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We present a scalable protocol for measuring full counting statistics (FCS) in experiments or
tensor-network simulations. In this method, an ancilla in the middle of the system acts as a
turnstile, with its phase keeping track of the time-integrated particle flux. Unlike quantum gas
microscopy, the turnstile protocol faithfully captures FCS starting from number-indefinite initial
states or in the presence of noisy dynamics. In addition, by mapping the FCS onto a single-body
observable, it allows for stable numerical calculations of FCS using approximate tensor-network
methods. We demonstrate the wide-ranging utility of this approach by computing the FCS of the
transferred magnetization in a Floquet Heisenberg spin chain, as studied in a recent experiment
with superconducting qubits, as well as the FCS of charge transfer in random circuits.

Introduction.—Conventional linear-response transport
probes how the expectation values of densities and cur-
rents respond to external perturbations. In general, the
point of transport experiments is to shed light on the in-
trinsic dynamics of a system. However, in many cases,
theoretically natural questions about (say) the charge or
the lifetime of a system’s elementary excitations cannot
be resolved at the level of linear response. To settle these
questions, one must probe higher-order correlation func-
tions or depart from equilibrium, using techniques such
as nonlinear response [1–10] or noise spectroscopy [11–
14].

An especially informative way of capturing these
higher-order correlations is full counting statistics (FCS),
i.e., the full distribution function of charge transferred
across a cut. FCS was initially introduced in the context
of mesoscopic systems [15–21], but contemporary experi-
mental platforms built on synthetic matter, such as ultra-
cold atomic gases or superconducting qubit arrays, allow
for much more direct access to this observable. For in-
stance, one can take simultaneous snapshots of all the
particles in a quantum gas microscope experiment [22–
31], which, in turn, yield the FCS. While early studies of
FCS were focused on low-temperature properties, recent
work has explored how the FCS evolves after quenches
[32–39]; a notable finding is that in integrable models
as well as certain constrained nonintegrable models, the
FCS remains strongly non-Gaussian at all times [38–45].
Many basic questions remain unanswered, however, in-
cluding the conditions under which the FCS of quantum
fluctuations has an effective classical description.

So far, experiments probing FCS in synthetic matter
have been carried out by initializing a system in a state
with a sharp number of particles in the subsystem of in-
terest [39], letting the system evolve, and then extracting
the particle-number distribution from many snapshots.
Despite its straightforwardness, this technique has intrin-
sic limitations. First, it is limited to initial states with
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Figure 1. (a) Implementation of the turnstile for one cycle
of the brickwork circuit. The controlled phase gates acting
on the ancilla are denoted by their respective angles ±λ. (b,
c) As a particle (gray circle) hops on and off the central site,
labeled “C”, the change in its occupation is imprinted on the
ancilla (as schematically depicted by the green dial) and can
be related to the current as discussed below.

a sharp number of particles in the subsystem of interest,
a restriction that eliminates most thermal equilibrium
states. Second, in the presence of noise, its performance
scales exponentially poorly with subsystem size, since the
particle number count is vulnerable to decoherence deep
inside the subsystem. Third, the FCS involves arbitrary-
order correlation functions, which are difficult to retain
faithfully in approximate numerical algorithms based on
tensor networks.

In the present work, we propose and explore a method
that circumvents these obstacles. This method is essen-
tially a concrete implementation of the thought experi-
ment in Ref. 16 but exploits a further simplification due
to the brickwork circuit structure. It involves an ancilla
that acts as a turnstile: the net flux of particles across
the turnstile is imprinted on the phase of the ancilla, and
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the FCS can be read off from this phase information.
By tracking the flux instead of the full particle number,
this approach evidently overcomes the drawbacks of the
direct-counting approach: it is robust against decoher-
ence deep inside the subsystem, and also does not rely
on using number-definite initial states. While interfer-
ometry using ancillas is a familiar technique for measur-
ing nontrivial many-body observables [46], including FCS
[47], our proposal is distinctive in using only local two-site
gates, and it can therefore be realized with minimal over-
head in near-term experiments. This feature also makes
it practical to implement in approximate numerical algo-
rithms: mapping the FCS onto a single-site expectation
value opens the door to its computation using tensor-
network methods, such as the density matrix truncation
algorithm [48], which are designed to preserve few-site
expectation values but not high-order correlations.

