fig. 2 with large
Ly. Numerically, we take Ly ≥ Lx which is large enough
for SA of the top boundary to saturate. We observe that
there exists an entanglement phase transition by tuning
px. When px < pcx = 0.95, SA is a finite constant inde-
pendent of the subsystem size. On the other hand, when
pcx < px < 1, SA satisfies volume law scaling. The nu-
merical results are presented in Fig. 4, where we fix the
ratio between the subsystem length LA and Lx to be 1/4
and plot SA as a function of Lx.

At the critical point pcx = 0.95, we find that SA has a
logarithmic scaling with the subsystem size LA, the same
as that for the steady state of the 1+1d hybrid circuit
at the critical point4,33–35. For the periodic boundary
condition, we have

SA = 2α log

[
Lx
π

sin(
πLA
Lx

)

]
(7)

where α = 3.27 (See Fig. 5). This result is also consistent

50 100 150 200 250

10
1

10
2

Figure 4. Steady state entanglement entropy SA for various
px on the log-log scale. Here we take Lx = Ly = L and fix
the ratio LA/L = 1/4 and compute SA as a function of L.

with Fig. 4, where we observe that SA = 2α logLx + · · ·
when the ratio LA/Lx is fixed.

Besides this result, below we also analyze a few
other quantities developed in the 1+1d hybrid circuit in
Ref. 33–35 to characterize the critical behaviors at pcx.
We first compute the mutual information between two
subsystems A and B defined as

IAB = SA + SB − SAB . (8)

Here A and B are two disjoint intervals with A = [x1, x2]
and B = [x3, x4] shown in Fig. 6. The locations of these
four points are randomly chosen on the top boundary. At
pcx, we observe that for the steady state, IAB is a function
of cross ratio and does not explicitly depend on xi. This
result is presented in Fig. 7, where all the data points fall
on a single curve. Here the cross ratio η is defined as

η =
x12x34

x13x24
, with xij =

Lx
π

sin

(
π

Lx
|xi − xj |

)
. (9)

In particular, we observe that when η � 1, IAB ∼ η∆

with ∆ ≈ 1. This result indicates that for two small
distant regimes, IAB ∼ 1/r2, where r is the separation
between these two regimes.

In addition, we study SA as a function of Ly when
Ly � Lx and we observe that SA grows logarithmically
in Ly with the coefficient as 2α (See Fig.5). This behavior
is also observed at the critical point of the 1+1d hybrid
circuit with 2d conformal symmetry34.

Finally, we consider the geometry described in Fig.
8, where there are qubits at both the top and bottom
boundaries left un-measured. We compute the entangle-
ment between the top and bottom boundaries Stop as
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Figure 5. Entanglement entropy scaling at critical point pcx.
Blue dots: SA vs log(sin(πLA/Lx)). The system size is fixed
with Lx = Ly = 256. This value of Ly is large enough for
the top boundary to saturate to the steady state. Black dots:
SA grows linearly in logLy when Ly � Lx. Here we take
LA = Lx/2 = 256.

A

B

𝑥! 𝑥"

𝑥#𝑥$

Figure 6. The schematics for two randomly chosen area A =
[x1, x2] and B = [x3, x4] (orange shaded areas) in the top
boundary.

a function of Ly and we observe that it decays expo-
nentially fast in Fig. 9. In particular, the decay rate is
a finite constant independent of Lx, indicating that the
top boundary takes logLx time to purify. Such fast de-
cay behavior is distinct from the purification dynamics
observed in 1+1d hybrid circuit, where Stop is a scaling

function g(Lx/Ly) at the critical point7,34. Furthermore,
we also study Stop in the volume law phase with px > pcx
and we observe that it also decays exponentially in Ly,
i.e.,

Stop/Lx ∝ exp(−λLy) (10)

as shown in Fig. 10. Different from px = pcx, the decay

10
-4

10
-2

10
0

10
-2

10
0

Figure 7. The mutual information IAB of two randomly cho-
sen disjoint areas A = [x1, x2], B = [x3, x4] as a function
of cross ratio η at critical point pcx = 0.95 with system size
Lx = Ly = 256.

𝐿!

Figure 8. The schematics for the cylinder in which both top
and bottom qubits are un-measured (blue dots). In this setup,
we are interested in the entanglement entropy between the top
boundary (orange shaded area) and bottom boundary (blue
shaded area) as a function of Ly.

rate λ is a function of Lx and decreases as we increase
Lx. As shown in Fig. 11, the numerical simulation for
32 ≤ Lx ≤ 640 indicates that the decay rate λ depends
linearly on L−1

x . Such fast decay behavior in both vol-
ume law phase and critical point implies that the entan-
glement phase transition in the graph state may not be
very stable and can flow to other universality class when
perturbations are introduced.

2.2. Random qudit graph state

In this section, we generalize the above idea to the
random qudit graph state. We first briefly review the
properties of qudit stabilizer state and then investigate
the entanglement phase transition in the random qudit
graph state by varying the measurement directions of the
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Figure 9. The entanglement entropy Stop between the top

and bottom boundaries at pcx = 0.95. Stop decays exponen-
tially in Ly for various Lx with the same decay rate.
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Figure 10. The entanglement entropy Stop between the top

and bottom boundaries at px = 0.99 > pcx. Stop decays ex-
ponentially with Ly for various Lx. The decay rate decreases
as we increase Lx.

bulk qudits.

0 0.01 0.02 0.03
0
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Figure 11. Decay rate λ (defined in Eq.(10)) in the volume
law phase as a function of L−1

x . Here we take px = 0.99 and
32 ≤ Lx ≤ 640 with the maximal Lmax

y = 1024.

