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The random quantum circuit is a minimally structured model to study the entanglement dy-
namics of many-body quantum systems. In this paper, we considered a one-dimensional quantum
circuit with noisy Haar-random unitary gates using density matrix operator and tensor contraction
methods. It is shown that the entanglement evolution of the random quantum circuits is properly
characterized by the logarithmic entanglement negativity. By performing exact numerical calcula-
tions, we found that, as the physical error rate is decreased below a critical value pc ≈ 0.056, the
logarithmic entanglement negativity changes from the area law to the volume law, giving rise to an
entanglement transition. The critical exponent of the correlation length can be determined from the
finite-size scaling analysis, revealing the universal dynamic property of the noisy intermediate-scale
quantum devices.

Recently, random quantum circuits have attracted con-
siderable attention both theoretically and experimentally
[1–13], because it provides a minimally structured toy
model to study the dynamics of chaotic quantum many-
body systems. Due to the fact that the complicated prob-
ability distribution, it is available to achieve quantum
supremacy in sampling problems, which is impossible to
simulate on classical computers at a large scale with deep
depth. The famous experimental demonstration has been
succeeded by Google’s superconducting processor with-
out any error correction, where the device contains 53
available qubits with 20 circuit depths[1]. In a related
theoretical work[3], the quantum fidelity metrics of the
random quantum circuit has been well-studied, and they
simulated Google’s random quantum circuit with tensor
network states but the fidelity of two-qubit gates can only
reach 92%. On the other hand, the most important fea-
ture in the dynamic process of the quantum circuits, such
as the quantum entanglement, is far less understood.

In the absence of physical noise, von Neumann entan-
glement entropy or Rényi entropy and the corresponding
entanglement spectrum are well used to characterize the
entanglement properties in quantum circuits[11]. It has
been established that the usual non-unitary projective
measurement may destroy the quantum entanglement in
random quantum circuits, and an entanglement phase
transition is induced from an area law phase to a vol-
ume law phase when the probability of measurements
is decreased[14–22]. However, for the random quantum
circuit with physical noise, it is a challenge to sepa-
rate the classical correlation from the quantum entan-
glement, where the noise can thermalize the system as
a mixed state. The usual quantum mutual information
for the mixed states usually overestimates the classical
correlation[23–26]. So a natural question is how to ex-
clusively diagnose quantum correlations in the noisy ran-
dom quantum circuits. In a related paper[9], the opera-
tor space entanglement entropy[27–29] was used to mea-

sure the entanglement of the circuit, and no entanglement
transition was observed for the gate error rate p ≥ 0.06.
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FIG. 1: (a) The sketch of a one-dimensional random quan-
tum circuit contains N qubits and circuit depth D with peri-
odic boundary conditions. The green rectangles are two-qubit
Harr-random unitary operators with a gate error rate p. The
yellow circles on the bottom indicate the input state, which
is a pure product state. The output distribution can be ob-
tained on the top of the circuit, which can be measured by the
output string |x1, x2, ..., xN 〉. (b) To compute the entangle-
ment negativity, the output mixed state is divided into two
parts A and B. (c) The entanglement transition driven by
the physical noise pc in the maximal logarithmic negativity
separates the volume law and area law.

In this paper, we numerically simulate a one-
dimensional quantum circuit with noisy Haar-random
unitary gates through tensor contractions, as shown in
Fig.1(a). We focus on the entanglement evolution of the

ar
X

iv
:2

20
3.

07
79

1v
2 

 [
qu

an
t-

ph
] 

 8
 A

pr
 2

02
2



2

circuit with a lower error rate, because it is hard to ac-
curately simulate at a large scale with tensor networks.
We notice that the logarithmic entanglement negativity
generated by the partial transpose (PT) density matrix
[26, 30–38] can exclusively diagnose quantum correlations
in noisy quantum circuits. The corresponding bipartition
is shown in Fig.1(b). By analyzing the numerical results,
we find an entanglement transition in the maximal loga-
rithmic negativity from the area law to the volume law
as the physical noise is decreased below a critical value
pc ≈ 0.056, as shown in Fig.1(c). We also estimate the
critical exponent of the correlation length ν ≈ 1.25, re-
vealing the universal property of the noisy intermediate-
scale quantum devices.