Protocol.—We consider the brickwork unitary circuit
geometry illustrated in Fig. 1(a) acting on a chain of N
qubits with conserved particle number (interpreting the
states |0⟩ and |1⟩ as empty and occupied, respectively).
We are interested in particle transport and fluctuations
between two halves of the system, starting from an ar-
bitrary (possibly non-number-sharp) initial state. One
can regard this, alternatively, as a Trotterized nearest-
neighbor Hamiltonian but the unitary gates can have ar-
bitrary time dependence. Each layer of gates is bracketed
by two “turnstile” gates involving the central qubit (la-
beled in red) and an ancilla, which is initialized in the
state |+⟩ ≡ 2−1/2(|0⟩ + |1⟩). The turnstile gates apply
rotations by an angle ±λ about the z axis on the ancilla,
controlled on the central qubit being in the state |1⟩. The
intuition behind the protocol is as follows. The net effect
of the turnstile gates before and after the layers depicted
in Fig. 1(a) is to imprint a phase λ(−λ) if the occupa-
tion of the central site went down (up) during that cycle.

Crucially, because of the brickwork geometry, any parti-
cle that hops on (off) the central site during this layer
must have come from (or gone to) sites above it. Dur-
ing the next layer, likewise, any change in the occupation
of the central site corresponds to transport between the
central site and those below it. To measure the current,
it suffices for the ancilla to keep track of the change in
the occupation of the central site.

We now lay this idea out more formally. Suppose that
after a certain number of cycles, the system is in the state

|ψ⟩ =
∑

sl,sc,sr

csl,sc,sr |sl, sc, sr⟩data⊗|φ(sl, sc, sr)⟩ancilla,

where the sum runs over all configurations of “data”
qubits on the left, center, and right parts of the chain,
denoted by sl, sc, and sr, respectively, and |φ⟩ancilla ≡
(|0⟩ancilla + eiφ|1⟩ancilla)/

√
2. By virtue of linearity, it is

sufficient to examine one particular term in the superpo-
sition, |ψ0⟩= |s̄l, s̄c, s̄r⟩data ⊗|φ⟩ancilla, where s̄l (s̄r) rep-
resents a specific configuration that has a total of, say,
nl (nr) particles. Let us further assume, without loss of
generality, that s̄c = |0⟩. After half a cycle, i.e., one layer
of unitaries and controlled phase gates, the state |ψ0⟩
evolves to

|ψ1⟩ =
∑

s
(0)
l ,s

(0)
r

α
s
(0)
l ,s

(0)
r

∣∣∣s(0)l , 0, s
(0)
r

〉
data

⊗|φ⟩ancilla (1)

+
∑

s
(−1)
l ,s

(0)
r

α
s
(−1)
l ,s

(0)
r

∣∣∣s(−1)
l , 1, s

(0)
r

〉
data

⊗|φ+ λ⟩ancilla,

where s
(m)
l,r stands for all configurations of the left/right

data qubits with nl,r +m total particles. Subsequently,
after one full cycle, the state of the system is given by

|ψ2⟩ =
∑

s
(0)
l ,s

(0)
r

α
s
(0)
l ,s

(0)
r

∣∣∣s(0)l , 0, s
(0)
r

〉
data

⊗|φ⟩ancilla +
∑

s
(0)
l ,s

(−1)
r

α
s
(0)
l ,s

(−1)
r

∣∣∣s(0)l , 1, s
(−1)
r

〉
data

⊗|φ− λ⟩ancilla

+
∑

s
(−1)
l ,s

(0)
r

α
s
(−1)
l ,s

(0)
r

∣∣∣s(−1)
l , 1, s

(0)
r

〉
data

⊗|φ⟩ancilla +
∑

s
(−1)
l ,s

(+1)
r

α
s
(−1)
l ,s

(+1)
r

∣∣∣s(−1)
l , 0, s

(+1)
r

〉
data

⊗|φ+ λ⟩ancilla. (2)