2.2.1. Summary of qudit stabilizer state

Qudit, similar to qubit, defines a q-dimensional Hilbert
space spanned by a set of orthonormal basis Bq =
{|j〉, j ∈ Zq}. Generalized qudit Pauli operators are de-
fined as follows

Zq =

q−1∑
µ=0

ωµq |µ〉〈µ|, Xq =

q−1∑
µ=0

|µ+ 1〉〈µ|, (11)

where ωq = e2πi/q is the q-root of unity. The extended
commutation relation is

ZqXq = ωqXqZq. (12)

From now on, we omit the q index for brevity. The qudit
Pauli group is P ∼= 〈X,Z〉, and the N -qudit Pauli group
is generated by the X and Z operators of each qudit,

P⊗N ∼= 〈X1, X2, . . . , XN , Z1, Z2, . . . , ZN 〉. (13)

A group element pn ∈ P⊗Nq can thus be written as

pn = ωcn
N∏
i=1

X
ani
i Z

bni
i (14)

where ani , b
n
i , cn ∈ Zq. When q is a prime number larger

than 2, we can define a qudit stabilizer group S ⊂ P⊗Nq ,
which is generated by N commuting and independent
generalized Pauli string operators Sn. They uniquely de-
fine a stabilizer state |ψ〉 satisfying Sn|ψ〉 = |ψ〉. As a
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consequence, the full information of |ψ〉 can be conve-
niently stored in the stabilizer tableau which is a N×2N
matrix

Tq = [TXq , T
Z
q ] (15)

over finite field q. The nth row of TXq and TZq describe
{ani } and {bni } of Sn. For such a stabilizer state, the
entanglement entropy of a subsystem A with NA qudits
takes the form

SA = rankq(TA)−NA, (16)

where TA is the truncated stabilizer tableau of subsystem
A, NA is the number of qudits in subsystem A, and rankq
denotes the rank over finite field q. The derivation of this
result can be found in App. A36.

We define the controlled gate in qudit system, in a
similar way to the controlled qubit gates. For example,
the qudit Controlled-Phase (CP) gate operating on qudit
i and j is defined as

CPij =

q−1∑
µ=0

|µ〉i〈µ|i ⊗ Zµj =

q−1∑
µ,ν=0

ωµν |µ〉i〈µ|i ⊗ |ν〉j〈ν|j .

(17)
When it operates conjugately on Xi/Zi ⊗ Ij , we have

(CPij)Zi ⊗ Ij(CPij)† = Zi ⊗ Ij
(CPij)Xi ⊗ Ij(CPij)† = Xi ⊗ Zj .

(18)

Repeatedly applying CPij gives

(CPij)
kXi ⊗ Ij

[
(CP †ij)

]k
= Xi ⊗ Zkj . (19)

On nth qudit, there is a set of projection operators Pλn
with λ ∈ Zq

Pλn =
1

q

q−1∑
m=0

ωλmOmn (20)

where λ ∈ Zq for stabilizer On = Xa
nZ

b
n with a, b ∈ Zq.

We use the projector as the measurement, and the post-
measurement state is another stabilizer state.

Qudit graph state, similar to qubit graph state, is also
defined on a graph G = {V,E}, where qudits of local
dimension q live on vertices V . Starting from an initial
state |ψ〉 = |+q〉⊗|V | with Xq|+q〉 = |+q〉, we apply CP
gates to any pair of qudits a, b ∈ V connected by edge
(i, j) ∈ E. Different from q = 2 graph state, 〈CPij〉 ∼= Zq,
meaning that we can define the weight wij ∈ Zq on edge
(a, b) ∈ E by applying CPij wij times. As shown in
Eq.(19), CP

wij
ij : Xi⊗Ij 7→ Xi⊗Zwijj . The nth generator

of the qudit stabilizer group is thus

Pn = Xn

∏
m|(m,n)∈E

Zwmnm , wmn ∈ Zq. (21)

The tableau representation of the stabilizer group Tq =
[TXq , T

Z
q ] then takes the form TXq = I and TZq = TwG ,

where TwG denotes the weighted adjacency matrix of
graph G = {V,E} with weights wmn ∈ Zq assigned to
each (m,n) ∈ E,

TwG =

{
wmn (m,n) ∈ E

0 otherwise
. (22)

Noting that CPmn = CPnm, we have wmn = wnm, mean-
ing that TwG = (TwG )T .

The entanglement entropy of subsystem A ⊂ G is

SA = rankq(T
w
AA

) (23)

where A = V \A, rankq is the rank over finite field q, and
Tw
AA

is defined as a submatrix of TwG shown below

TwG =

(
TwAA Tw

AA
Tw
AA

Tw
AA

)
. (24)

2.2.2. Entanglement transition in the qudit random graph
state

We consider the same geometry as the qubit sys-
tem, shown in Fig. 2, with randomly assigned weights
1 ≤ wi,j ≤ q − 1 to each edge (i, j) ∈ E ⊂ G. On
this random qudit graph state, random qudit-X/Z mea-
surements are performed in the bulk while qudits on the
top surface are left un-measured. The probability of con-
ducting X measurement is denoted as px, whereas for Z
measurement the probability is 1 − px. Similar to the
qubit case, X measurement tends to create new edges
while Z breaks the edges between the neighbors. The
competition between them can lead to an entanglement
phase transition.

For a qudit system with q = 3, the entanglement phase
transition is observed when tuning px. In Fig.12, we fix
the ratio of LA/Lx = 1/4 and change the system size.
When px < pcx = 0.93, SA saturates to a finite constant
independent of system size, while at px > pcx, SA ∼ Lx.

At critical point pcx = 0.93, SA scales logarithmically
to the system size. More precisely, it satisfies Eq.(7) with
α = 3.45. This result is shown as blue dots in Fig. 13.
Moreover, we calculate the entanglement entropy SA of
half system with LA = Lx/2 as a function of Ly. We find
that SA grows linearly with logLy, the slope of which
equals 2α = 6.89. The result is shown as the black dots
in Fig. 13.