Noisy random quantum circuit. -Since the two-qubit
gates can approach all operations in a random quantum
circuit with a finite depth, we just consider the two-
qubit gate to create the quantum correlation between
two qubits. Specially, a two-qubit Haar-random unitary
gate U with dimension 22 × 22 is applied to the system,
and the unitary operation U can be modeled by:

U(ρ) = UρU†, (1)

where ρ is the density matrix of the many-body sys-
tem. In a 1D quantum circuit with N qubits and cir-
cuit depth D, we label the qubit from 1 to N , and the
system starts from a pure product state, |Ψ0〉 = |0〉⊗N .
In order to reduce the finite size effects, we use the peri-
odic boundary conditions in our research. When the two-
qubit unitary operations are applied, there are two kinds
of patterns. For the odd circuit depth D, the two-qubit
gates are just applied to the qubits with labeled {l, l+1},
(l = 1, 3, 5, ...), while the two-qubit gates are applied to
the qubits with labeled {l + 1, l + 2}, (l = 1, 3, 5, ...) and
{N, 1} for the even circuit depth D. After a finite depth
of two-qubit operations, the output state can be mea-
sured by the density matrix,

ρ =
∑
ij

qij |Ψi〉〈Ψj |, (2)

where the diagonal terms qii are the probability of the
basis state |Ψi〉. This resulting many-body state can be
measured by an N -qubit string on the orthogonal basis:

|Ψi〉 = |x1, x2, ..., xN 〉 ∈ {|0〉, |1〉}⊗N . (3)

Then the probability of each basis state |Ψi〉 is ob-
tained qii = 〈Ψi|ρ|Ψi〉, and the total probability sat-
isfies Tr(ρ) =

∑
i qii = 1. Moreover, for a large cir-

cuit depth, the output state converges to a pure N -qubit
Haar-random state, the so-called Page state[9, 39].

However, the operations on two-qubit gates cannot be
completely accurate due to the presence of several kinds
of physical noise in quantum circuits. The output state
is a mixed state and is represented by the density matrix

ρ. To make the study more concrete, we consider the
depolarization noise, which can be expressed as:

W(ρ) = (1− p)ρ+
p

15

∑
W

WρW, (4)

where the operator W belongs to the set of 15 non-trivial
two-qubit Pauli operators W ∈ {I,X, Y, Z}⊗2, and each
type of noise occurs with equal probability p/15. It
should be noticed that the operation W is not unitary
because of the summation, while each operator W is also
Hermitian. The operations of two-qubit gates can be
viewed as completely positive trace-preserving (CPTP)
maps[9, 40],

M(ρ) = U(ρ) ◦W(ρ), (5)

where the trace of the density matrix is preserved under
the operation. The physical meaning of each noisy Haar-
random unitary gate is clear: the quantum entanglement
between two qubits is generated under the operation U ,
while the operation W destroy the quantum coherence.
Hence, the quantum entanglement in such a system will
first grow up to a maximal and then decrease as the dy-
namic evolution. In the large circuit depth limit, the
whole system will converge to a completely and globally
depolarized state without any quantum entanglement,
corresponding to the density identity matrix.
Entanglement negativity. -In the noisy quantum cir-

cuit, the system under the evolution is characterized by a
mixed state. To describe the entanglement, we divide the
system |Ψ〉 into two parts A and B, and mainly discuss
the bipartite entanglement between them. The mixed
state should be described by the density matrix ρ, rather
than the wave function. In the Hilbert space, the density
matrix ρ can be written in an orthogonal product basis,

ρ =
∑
ijkl

ρijkl|ψ(i)
A , ψ

(j)
B 〉〈ψ

(k)
A , ψ

(l)
B |. (6)

In order to describe the mixed state entanglement, we
introduce the partial transpose (PT) density matrix,

ρTA =
∑
ijkl

ρijkl|ψ(k)
A , ψ

(j)
B 〉〈ψ

(i)
A , ψ

(l)
B |, (7)

which is defined by exchanging the physical indices of
part A.

Moreover, the PT operation is a trace-preserving map,
which ensures the eigenvalues λi of ρTA are real. Be-
cause it is not a completely positive map, the eigenvalues
of ρTA may contain negative ones, and the existence of
the negative eigenvalues is an indicator of quantum corre-
lations of the mixed state. The negativity can be defined
by[30–35]:

N ≡
‖ρTA‖1 − 1

2
=
∑
λi<0

|λi|, (8)



3

0 5 10 15 20 25 30
0

1

2

3

4

5

6

0 5 10 15 20 25 30
0

1

2

3

4

5

6

0 5 10 15 20 25 30
0

1

2

3

4

5

6

FIG. 2: The logarithmic negativity E of the random quantum circuit. The lines with different colors correspond to various
gate error rates p. The subsystem sizes of two parts are taken as NA = NB = N/2, the total system size is taken as (a) N = 8,
(b) N = 10, (c) N = 12.