Clearly, the phase accrued by the ancilla qubit in Eq. (2)
counts the number of particles that have passed on
to the right side of the chain. It is straightforward
to see that a similar result holds if the central qubit
is initially in the state s̄c = |1⟩. Hence, if the ancilla
is initialized in the |+⟩ state, upon tracing out the
data qubits, we find that ρancilla =

∑
Q pQ|Qλ⟩⟨Qλ|,

where Q is the number of transferred particles. Conse-
quently, by measuring the single-site observables ⟨X⟩ =

∑
Q pQ cos(Qλ), ⟨Y ⟩=∑

Q pQ sin(Qλ) we can construct
the generating function f(λ)=

∑
Q pQ exp(iQλ), where-

upon taking derivatives with respect to λ in the limit
λ→ 0 yields all the moments ⟨Qm⟩ for integer m.

Closed-system numerics.—Having established the the-
oretical framework behind our ancilla-assisted measure-
ment of FCS, we now showcase this method in the context
of a particular model, namely, the one-dimensional XXZ
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chain described by the Hamiltonian

H = −J
N−1∑

j=1

(
Sx
j S

x
j+1 + Sy

j S
y
j+1 +∆Sz

j S
z
j+1

)
, (3)

where Sν =σν/2 are spin-1/2 operators. We will focus on
spin transport in the isotropic case of ∆=1, whereupon
Eq. (3) reduces to the Heisenberg (XXX) model. While
the XXZ model is known to be integrable, remarkably, it
was recently shown that a particular Trotterized version
of this model preserves integrability [49, 50], which allows
us to faithfully study XXZ dynamics via discrete time
evolution. In this formulation, the discrete-time Floquet
dynamics are governed by the two-step propagator

U = UevenUodd =

N/2∏

j=1

U2j−1,2j(θ, ϕ)

N/2∏

k=1

U2k,2k+1(θ, ϕ),

where the half-step Ueven (Uodd) updates all odd–even
(even–odd) numbered pairs of spins with the unitary

U(θ, ϕ) =




1 0 0 0
0 cos θ −i sin θ 0
0 −i sin θ cos θ 0
0 0 0 eiϕ


 . (4)

We choose θ=0.4π and ϕ=0.8π, which accordingly sets
∆= sin(ϕ/2)/ sin(θ)= 1. Adding in the ancilla qubit, we
sandwich controlled phase gates with alternating angles
±λ in between the Ueven and Uodd layers.

As mentioned earlier, one of the central advantages of
our method is that allows us to study spin transport and
FCS starting with initial states that are not necessarily
number sharp. Specifically, we consider a family of states
with a domain wall between the left and right halves of
the system, which are described by the density matrix

ρ(t = 0) ∝ (eµS
z

)⊗N/2 ⊗ (e−µSz

)⊗N/2, (5)

with the height of the domain wall given by tanhµ. As
µ→∞, all the spins in the left (right) half point up
(down), and the system is furthest from equilibrium. On
the other hand, at µ = 0, the initial state is the equilib-
rium thermal state at infinite temperature, and the SU(2)
symmetry of the Heisenberg model is restored. This limit
is particularly interesting from the viewpoint of quan-
tum transport as the corresponding dynamics have been
conjectured to be in the celebrated Kardar-Parisi-Zhang
(KPZ) universality class [51–58].