We also investigate the mutual information IAB as a
function of cross ratio η of two randomly chosen disjoint
intervals A = [x1, x2] and B = [x3, x4] on the top surface
as shown in Fig. 6. At critical point px = 0.93, IAB ∼ η∆

with ∆ = 1.33 as shown in Fig. 14.
For the purification dynamics, we use the same set up

shown in Fig. 8. At the critical point, we find that the
entanglement entropy decay exponentially as it is in the
qubit system. The numerical result is shown in Fig. 15.
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Figure 12. Qudit q = 3 steady state entanglement entropy SA
for various px. Here we take the square lattice system with
Lx = Ly = L and fix the ratio LA/L = 1/4. We plot SA as a
function of L.
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Figure 13. Entanglement entropy growth of qudit q = 3
system at critical point pcx = 0.93. Blue dots: SA vs.
log(sin(πLA/Lx)), where the system size is fixed as Lx =
Ly = 256. Black dots: SA vs. Ly with system size
LA = Lx/2 = 256, where SA scales linearly with log(Ly)
when Ly � Lx.
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Figure 14. Mutual information IAB as a function of cross
ratio η, at critical point pcx = 0.93 with q = 3.
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Figure 15. The entanglement entropy Stop between the top

and bottom boundaries in the q = 3 qudit system, at pcx =
0.93.

We also study the qudit system with other primer q
in the same way. We observe phase transitions in all of
these systems and summarize the critical exponents in
the Table 1. This result indicates that they belong to
distinct universality classes for different q.
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Table 1. critical exponents of random qudit graph state

Local Dim. q 2 3 5 7 23 97 997

pc 0.95 0.93 0.93 0.925 0.92 0.92 0.92

α 3.27 3.45 3.66 3.48 3.17 3.19 2.99

∆ 1.05 1.33 1.34 1.28 1.36 1.36 1.36

(1) (2)

(3) (4)

Figure 16. The schematics for the unitary dynamics in one
time step on the two dimensional square lattice. Each time
step involves four successive layers of two-qubit gates with the
pattern shown in (1)-(4). Here the qubits (red dots) are living
on the vertices of the lattice and random two-qubit Clifford
gates are denoted by the blue rounded rectangles.

3. SHALLOW CIRCUIT GENERATED BY
RANDOM CLIFFORD GATES

So far we focus on the shallow circuit constructed of
one layer of CZ/CP gates. In this section, we construct
a shallow circuit composed of random two-qubit Clifford
gates defined on the rectangular lattice. In each time
step, we apply the gates along all the bonds in the square
lattice. Different from CZ gates, the four gates acting
on the same qubit may not commute with each other.
Consequently, we split these gates into four layers shown
in Fig. 16 and all the gates in one layer commute.

By applying random shallow circuit with finite time
steps t on the product state |ψ0〉 in Eq.(2), we obtain an
area law entangled state |ψ(t)〉 defined on the rectangular
lattice. We measure the bulk qubits and explore the po-
tential entanglement transition for the one dimensional
boundary state.

Here the random two-qubit Clifford gates are drawn
uniformly from the two-qubit Clifford group. With this

choice, the entanglement scaling for the boundary qubits
is independent of the measurement direction of the bulk
qubits. Therefore we simply take the projective measure-
ment of the bulk qubits in the Z direction. Numerically,
we compute the entanglement entropy for the top bound-
ary shown in Fig. 2 with sufficiently large Ly. When the
time step t = 1, the entanglement entropy has an area
law scaling. On the other hand, when t ≥ 2, the en-
tanglement entropy has a volume law scaling. Similar
measurement induced phase transitions have also been
observed in the random tensor network25,26 and in the
random shallow circuit27,28. The latter has an interesting
interpretation in terms of the output sampling complex-
ity transition27.

To design a continuous phase transition for the bound-
ary qubits, we modify the above circuit slightly and in-
troduce a tuning parameter p ∈ [0, 1]. The two-qubit
gate now becomes a random two-qubit Clifford gate with
probability p and is an identity operator with probability
1− p. For this model, we expect that when t takes finite
value ≥ 2, there exists an entanglement phase transition
for the boundary qubit at finite pc. Numerically, we take
t = 2 and observe that the critical point pc = 0.744.

We investigate the entanglement scaling at the criti-
cal point. SA in the top boundary also takes the form
in Eq.(7) with α = 0.88 (See Fig. 17(a)). We also com-
pute the mutual information between two disjoint inter-
vals and the results in Fig. 17(b) indicate that it is a
function of cross ratio. In particular, IAB ∼ η2.3 when
η � 1. Again these results are obtained with a large Ly
so that the wave function of the top boundary reaches
steady state.

Next, we turn to the boundary condition described in
Fig. 8. We vary both Lx and Ly and demonstrate that
the entanglement entropy between the top and bottom
boundaries Stop = g(Ly/Lx) by performing data col-

lapse in Fig. 18(a). In particular, we observe that

g(τ) =

{
απ
τ , τ � 1

a exp(−λπτ), τ � 1
, (25)

where τ = Ly/Lx and a is a non-universal number. Both
the power law decay with small τ (Fig. 18(a)) and the
exponential decay with large τ (Fig. 18(b)) are also ob-
served in random tensor networks and the purification
dynamics in the hybrid circuits7,26,34. Such scaling can
be understood by assuming that the entanglement en-
tropy can be mapped to the free energy of a statistical
mechanical model discussed in Sec. 4. The α and λ are
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(a)

(b)

Figure 17. The entanglement properties of the top bound-
ary described in Fig. 2 at the critical point pc = 0.744. We
take Lx = 256 and Ly = 160. The value of Ly is large
enough for SA to saturate. (a) SA is linearly proportional
to log(sin(πLA/Lx)) and is consistent with the formula in
Eq.(7). (b) The mutual information IAB of two randomly
chosen intervals as a function of the cross ratio η defined in
Eq.(9).

universal exponents of the critical statistical mechanical
model with two dimensional conformal symmetry.

The above analysis can be generalized to the Clifford
qudit circuits with q > 2. Since the transitions will be
very similar, we will not study them numerically in this
paper. One small difference we observe is that when
q > 2, if the time step t = 1, the boundary state is
volume law entangled at p = 1. This indicates that for
large q, we only need to take a shallow circuit with four
layers of gates described in Fig. 16. By decreasing p,
there exists a continuous entanglement phase transition
in it. In the next section, we will consider a similar ran-
dom Haar circuit with four layers of gates and provide
an interpretation of this entanglement transition.