where ‖O‖1 = Tr
√
OO† is the trace norm, i.e., the sum of

the absolute value of the Hermitian matrix eigenvalues.
Because the trace of the PT density matrix is preserved
Tr(ρTA) = 1, we can conclude that the above negativity
N is the sum of the absolute value of negative eigenval-
ues. If N > 0, the well-known positive partial trans-
pose (PPT) condition is violated, which indicates that
part A and B must be entangled[34]. Although the PPT
condition is not sufficient[31], the entanglement which
can not be detected by the negativity may not be useful.
So the negativity sets an upper bound on the distillable
entanglement[34]. For convenience, the logarithmic neg-
ativity is usually defined by:

E ≡ log2‖ρTA‖1 = log2(2N + 1). (9)

Tensor network contraction is a powerful tool to sim-
ulate random quantum circuits, especially for quantum
circuits with low quantum entanglement or shallow cir-
cuit depth[3, 12, 13]. However, for the high quantum
entanglement system, the corresponding state cannot be
accurately described by the matrix product state or ma-
trix product operator with small bond dimensions[3, 41–
46]. In the present study, the quantum circuits with
physical noise (p > 0) are mixed states, and they should
be simulated with density matrices in the whole space
with dimension 22N . Due to the high computational cost
of density matrix and entanglement negativity, we sim-
ulate a one-dimensional noisy random quantum circuit
chain up to N = 14 qubits in the periodic boundary
condition. In order to compute the logarithmic entangle-
ment negativity of the system, the output mixed state
should be divided into two parts A and B with equal
sizes NA = NB = N/2, as shown in Fig.1(b).

Numerical results. -In Fig.2, we showed that the loga-
rithmic entanglement negativity E changes as increasing
the circuit depth D for different system sizes N and var-
ious gate error rates p. Due to the randomness of the
quantum circuit, we repeated over 50 times for the ran-
dom samples and obtained the average logarithmic neg-
ativity.

In the absence of noise p = 0, as increasing the cir-
cuit depth D, the logarithmic negativity E first grows
linearly and then converges to a fixed value Emax. The
circuit depth D corresponding to the entanglement satu-
ration grows with the number of qubits N , and the circuit
depth is proportional to the qubit number D ∼ N , i.e.,
the logarithmic negativity E can be regarded as a func-
tion of D/N . Since the whole circuit converges to an
N -qubit Haar-random state, the logarithmic negativity
can be expressed as Emax = N/2 + c1, implying that the
logarithmic negativity satisfied the volume law[26, 38].

In the presence of physical noise p > 0, the logarith-
mic negativity E grows at first and then decreases. No
matter how small the noise is, the logarithmic negativity
finally vanishes in the large circuit depth limit. This is
not surprising, because the system finally converges to a
globally depolarized state without any entanglement. In
the dynamic process of the circuit, we are most interested
in the maximal achievable entanglement and the scaling
law for the maximal logarithmic negativity Emax.

Let us consider a small gate error rate, such as p =
0.02. As the system size N grows, we can see the max-
imal logarithmic negativity Emax as a linear function of
the circuit depth D increases, following the entanglement
volume law. But when the gate error rate is quite large,
such as p = 0.14, it is obvious that the evolution curves
for various system sizes are almost the same, implying
that the maximal logarithmic negativity Emax is inde-
pendent of the system size N , corresponding to an area
law entanglement. Hence, the scaling law of the max-
imal logarithmic negativity changes with increasing the
gate error rate, and there is an entanglement transition
between these two kinds of scaling law.

Entanglement transition. -To further analyze the scal-
ing law of entanglement in the noisy random quantum
circuit, we choose the number of quantum bits N as the
horizontal axis and the maximal logarithmic negativity
Emax of each circuit evolution as the vertical axis, and
then connect the points with the same gate error rate p.
The resulting scaling law is shown in Fig.3(a). It is clear
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that, when the error rate p is small, the maximal loga-
rithmic negativity Emax grows linearly with the system
size N , which corresponds to the volume law entangle-
ment. Also, we fit the maximal logarithmic negativity
Emax in the noiseless case p = 0, and then obtain the
fitting formula Emax = 0.5001N − 0.4813, which is con-
sistent with the previous analytical result[26, 38]. When
the gate error rate is large, such as p = 0.14, the max-
imal logarithmic negativity Emax does not increase with
the system size N growing, which indicates the entan-
glement area law. Due to the finite size effect and the
odevity of subsystems A and B, the curves slightly oscil-
late with various system sizes. There should be a critical
point between the area law and the volume law entangle-
ment, which may satisfy the log(N) correction.
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FIG. 3: (a) The maximal logarithmic negativity Emax

changes as a function of the system size N , where all the
numerical results are taken with subsystem size NA = NB =
N/2. (b) The maximal logarithmic negativity is divided by
the logarithmic of the system size Emax/ log(N) versus gate
error rate p, where the entanglement negativities collapse to-
gether around the critical point pc ≈ 0.056.