In Fig. 2, we plot the generating function f(λ) for µ=0
obtained using the ancilla; we fit this function to a low-
order polynomial near the origin in order to compute its
derivatives. This approach is especially well-suited to
extract the mean of the total transferred magnetization,
⟨Q(t)⟩, defined here as the net number of spin excitations

0.00 0.05 0.10 0.15 0.20 0.25 0.30

0.85

0.90

0.95

1.00

Figure 2. Moment generating function of charge transfer at
equilibrium in a 46-site Trotterized Heisenberg spin chain for
various depths.

that have crossed between the two halves of the chain by
time t,

Q(t) =
∑

i>N/2

[Sz
i (t)− Sz

i (0)]−
∑

i≤N/2

[Sz
i (t)− Sz

i (0)] (6)

as well as its variance ⟨(Q(t)−⟨Q(t)⟩)2⟩, which we can cal-
culate up to t=40 using the time-evolving block decima-
tion (TEBD) algorithm with a truncation error < 10−7.
Adding noise.—Another key feature of the ancilla

method is that remains capable of measuring FCS in
the presence of noise. By contrast, direct microscopy
is vulnerable to any noise that violates total particle
number conservation, since microscopy cannot distin-
guish changes in particle number due to transport across
the midpoint from those due to number-changing noise
deep inside the subsystem. In some cases, e.g., with
amplitude-damping noise, the effects of noise can be de-
tected and eliminated through postselection (albeit at the
cost of exponential overhead in the subsystem size). In
other cases, such as depolarizing noise, the noise cannot
be corrected for even using postselection. As a result, for
large subsystems in the presence of noise, microscopy can
measure the FCS only on timescales when essentially no
noise has acted anywhere in the subsystem.
The turnstile method is insensitive, by construction, to

noise occurring deep in the subsystems. Hence, it faith-
fully captures the dynamics of charge transfer in noisy
systems. When the noise is strong enough, the dynamics
of charge transfer are themselves affected by the noise;
the turnstile method captures this physical crossover be-
tween unitary and noisy dynamics as we now show.
To demonstrate this point, we study transport in the

Heisenberg model, in the presence of noise, for the mean,
the variance, and the skewness ⟨(Q(t) − ⟨Q(t)⟩)3⟩ as a
function of the circuit depth. The third and higher mo-
ments can be obtained from the subdominant terms in
the expansions for ⟨X⟩, ⟨Y ⟩ and consequently, are very
sensitive to the details of the fitting polynomial. It is
therefore advantageous to instead construct the full prob-
ability distribution pQ by examining λ ∈ [0, π], which
avoids any fitting errors, with the tradeoff being that
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Figure 3. Mean, variance, and skewness of the transferred magnetization for 46 qubits as a function of circuit depth for time
evolution under Trotterized XXZ dynamics with ∆ = 1. We study three different domain-wall initial states described by the
density matrix (5) for µ=0, 0.2, 0.4 (distinguished by different colors) without any noise (solid lines) and under the influence
of depolarizing noise with strength γ = 0.15 (dashed lines).

larger counting fields require a higher bond dimension to
simulate.

Here, we focus on depolarizing noise, described by the
quantum channel ρ→∑3

p=0KpρK
†
p, where Kp are the

Kraus operators

K0=

√
1− 3γ

4
1,K1=

√
γ

4
σx,K2=

√
γ

4
σy,K3=

√
γ

4
σz.

Our results for the noisy simulations are shown in Fig. 3.
On timescales that are short compared to 1/γ, we repro-
duce the noiseless behavior, with the mean and variance
scaling as t2/3 [59]. On longer timescales, we find that
the mean saturates and the variance begins to grow lin-
early. This is a consequence of the noise breaking the
conservation law: on long timescales, the occupation of
the central site fluctuates randomly, so the phase accu-
mulation is random. Thus, its mean stops changing and
its variance grows linearly in time. To the best of our
knowledge, the turnstile method is the only way to ac-
cess this crossover; while our predictions are converged
in truncation error, the fact that they reproduce theo-
retical expectations in the large-noise limit is a helpful
sanity check.

Besides the mean and the variance, the turnstile pro-
tocol also naturally facilitates access to the higher mo-
ments, which have been shown to be essential for deter-
mining the dynamical universality class in recent experi-
ments on a superconducting quantum processor [60]. In-
terstingly, Fig. 3(c) indicates that the skewness is much
less affected by the noise than the first two moments.
These conclusions continue to hold for other types of
noise, such as amplitude damping, as detailed in the Sup-
plemental Material.