(a)

(b)

Figure 18. The entanglement entropy Stop between the top

and bottom boundaries against the ratio Ly/Lx. (a) The data
collapse of Stop for different Lx with periodic boundary condi-

tion (p.b.c.) along x direction. (b) Stop decays exponentially

in Ly/Lx when Ly/Lx � 1. The exponent λp.b.c = 0.22 for
p.b.c. and λo.b.c = 0.35 for open boundary condition (o.b.c.).
In the simulation, we take Lx = 100.

4. TRANSITION IN RANDOM HAAR CIRCUIT

In this section, we consider the same entanglement
transition in a random Haar circuit. The circuit geom-
etry and sequences of gates to apply remain the same
as in Fig. 16, but the gate is taken as independent ran-
dom Haar unitary of dimension q2 × q2. The choice of
gate ensures that the dynamics is strongly chaotic. When
the depth of the circuit reaches order L, the resulting 2d
final state is a random state with almost maximal en-
tanglement for any partition37. In this case, measuring
the bulk qudits creates a random state on the bound-
ary, which has volume law entanglement. On the other
hand, in a shallow circuit, the entanglement entropy for a
two dimensional subsystem obeys area law. By measur-
ing the bulk degrees of freedom, we explore the possible
entanglement phase transition of the 1d boundary state.
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Thanks to the random matrix theory, the random av-
eraging quantities of random circuit can be mapped to
a statistical mechanical models of emergent spins23,38–43.
The time dependent Rényi entropy is the free energy of
the spin model. The quantity we consider is the quasi-
entropy

S̃2 = − ln
ZA

Z∅
(26)

where

ZA = tr(ρ̃2
A) Z∅ = tr(ρ̃2) (27)

with ρ̃ the unnormalized density matrix and ρ̃A the
unnormalized reduced density matrix. There are dif-
ferent conventions/formalisms to carry out the ran-
dom averaging27,38,39,43–45. We adopt the convention of
Ref. 27 for its similarity with our circuit geometry. The
mapping is briefly reviewed in Sec. 4.1 via a similar 2d
system example in Ref. 27 and then is further carried
out for our model in Sec. 4.2. More details are spared
in App. C. In summary, the effective spins live on the
bonds (part of the bonds, after intergarting out some of
the spins) and they interact with their spatial neighbors
with ferromagnetic interactions. In the case where uni-
tary gates are applied with certain probability, the vacant
gates will appear as broken bonds in the Ising model. In
the large q limit, the bulk transition can be described
by a random bond Ising model, which also entails the
associated boundary transition in question. We expect
this transition to persist to finite q and to architectures
different from Fig. 16, though the nature of the generic
transition requires further investigation.

4.1. The spin model with only two-body interaction

In this subsection, we review the mapping to a spin
model via a 2d circuit example in Ref. 27, whose setup
is reproduced in Fig. 19(a). Since our setup is very sim-
ilar to Ref. 27, we will not repeat the calculation in the
main text, but only to review the descriptions of the spin
variables and their interactions only. Some details are
deferred to App. C.

As mentioned earlier, we aim to compute the quasi-
entropy, which is written as the ratio of two partition
functions in the random average. In both the partition
function, ZA and Z, the time evolved density matrix ap-
pears twice. Thus each random unitary gate u appears
twice and so does its complex conjugation. A random
average performed over u ⊗ u∗ ⊗ u ⊗ u∗ produces a lin-
ear combinations of permutation elements46–48(also see
App. C). Physically they represent different ways to pair
the unitary u and its complex conjugate u∗49. In our
particular setup with only second moment of ρ̃, the two

permutations are I and (12):

I : u⊗ u∗ ⊗ u⊗ u∗ (s = 1) (28)

(12) : u⊗ u∗ ⊗ u⊗ u∗ (s = −1) (29)

These are the two Ising spins in our problem. We may
just call them s = ±1.

Evaluating either ZA or Z will result in a tensor net-
work/graph of these permutation spins, whose legs with-
out internal contractions represent the finial state. Apart
from the qudits to be measured, the legs on the boundary
are contracted with boundary permutation spins. In Z
they are contracted uniformly with the I spins, while in
ZA, the legs in boundary region A contract with (12) and
its complement with I. The later is a domain wall bound-
ary condition, which probes the bulk property by exciting
a domain wall upon “vacuum”. The difference between
the free energies − lnZA and − lnZ is the quasi-entropy.
Since the boundary entanglement phase transition is a
manifestation of the bulk property, we can directly look
at the bulk spin model and see if there is a bulk phase
transition.

For the circuit described in Fig. 19(a), after the ap-
plication of the first two layers of horizontal gates and
integrating out some of the spin variables, the remaining
spins are placed at the even vertical bonds. In Fig. 19(b),
we label the lattice sites by black dots and spins as
crosses. The blue horizontal line between the crosses is
the ferromagnetic interaction.

In Fig. 19(a), a third layer of gate is applied on a
fraction of horizontal bonds27. The place to act on
these gates are specifically designed such that in the
corresponding spin model, one spin participates only
in one horizontal ferromagnetic Ising interaction (see
Fig. 19(b)). Thus one can write down a ferromagnetic
Ising model

H = −
∑
〈ij〉

Jvertsisj −
∑
〈ij〉

Jhorizsisj (30)

where Jvert = 1
2 ln q2+1

2q and Jhoriz =

1
2 ln 1+2q+4q2+2q3+q4

2q(1+q+q2) . The interactions are only turned

on the blue and green lines in Fig. 19(b). Ref. 27 then
argues about the bulk transition by tuning the value
of q from small to large. When q = 2, both Jvert and
Jhoriz are below the critical point of 2d Ising model,
indicating that the system is in the disordered phase and
the quasi-entropy obeys an area law. When q is large,
the system is in the order phase, and the quasi-entropy
obeys a volume law.