In the following, when dividing the maximal loga-
rithmic negativity by the logarithm of the system size
Emax/ log(N), we consider its change as a function of the
gate error rate p. Because the numerical results of differ-
ent system sizes collapse together, we can get the entan-
glement phase transition point pc. As shown in Fig.3(b),
all the curves almost overlap at around pc ≈ 0.056.
Above the critical point, the maximal logarithmic neg-
ativity satisfies Emax ∼ log(N). For p < pc, the scaling
law of entanglement is stronger than the log(N) correc-

tion, entering into the volume law phase. In contrast,
when p > pc, Emax/ log(N) decreases as the system size
increases. Eventually, it will converge to zero in the ther-
modynamic limit N →∞. Therefore, the phase diagram
can be established, as shown in Fig.1(a).

To further study the entanglement scaling law, we can
extract a critical exponent. Since the maximal logarith-
mic negativity divided by the logarithmic of the system
size Emax/ log(N) can be viewed as a function of the gate
error rate p and the size of the system N , we employ the
following hypothesis,

Emax/ ln(N) ∼ f
(

(p− pc)N1/ν
)
, (10)

where f(x) is a universal function and ν is the correla-
tion length exponent. As shown in Fig.4, all the points
have an excellent collapse with ν ≈ 1.25. On the right
side of the graph, it is the region satisfied the area law
entanglement, and we find the systems with N = 4, 8, 12
and N = 6, 10, 14 collapse better with each other due to
the odevity of the subsystem. It should be mentioned
that both critical point position and critical exponent
are related to the entanglement measure[14, 17]. It is
interesting that our numerical value is similar to the pro-
jective measure induced transition in random quantum
circuits, where through the tripartite mutual informa-
tion the correlation length exponent is ν ≈ 1.22 for the
circuit consisting of the Haar-random gate[17].
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FIG. 4: The maximal logarithmic negativity is divided by the
logarithmic of the system size Emax/ log(N), which changes as

a function of (p−pc)L1/ν , where the critical point is taken as
pc ≈ 0.056. The correlation length exponent ν ≈ 1.25 for the
best collapse.

Discussions and Conclusions. -It should be noticed
that the random quantum circuits in the experiments[1,
2, 5] have used different qubit gates, each circuit depth
usually consists of one layer fixed two-qubit gates, and
one layer single-qubit gates randomly chosen from

√
X,√

Y , and
√
X + Y . Our further numerical simulations

have found that the dynamics in the circuits with two-
qubit

√
iSWAP gates are close to the Haar-random gates,

where the critical point is around pc ≈ 0.040 with the
critical exponent ν ≈ 1.30.
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We would also like to point out that the usual cor-
related many-body systems are quite different from our
random quantum circuits with high entanglement. In
most cases, the ground states satisfy the area law entan-
glement, which can be described accurately by a small
Hilbert space. And the large system sizes are required
to derive the scaling behavior. However, when the whole
Hilbert space is used to describe the random quantum
circuits with the volume law entanglement, the circuit
with a small number of qubits has already contained a
huge Hilbert space, so the scaling behavior can be seen
even in small systems. Hence, we believe that the noise-
driven entanglement transition and its criticality found
in this paper can be valid in large-scale systems. Sim-
ilarly, for the projective measurement-driven entangle-
ment transition[17], the results derived from the small
size systems are comparable to the large sizes, indicating
that the entanglement phase transition is universal.

Because both the physical noise and projective mea-
surements destroy the quantum coherence of the sys-
tem, the non-unitary projective measurement model has
some similarities to the noisy in the random quantum
circuits. In the projective measurement-driven quantum
circuit, the system is always in the pure states and the
entanglement grows as the circuit depth increases until
saturating[14–22]. To measure the mixed state entangle-
ment in the noisy random quantum circuits, however, we
have to use the measure of logarithmic entanglement neg-
ativity, which can be measured experimentally through
the PT moments[47]. More recently, quantum algorithms
are also proposed to measure the entanglement negativity
in noisy intermediate-scale quantum devices[48].

In conclusion, we have simulated the noisy random
quantum circuits with density matrix operators and ten-
sor contractions, and characterized the mixed state en-
tanglement through the logarithmic entanglement nega-
tivity. With the decreasing gate error rate, we have found
that the scaling law of the maximal logarithmic negativ-
ity changes from the area law to the volume law. Between
these two phases, the critical point has determined as
pc ≈ 0.056 and a correlation length exponent has also
been estimated ν ≈ 1.25. These results not only reveal
the dynamics in chaotic quantum many-body systems,
but also are valuable for designing noisy intermediate-
scale quantum devices.
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