Finally, we remark on the effects of noise on the ancilla
itself. In general, we can use the ancilla to measure FCS
until we reach the T2 time of the ancilla. In an optimally
calibrated protocol, λt would be chosen on a uniform grid
from 0 to 1/Qtyp, where Qtyp is the typical scale of charge

transfer over timescale t≤T2. Estimating the number of
shots needed to get a precise histogram of charge trans-
fer is a standard exercise in metrology [61]: this quan-
tity scales as N(λ)∼min(1/λ2, (t/T2)

2/λ4). This rapid
increase in the number of needed shots limits the resolu-
tion with which Q(t) can be reconstructed at late times.
The sensitivity limits of FCS measurements, as well as
ways to improve their sensitivity using ideas from error
correction [62], will be explored in future work.

Application to approximate algorithms.—In addition to
its experimental relevance, the turnstile approach has the
benefit of being compatible with approximate quantum
simulation algorithms. For purely unitary dynamics, the
turnstile approach is equivalent to the introduction of a
fictitious counting field [16, 17, 19, 63–67] that modifies
the forward and backward evolution in different ways.
When unitarity is broken, the turnstile method continues
to treat the evolution of the full system (including the
ancilla) as a quantum channel, but other counting-field
approaches do not. This means that the turnstile method
is compatible with quantum simulation algorithms that
execute a quantum channel by construction.

An example of such an algorithm, and the one that we
will focus our attention on in this section, is the density
matrix truncation (DMT) algorithm [48]. By protect-
ing carefully chosen components during a singular-value-
decomposition and truncation step, DMT preserves the
local structure of the system’s density matrix—after a
full truncation sweep over every bond, the algorithm pre-
serves all reduced densities matrices on three neighbor-
ing sites [68]. However, by treating the ancilla as a bona
fide site in the chain, three-site operators on the physical
sites in the neighbourhood of the ancilla are no longer
preserved. We can restore the preservation of all phys-
ical three-site operators by combining the ancilla and a
physical site into a super-site and modifying DMT to ac-
commodate the enlarged site.

DMT performs similarly to other methods near equi-
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Figure 4. The variance of the charge transfer across the cen-
tral bond of a random unitary circuit prepared in the Néel
state. Both TEBD (dashed) and DMT (solid) algorithms are
used with bond dimensions up to d = 1600. The FCS is
expected to be asymptotically described by a symmetric ex-
clusion process (SSEP) (black dashed).

librium, but has shown a clear advantage far from equi-
librium [48, 69]. Combining the turnstile method and
the DMT algorithm should enable more efficient evalua-
tion of nonequilibrium FCS, closing the gap to ultracold
atomic and trapped ion experiments where initial states
are typically far from equilibrium [26, 28, 39, 70–78]. In
the rest of this section, we will study the nonequilibrium
charge transfer statistics of a U(1)-charge-conserving ran-
dom circuit on a spin-1/2 chain, using both DMT and
its closest competitor, TEBD. We will focus on the Néel
state as an initial state, from which the system under-
goes a global quench. Both the global quench and the
rapid entanglement generation in random-circuit evolu-
tion make this environment very challenging for existing
numerical tools.

We simulate the system, including the ancilla, up
to time t=40 with a selection of counting fields and
bond dimensions (d=200, 400, 800, 1600) for a single cir-
cuit realization. Doing so for both TEBD and DMT,
we extract the variance of the charge transfer using a
low-order polynomial fitting of the cumulant generating
function, χ(λ)= log f(λ), near the origin. The (scaled)
variance is shown in Fig. 4. With regular TEBD, the
data quickly becomes unconverged in bond dimension (by
times t∼ 10). DMT significantly outperforms this, re-
maining converged for much later times (t∼ 26). We have
verified that this separation in performance is generic for
random circuits by repeating our analysis for multiple
circuit realizations, as well as for a different nonequilib-
rium state (a fully polarized domain-wall state), which
can be found in the Supplemental Material [79].