In this model, the transition is not continuous since
physically q can only take integer values. To study the
continuous phase transition considered in this paper, we
fix q to be a large value, so that it begins with a volume
law entangled phase which corresponds to the ordered
phase in the Ising model. Then we modify the rule such
that we apply the gate in the first and third layers with
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Figure 19. The 2d model in Ref. 27. (a) The first (blue),
second (green) and third layer (red) of gates applied on the
lattice (black dots). (b) The effective spin models. The spin
(cross) lives on the even vertical bonds. They interact ver-
tically by integrating out the spins on the odd bonds. They
also interact horizontally via integrating out the spins on the
third layer of gates.

probability p. In this case when there is a vacant gate
in the first (third) layer, the corresponding vertical (hor-
izontal) interaction on that bond will be zero. This is
a random bond Ising model which undergoes a continu-
ous phase transition by tuning p. When p is large, this
model is in the disordered phase. Therefore the bound-
ary state entanglement transition can then be identified
as the order-disorder transition by varying p.
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Figure 20. Spin interactions in our model in Fig. 16. The
first (last) two layers of gates generate spins on even vertical
(horizontal) bonds, and they interact vertically (horizontally)
with their nearest neighbors. There are two-body and four-
body interactions within a plaquette where the vertical and
horizontal spins meet. A vacant gate in the first (and forth
layer) means the absence of a blue (green) interaction.

4.2. The transition in the four-layer geometry

The geometry we follow in this work has four layers
of unitaries. We view the quantity as the overlap of the
first two and last two layers (See the circuit in Fig. 16).
Similar to the previous subsection, the random average
of the first two layers generates spins on the even ver-
tical bonds. Their nearest neighbor vertical interaction
strength is Jvert. Going through the same reduction pro-
cedures of the first two layers, the last two layers can fur-
ther generate spins on the even horizontal bonds. These
spins interact with their horizontal nearest neighbor also
with strength Jvert (note not Jhoriz). After evaluating the
overlap, four spins that meet in a plaquette have 4-body
and 2-body interactions (in large q limit), see Fig. 20.
The effective Hamiltonian reads

H = −
∑

〈ij〉∈|or−
Jsisj −

∑
〈i,j〉∈�

J12sisj

−
∑

〈〈i,j〉〉∈�
J13sisj −

∑
i,j,k,l∈�

J1234sisjsksl.
(31)

The first term has J = Jvert. It represents the vertical
and horizontal nearest neighbor interactions. Note that
in Fig. 20, spins on the first row only interact horizon-
tally, and spins on the first column only interact verti-
cally. These two sublattices of spins interact together
through the interaction in a plaquette. Here J12, J13

are 2-body ferromagnetic interaction strength for near-
est neighbor and next nearest neighbor in a plaquette.
J1234 is the 4-body interaction strength. They are all or-
der ln q in the lowest order expansion. The derivation of
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this Hamiltonian can be found in App. C.
We assume the probability to apply a gate is p. For

simplicity we only consider possible vacant gates in the
first and fourth layers. In this case, we can show that a
vacant gate amounts to setting the vertical or horizontal
interaction J to be 0 at that bond. Thus we obtain a
random bond Ising model with 4-body interactions in
the plaquette.

There are several simple limits. When we take the
q = ∞ limit, all the interaction strength is infinite. The
phase transition reduces to a geometric transition and
will occur at the bond percolation critical point4.

When q is finite but large, the interactions in the pla-
quette is stronger than the vertical and horizontal Ising
interactions. Taking an approximation that the plaque-
tte interactions are infinitely stronger, we can assume all
the spins inside a plaquette to align in the same direc-
tion. We can then treat these four spins in a plaquette as
a single Ising spin and end up with a random bond Ising
model

Hrand bond = −
∑
〈ij〉

Jijsisj (32)

where Jij = 2Jvert with probability p and 0 otherwise.
This is the standard random bond Ising model on a
square lattice with nearest neighbor interactions. When
the plaquette interaction is not much stronger, the model
is more complicated. But we speculate that this model
still undergoes a similar order-disorder phase transition
as we vary p.

5. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION

In this paper, we explore measurement induced entan-
glement phase transition in two dimensional shallow cir-
cuits. Specifically, we prepare two dimensional resource
states generated by shallow circuits composed of either
one layer of controlled phase gates or the random Clif-
ford/Haar gates. By performing local measurement for
the bulk qubits/qubits, we show that there could ex-
ist continuous entanglement phase transition between an
area law phase and a volume law phase for the one di-
mensional boundary qubits/qudits.

This measurement induced transition may not be lim-
ited to the shallow circuits. We could consider other area
law entangled state, such as the critical states and topo-
logical phases which cannot be obtained by applying a
shallow circuit on a trivial product state. It would be
interesting to explore if there is an interesting entangle-
ment structure for the boundary state by monitoring the
bulk degrees of freedom.

Observing the entanglement phase transition in the
noisy near-term quantum computer is an outstanding
problem. For the hybrid circuit protocol, it requires a
deep circuit with repeated measurement, which is diffi-
cult to realize on the current noisy devices. Our protocol
has similar physics and yet needs high overhead. Since it

requires only a shallow circuit and one layer of measure-
ments at the end, it has the advantage over the hybrid
circuit in terms of experimental realization. Recently,
there is a proposal of preparing topological phase in Ry-
dberg atoms by making single qubit measurements for
a fraction of qubits50,51. It would be interesting to use
similar method to realize our protocol in the near-term
devices.
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Appendix A: Entanglement entropy of qudit
stabilizer state

In this section we provide a detailed derivation of the
qudit entanglement entropy formula Eq.(16) in the lan-
guage of tableau representation of stabilizer group S

SA = rankq T
A
q −NA

and the entanglement entropy formula Eq.(23)

SA = rankq T
w
AA
. (A1)

The qudit stabilizer group S of a quantum state |ψ〉 in
Hilbert space H by definition gives

s|ψ〉 = |ψ〉, ∀s ∈ S (A2)

where S is a subgroup of the N -qudit Pauli group defined
in Eq.(13) and the Hilbert space H is spanned by a set
of orthonormal basis Bq = {|µ〉, µ ∈ Zq}.

In other words, |ψ〉 defines a uni-dimensional invariant
subspace HS = {|ψ〉} ⊂ H of the stabilizer group S.
We may thus write down the rank-1 projection operator
ΠS : H → HS

ΠS = |ψ〉〈ψ|. (A3)

On the other hand, we can construct the projection
operator ΠS directly from the representation of group
S. Since group S acts trivially on |ψ〉, it defines the
trivial representation of S, meaning that its character
χD|ψ〉(s) = 1 and dimension of the representation n|ψ〉 = 1
for all s ∈ S. The projection operator ΠS is therefore
written as

ΠS =
n|ψ〉
|S|

∑
s∈S

χ∗|ψ〉D(s) =
1

|S|
∑
s∈S

D(s) (A4)

where D(s) denotes the representation defined in H and
it takes the form

D(s) = ωcs
N∏
i=1

Xai
i Z

bi
i (A5)
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where ani , b
n
i , c

n ∈ Zq, ωq denotes the q-root of unity,
and Xi/Zi’s are the generalized Pauli operators defined
in Eq.(11). One more thing worth noticing here is that
when ani = bni = 0 we have D(s) = IqN , the qN dimen-
sional identity matrix. Since ΠS is a rank-1 projection
operator, taking trace on both sides we have

Tr ΠS =
1

|S|
∑
s∈S

TrD(s) =
qN

|S| = 1 (A6)

meaning that |S| = qN .
We now have

ρ = |ψ〉〈ψ| = 1

qN

∑
s∈S

D(s) (A7)

where ρ is the density operator of the whole system. Let
ρA be the reduced density operator of subsystem A, de-
fined as ρA = TrA ρ, where TrA denotes the partial trace

over the complement of the total system V , A = V \A,
and thus

ρA = TrA ρ =
1

qN

∑
s∈S

TrAD(s). (A8)

Noting that Tr(Xm
q Z

n
q ) = qδm,0δn,0 for a, b ∈ Zq,∑

s∈S
TrAD(s) = q|A|

∑
sA∈SA

D′(sA) (A9)

where SA ⊂ S, and D′(sA) is a submatrix of D(s) taking
only the entries of system A, that is

D′(sA) = ωcsAq
∏
i∈A

X
ani
i Z

bni
i . (A10)

The reduced density operator ρA in Eq.(A8) takes the
form

ρA = TrA ρ = q−|A|
∑

sA∈SA
D′(sA). (A11)

One quantity that interests us is the trace of ραA

Tr ραA = Tr q−α|A|
α∏
i=1

∑
sA,i∈SA

D′(sA,α)

= q−α|A||SA|α−1
∑

sA∈SA
TrD′(sA,α)

=

( |SA|
q|A|

)α−1

.

(A12)

We now calculate α-Rényi entropy of A ⊂ V

SαA =
1

1− α logq Tr ραA = |A| − logq |SA|. (A13)

Let G(SA) ⊂ P⊗Nq denote the set of generators of the
quotient group SA = S/SA. The number of its element

is logq |SA|. So the α-Rényi Entropy takes the same form
as the qubit system

SαA = |A| − |G(SA)|. (A14)

Now, we follow the same step as in Ref. 33, and consider
a projection operator projA

projA : ZN,2Nq → ZN,2|A|q

Tq 7→ TAq
.

where Tq is the tableau representation of the qudit sta-
bilizer group defined in Eq.(15) and TAq is the submatrix
of Tq taking only the entries supported on A. From the
rank-nullity theorem we have

rankq T
A
q + |G(SA)| = N (A15)

Now we have

SαA = Sα
A

= N − |A| − |G(SA)| = rankq T
A
q − |A|. (A16)

For a qudit graph state, the tableau representation takes
the form Tq = [IN , T

w
G ] as shown in Sec. 2.2.1. The trun-

cated matrix TAq is then

TAq =

(
IA TwAA
0A Tw

AA

)
. (A17)

It is easy to see that rankq T
A
q = rankq IA + rankq T

w
AA

,

and rankq IA = |A|. The entanglement entropy Eq.(A16)
can thus be written as

SαA = |A|+ rankq T
w
AA
− |A| = rankq T

w
AA
.

This completes our derivation of Eq.(16) and Eq.(23).

Appendix B: Efficient graph state simulation
algorithm

In this appendix we introduce the algorithm we used
to simulate the graph state on large size qudit system
in this paper. Performing measurements after the com-
plete construction of the size LxLy circuit has complexity
O(L3

xL
3
y) in the worst case. We use a dynamical evalu-

ation method, which takes advantage of the fact that
measurements only alters the stabilizers nearby. Hence
we can construct the graph state up to size Ly = 4,
and measure one layer in the middle and discard it from
the memory. This does not affect the results and at
the same time allows us to simulate the problem in a
quasi one-dimensional setup, whose complexity is at most
O(L3

xLy). We thus can simulate system with large Ly.
Suppose we have a state with stabilized by the group
〈s1, s2, · · · , sn〉, with n being the system size. Consider a
measurement corresponds to stabilizer so. If all the stabi-
lizers defining the state commute with the measurement,
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then the set of the stabilizers remain invariant. No opera-
tion is needed. Otherwise we order the pre-measurement
state in the tableau representation as the LHS of the fol-
lowing equation:

Tq =



r(s1)

r(s2)
...

r(sk)

r(sk+1)
...

r(sn)


s′i=sis

βi
k i<k−−−−−−−−−−→

s′i=si i>k



r(s′1)

r(s′2)
...

r(sk)

r(s′k+1)
...

r(s′n)


(B1)

where r(si) represents the row vector corresponds to sta-
bilizer si. The first k stabilizers are taken to be non-
commutative with so. We perform a linear transforma-
tion to the RHS of Eq. B1. For stabilizer si with i < k,

we multiple by sβik to obtain s′i and require [s′i, so] = 0.
Such βi always exist for the following reason. By the non-
commutative condition, we define the phase αi to be the

phase: siso = ωαisosi. Then sis
βi
k so = ωαi+βiαkq sosis

βi
k .