In addition to improved convergence characteristics,
the DMT results are consistent with the FCS in a sym-
metric simple exclusion process, which is expected to
describe the asymptotic FCS of U(1)-charge-conserving

random unitary circuits [36]. The diffusivity D=1 and
the susceptibility χ are the same for a symmetric ex-
clusion process and the random circuits considered here.
Therefore, the dynamics of charge, including at the level
of fluctuations, is given by the same fluctuating hydrody-
namic theory [80]. It follows that a symmetric exclusion
process and the random circuit considered here should
share the same long-time charge transfer statistics. This
is borne out by Fig. 4, which overlays the charge transfer
variance for the exclusion process initialized with a Néel
state over the random circuit results.

We now briefly compare the performance of DMT us-
ing the turnstile with that of other numerical approaches
(beyond the comparison with mixed-state TEBD above).
For pure-state evolution, DMT can be compared with
either direct matrix-vector multiplication or pure-state
TEBD [81]. For comparable resources, those methods
are accurate until times in the range t ≤ 24–32. For
mixed states, exact density-matrix evolution and TEBD
with quantum trajectories are limited to much shorter
times t ≤ 16 (in the latter case, because of sampling
overhead) [82]. In the equilibrium limit, as noted above,
the performance of DMT is comparable to that of mixed-
state TEBD. Thus, in the pure-state and equilibrium
limits, DMT is competitive with algorithms that exploit
the special structure present in those limits. Away from
those limits—for evolving generic nonequilibrium mixed
states—DMT outperforms these alternative methods, by
approximately a factor of two.

Discussion and outlook.—To date, computing FCS
has been a challenging task—both experimentally and
theoretically—as it requires knowledge of arbitrary-order
correlations. In this work, we overcome these obstacles
and present a new method for measuring FCS, based on a
quantum turnstile, that is robust against noise and only
involves local operators, thus allowing for its easy im-
plementation in near-term experimental platforms. We
showed the versatility of this approach in the context of
studying the FCS of magnetization transfer in a Heisen-
berg spin chain. Our results in this regard directly ap-
ply to the recent experiments on superconducting qubit
arrays [60], which rely on the higher moments, such as
the skewness and kurtosis, to determine the dynamical
universality class. We also illustrated how the quan-
tum turnstile protocol can be paired with tensor-network
algorithms to study numerically demanding transport
problems such as charge transfer in random circuits. Our
results pave the way for using FCS to resolve the under-
lying dynamics of a range of many-body systems that are
realizable in noisy quantum simulators (e.g., disordered
systems). The turnstile method can be further adapted
to explore higher-order temporal fluctuations of more
general (i.e., nonconserved) operators in many-body sys-
tems; the nature of these fluctuations is largely an open
question, although exact predictions have been derived
for certain solvable models [83].
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[51] M. Žnidarič, Spin transport in a one-dimensional
anisotropic Heisenberg model, Phys. Rev. Lett. 106,
220601 (2011).
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SI. FULL COUNTING STATISTICS OF THE HEISENBERG SPIN CHAIN

In this section, we present additional numerical data on the FCS of the isotropic (∆ = 1) Trotterized XXZ model,
described by Eq. (4) of the main text. Starting from certain domain-wall initial states, in Fig. 3, we demonstrated
that the mean and the variance of the transferred magnetization—in the absence of noise—point to anomalous spin
transport, exhibiting a space-time scaling of x ∼ t2/3 [1–8]. In contrast, the addition of a depolarizing noise channel
leads to a crossover from unitary to noisy dynamics.

Here, we extend our earlier observations to a wider range of domain-wall initial states, which are parametrized by
µ as described in Eq. (5). The height of the domain wall in each instance is given by tanhµ, so, for µ = 0, the initial
density matrix simply describes the infinite-temperature equilibrium state. Using our turnstile-based approach, we
systematically investigate the dependence of the FCS on µ using the TEBD algorithm. In our numerics, we find
that the minimum bond dimension required to keep the truncation error below a fixed threshold (set to 10−7 here),
progressively increases with µ, the counting field, and (expectedly) the circuit depth.