For s′i = sis
βi
k and so to commute, we have αi+βiαk = 0

in Zq. Thus βi = q − αi(α−1
k ). (Note that α−1

k always
exists in Zq when q is prime.) Now we have only one sta-
bilizer – sk – that is non-commutative with so. After the
measurement, sk is replaced by so. Therefore, we have
the post-measurement tableau as in Eq. B2

Tq =



r(s′1)

r(s′2)
...

r(sk)

r(s′k+1)
...

r(s′n)


sk 7→so−−−−→ T ′q =



r(s′1)

r(s′2)
...

r(so)

r(s′k+1)
...

r(s′n)


. (B2)

Let us analyze the computational complexity. In the
worst case scenario, almost all the stabilizers do not com-
mute with the measurement. It takes O(L2

xL
2
y) (multipli-

cation) operations to carry out the linear transformation
in Eq. B1. Conducting measurements in O(LxLy) bulk
sites, the total number of operations is of order O(L3

xL
3
y).

In our work, we specialize to graph state, and our algo-
rithm does not perform the measurement after the con-
struction of the whole graph state. Instead, we perform
measurements on the way of constructing the graph state
in the Ly direction. Specifically, we first construct the
bonds (i.e. CZ gates operations) in Fig. 2 up to Ly = 4.
The we conduct measurements on the second layer from
the top and drop it from the computation. We proceed
to construct the bonds on the fifth layer. We repeat this
process until we reach the desired length of Ly. In the
computation, the (dynamical) size of the circuit in the
y direction never exceeds 4. The cost of measurement
of each layer is thus O(L3

x), according to the estimate
above. The total cost is therefore O(L3

xLy).

Appendix C: The spin interactions in the Haar
circuit

In this appendix, we provide more details about the
spin mapping and the calculation of the spin interactions
in Sec. 4.

We will not setup the random averaging facilities from
scratch. Rather, we will first describe the formalism to
compute the partition function in a 4-qudit example, and
then repeat the calculation of the two body interaction
terms in Ref. 27 and finally work out the four-body in-
teraction in our model. For more thorough study of the
techniques and its broader applications, see for example
Refs. 27, 38, 39, 43–45.

In the main text, we introduce two partition functions
Z∅ and ZA in the definition of the quasi-entropy. These
partition functions, after averaging over random gates,
become a graph with permutation spins (12) and I as
vertices and the edges carry multiplicative weights.

〈|

〈|

σ τ

Wg(τ−1σ)

σ

τ

qχ(τσ
−1)

σ

τ

qχ(τσ
−1)

(a)

(b)

(c)

Figure 21. General rule of random averaging and mapping
to a spin model. (a) Averaging over a gate in the first layer.
The gate is replaced by a four-leg tensor. The two 3-degree
vertices are permutations spins. 〈| represents contraction with
the product initial state, which gives weight 1. Summing
over the spins in the dashed triangle contribute a weight 1 to
the quasi-entropy. (b) Rules of contracting spins. Horizontal
bond carries a Weingarten function; bond with 45◦ carries a

weight of qχ(στ
−1), where χ is the number of cycles in the

permutation. (c) The random averaging after two layer. The
blue region is the first layer. It gives a wedge of 90◦ with a τ
spin at the tip. The green region is the second layer. It gives
a “scattering” diagram. We can integrate out the τ spin –
a 2-degree vertex to create a two-body interaction for the σ
spins of the second layer.

Let us consider a four-site example shown in Fig. 21(c).
In the first layer of evolution, there is only one unitary
gate, which is applied to qudit 2 and 3. In the second
layer of evolution, there are two unitaries applied to qudit
1 and 2, and qudit 3 and 4 respectively. The averaging
of the each unitary produces a four-leg tensor shown in
Fig. 21(a). There are two 3-degree vertices, each hosting
a spin denoted by Greek letter σ or τ . When we consider
quantities involving N -copies unitaries and its complex-
ity conjugation, these spins live in the Nth permutation
group. Since now only ρ̃2 is involved, the spins can only
take two values: I or swap (12). The horizontal edge



16

carries the Weingarten function52,53, which encodes the
unitary invariance of the Haar ensemble. In our example,
it has only two values, assuming the spins on the tips of
the edge are σ and τ

Wg(σ−1τ = I) =
1

q4 − 1
σ = τ

Wg(σ−1τ = (12)) = − 1

q2(q4 − 1)
σ 6= τ

. (C1)

The non-horizontal edge also contracts two spins. Its

weight is qχσ
−1τ , the function χ counts the number of

cycles in the permutation. In our case, it only has two
values {

q2 σ = τ

q σ 6= τ
. (C2)

The weights of the edges are summarized in Fig. 21(b).

〈|

〈|

〈|

〈| |〉

|I〉

|I〉

|I〉

Z∅

(a)

〈|

〈|

〈|

〈| |〉

|(1
2)
〉

|I〉

|I〉

ZA

(b)

Figure 22. Partition functions in a 4-qudit example. 〈| and
|〉 denotes the pure initial product state and finial projective
measurement. The measurement is performed on the first site
from the top and region A includes site 3 and 4.

There are free legs in this graph (Fig. 21(c)). Those
on the left are contracted with the pure initial product
state. Due to unitary invariance on the sites, the contrac-
tion with any product state evaluates to a constant value.
We thus denote the state on each site as 〈|, see Fig. 21(a).
In fact the contraction of a spin with 〈| gives 1. The pro-
jective measurement on each site is similar, if we view
the evolution backwards. We denote it as |〉. Contract-
ing |〉 with the neighboring spinalso gives 1. The remain-
ing boundary conditions are determined by the partition
functions. For Z∅, all the remaining legs are contracted
with a I spin. For ZA, the boundary spins are the same
except that in unmeasured region complement to A, the
leg is connected to a (12) spin, see Figs.22(a)(b).