Our results for varying µ are arrayed in Fig. S1: while both the mean and the variance go as t2/3 for small µ > 0,
deviations from this behavior are apparent for larger µ → 1. This is in consistency with previous studies [2], which
report anomalous spin diffusion for only the high-temperature transport. This observation of superdiffusive transport,
taken together with the scaling of spin-spin correlation functions, prompted the conjecture that in the limit of µ→ 0
and t→∞, the spin-transport dynamics belong to the Kardar-Parisi-Zhang universality class [3, 9, 10]. However, in
order to establish the universality class of the dynamics, it is crucial to also study the higher moments, such as the
skewness [Fig. S1(c)], as explored in a recent experiment with superconducting qubits [11].
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Figure S1. (a) Mean, (b) variance, and (c) skewness of the transferred magnetization for a system of 46 qubits evolving under
Trotterized XXZ dynamics with ∆ = 1. We consider ten different domain-wall initial states parametrized by µ ranging from 0
to 0.9. As µ → 0, the mean and the variance are clearly seen to be anomalous, going as t2/3, with obvious deviations therefrom
visible at larger µ.

In the main text, we also showed how the use of quantum turnstiles remains a robust approach to calculating FCS
even in the presence of depolarizing noise. Here, we extend our previous analysis to address the case of amplitude
damping noise as well. The noise is encoded as a quantum channel that acts on the density matrix as

ρ→ K0ρK
†
0 +K1ρK

†
1 ; K0 =

(
1 0
0

√
1− γ

)
, K1 =

(
0

√
γ,

0 0

)
(S1)
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Figure S2. (a) Mean and (b) variance of Q(t), for the same system as Fig. S1, in the noise-free case (γ=0, solid lines) and in
the presence of amplitude-damping noise (γ=0.2, dashed lines). The colors of the individual lines encode the value of µ with
gray (orange) representing µ=0 (µ=0.2).

where K0, K1 are the Kraus operators and γ is a measure of the noise strength. In Fig. S2, we present the first two
moments of the transferred magnetization as a function of time with and without amplitude damping noise. The
mean and the variance both display a clear crossover from anomalous to normal transport upon turning on a nonzero
γ=0.2.

SII. CHARGE TRANSFER FULL COUNTING STATISTICS IN RANDOM CIRCUITS

In this section, we present some additional data benchmarking the turnstile approach to full counting statistics with
TEBD and DMT for two far-from-equilibrium states, namely, a domain-wall state and the Néel state. We find that
the “turnstile+DMT” approach enables a much less computationally expensive evaluation of the cumulant generating
function of charge transfer χ(λ) in both nonequilibrium states.
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Figure S3. The cumulant generating function of charge transfer across the central bond of a random unitary circuit as a function
of time, for a given value of the counting field λ = π/10. The two panels show Re(χ(λ)) when starting with (a) a domain-wall
(DW) initial state, and (b) the Néel state.

For the domain-wall initialization, we prepare a fully polarized state |ψ⟩ = |↑ · · · ↑↓ · · · ↓⟩ and evolve with bond
dimensions d = 100, 200, 400, 800, 1600. With TEBD (density-matrix) evolution, the data becomes unconverged at
times t ∼ 10, whereas, with DMT, we can reach much later evolution times, t ∼ 35. This is illustrated in Fig. S3(a)
for a particular choice of the counting angle, λ = π/10. This improvement is comparable to that seen for the Néel
state in Fig. 4 of the main text. The cumulant generating function for the Néel state, with a counting angle λ = π/10,
is displayed in Fig. S3(b).
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Lastly, we compute the charge transfer variance in different circuit realizations to confirm that the reasonably good
agreement between the theoretical prediction and the “turnstile+DMT” approach is generic, and not the result of a
finely tuned circuit; this is shown in Fig. S4.
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Figure S4. The variance of the charge transfer across the central bond in different random unitary circuit realizations.
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