We can see that compared to the uniform boundary
condition in Z∅, ZA imposes a domain wall boundary
state between A and its complement, so that their ratio
can be understood as a partition function of the domain
wall. In this work, the boundary transition probed by the
quasi-entroy, and ultimately the entanglement entropy of
the boundary state, is a manifestation of the criticallity
in the bulk. Therefore we will focus on the analysis of
the spin interaction in the bulk.

We follow Ref. 27 to simplify the graph generated by
the first two layers of unitaries. First of all, we can am-
putate the legs connecting to the τ spins in the first layer,

see Fig. 21(a). They evaluate to a constant, which ap-
pears in both ZA and Z∅ and cancels. Next, in the sec-
ond layer, the remaining τ spin from the first layer is a
2-degree vertex. It can be integrated out to become an
interaction between the σ spins of second layer:{

q4 + q2 τ1 = τ2

2q3 τ1 6= τ2
(C3)

In terms of Boltzmann weight, it corresponds to an in-
teraction

H = −
∑
〈ij〉

Jvertsisj (C4)

with Jvert = 1
2 ln q2+1

2q .

|〉 〈|

σ1 σ2τ1 τ2

τ3

Figure 23. Spin interactions when there are 3 layers of uni-
taries in total. Ref. 27 adopted this construction of 3rd layers
in a fractions of horizontal bond of the original lattice. After
random averaging, unitaries in the third layer creates hor-
izontal spin interactions between the σ spins of the second
layer.

Ref. 27 continues to apply a third layer of unitaries
among a fraction of horizontal bond of the original lattice
(Fig. 19(a)). The configuration of the two spins in a
plaquette is shown in Fig. 23. The third layer unitary is
contracted with a projective measurement in the end. If
we regard the (many-body) unitaries in the 3 layers as
U1, U2, U3, then the amplitude is

〈ψ1|U3U2U1|ψ0〉 (C5)

where |ψ0〉 represents the initial state, and |ψ1〉 repre-
sents the projected state in the end on meausured sites.
Then this can be alternatively written as an overlap of

U2U1|ψ0〉 and U†3 |ψ1〉. Averaging over the latter gives a
90◦ 4-leg tensor connecting to the τ spins of the second
layer. We consider those gates in the bulk and their free
legs are measured. Again, we can amputate the mea-
sured legs and summing over the τ spins, see Fig. 23.
This gives us a weight about the σ1 and σ2

1 + 2q + 4q2 + 2q3 + q4

q2(1 + q)2(1 + q2)2
σ1 = σ2

2(1 + q + q2)

q(1 + q)2(1 + q2)2
σ1 6= σ2

(C6)

In terms of Boltzmann weight, it corresponds to an in-
teraction

H = −
∑
〈ij〉

Jhorizsisj (C7)
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with Jhoriz = 1
2 ln 1+2q+4q2+2q3+q4

2q(1+q+q2) .

σ1 σ3

σ4

σ2

τ1 τ3

τ2

τ4

Figure 24. Spin interactions when there are 4 layers of uni-
taries in total. In a plaquette, the first two layers create
opposite spins σ1 and σ3. The third and fourth layers create
opposite spins σ2 and σ3. They interact through contracting
their corresponding τ spins.

Turning to our setup with four layers of unitaries, we
call the (many-body) unitaries in these 4 layers as U1, U2,
U3 and U4, then the amplitude after a full measurement

is the overlap of U2U1|ψ0〉 and U†3U
†
4 |ψ1〉. From this view-

point, the averaging of the last two layers has the same
structure as Fig. 21(b) but this is stretched horizontally.
We thus obtain spins on even horizon edges which inter-
acts horizontally. When taking the inner product with
the average of the first two layers, the tensor contraction
in each plaquette is shown in Fig. 24. The four body
interaction has the expression

Wg(σ1τ
−1
1 )J(τ1, τ3, σ4)J(τ1, τ3, σ2)Wg(σ3τ

−1
3 ) (C8)

where J(τ1, τ3, σ4) is the 3-spin interaction after integrat-
ing out τ4. Integrating out the τ1 and τ3, the weight

expression is given by a constant (q4+6q2+1)(q2−1)2

8q4(q4−1)(1+q2)2 times

(q2 + 1)4

(q2 − 1)2(q4 + 6q2 + 1)
s1s2s3s4

+
(q2 + 1)3

(q2 − 1)(q4 + 6q2 + 1)
(s1s2 + s2s3 + s3s4 + s4s1)

+
(q2 + 1)2

(q4 + 6q2 + 1)
(s1s3 + s2s4)

(C9)
The constant will be canceled in the ratio of the par-

tition function, so we drop it. Then we perform an large
q expansion about the four terms:

1 + (1 +
16

q4
)s1s2s3s4

+(1− 2

q2
)(s1s2 + s2s3 + s3s4 + s4s1)

+(1− 4

q2
)(s1s3 + s2s4)

. (C10)

We can not find an exact match by a Boltzmann weight54.
However an approximate Boltzmann weight

exp(J1234s1s2s3s4

+ J12(s1s2 + s2s3 + s3s4 + s4s1)

+ J13(s1s3 + s2s4))

(C11)

with J1234 ∼ J12 ∼ J13 ∼ ln q has a vanishing 1
q terms in

the expansion. Hence in the large q limit, we can view
the four spins to effectively interact via ferromagnetic
coupling J1234, J12 and J13.

When one of the gates in the first layer is absent,
the corresponding 4-leg tensor in Fig. 21(c) will not be
present. Thus the interaction between the σ spins will
be absent. The same is also true for a vacant gate in the
fourth layer.

When there are vacant gates in the second or third
layer, then one of the spins at the edge of the plaquette
will be absent. If that spin was there, it would be inter-
acting with two neighboring spins. Now the two neigh-
boring spin will be interacting with the 3 other spins in
the plaquette. In the large q limit, the interaction will
also be ferromagnetic. This interaction is more compli-
cated than the ones considered in the main text. But we
believe that the mechanism leading to the random bond
Ising model remains the same.
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