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We use Majorana operators to study entanglement dynamics under random free fermion unitary
evolution and projective measurements in one dimension. For certain choices of unitary evolution,
namely those which swap neighboring Majorana operators, and measurements of neighboring Ma-
jorana bilinears, one can map the evolution to the statistical model of completely packed loops
with crossings (CPLC) and study the corresponding phase diagram. We generalize this model us-
ing the language of fermionic Gaussian states to a general free fermion unitary evolution acting on
neighboring Majorana operators, and numerically compute its phase diagram. We find that both
the Goldstone and area law phases persist in this new phase diagram, but with a shifted phase
boundary. One important qualitative aspect of the new phase boundary is that even for the case of
commuting measurements, the Goldstone phase persists up to a finite non-zero measurement rate.
This is in contrast with the CPLC, in which non-commuting measurements are necessary for real-
izing the Goldstone phase. We also numerically compute the correlation length critical exponent at
the transition, which we find to be near to that of the CPLC, and give a tentative symmetry based
explanation for some differences in the phase transition line between the CPLC and generalized
models.

I. INTRODUCTION

Recently the study of ‘hybrid’ quantum circuits, in-
volving both unitary dynamics and projective measure-
ments, has received a great deal of attention [1–3]. By
focusing on the ensemble of quantum trajectories of pure
states defined by the various measurement outcomes one
can study new types of non-equilibrium phase transitions,
with the canonical example being the ‘entanglement tran-
sition’. In the entanglement transition, the ensemble-
averaged entanglement entropy changes from scaling as
an area law to scaling as a volume law as the measure-
ment rate is decreased. A closely related concept is that
of a ‘purification’ transition, where instead of pure quan-
tum state trajectories one studies the purifying behavior
of an initial maximally mixed state.

In the special case of free fermion dynamics [4] - i.e.
unitaries which are exponentials of bilinears of the cre-
ation and annihilation operators, and measurements only
of Fock space mode occupation numbers - the mixed (or
‘volume law’) phase is known to be unstable to any non-
zero measurement rate [5]. However, such free fermion
dynamics can still accommodate an interesting phase
transition from a purifying phase to a so-called ‘Gold-
stone’ phase [6]. The latter still exhibits purifying be-
havior, but on time scales parametrically longer in system
size. More precisely, in the Goldstone phase the entropy
for a system of length L after a time of order L scales like
logL (whereas in the purifying phase this entropy would
be close to 0, i.e. the state would have approximately pu-
rified long before this time scale was reached). This phase
transition can be realized in a specific free fermion model,
one that can be solved [7] by exact mapping to a known
statistical mechanical model, the completely packed loop
model with crossings (CPLC) [6].

A natural question one may ask is, how generic is the
CPLC phase diagram in the context of free fermion hy-

brid dynamics? In other words, do the area law and
Goldstone phases persist when the dynamics is deformed
slightly away from the specific point dual to the CPLC
model? Is the phase transition still continuous, and is it
in the same universality class as that of the CPLC model?

In this work, we investigate these questions by extend-
ing the CPLC-dual free fermion model to a more general
family of free fermion models. Specifically, following [7],
the CPLC-dual model has a convenient description in
terms of a one dimensional chain of Majorana fermions,
as follows: the unitary gates swap a neighboring pair of
Majoranas (γ1 → γ2, γ2 → −γ1), and the measurements
measure the occupation number of a free fermion mode
defined by a neighboring pair of Majoranas. These gates
are implemented with respect to one pairing of Majo-
ranas and its complementary pairing in an alternating
fashion, as described in detail below. The phase diagram
is a function of two parameters, p and q, which control,
respectively, the rate of measurements and the asymme-
try between the two complementary pairings of Majo-
ranas. Our generalized model replaces the swap gate,
which may be thought of as a π

2 rotation in the SO(2)
that rotates γ1 into γ2, by a rotation by a random an-
gle inside this SO(2). The measurement gates are as in
the CPLC model, and the phase diagram is once again a
function of the two parameters p and q.

Our generalized model no longer admits an easily solv-
able statistical mechanical dual, although in principle
some statistical mechanical dual should exist, as dis-
cussed below. To study it, we therefore instead leverage
the free fermion nature of the dynamics to perform effi-
cient Monte Carlo simulations using the Gaussian state
formalism. The essential feature of both the CPLC and
our generalized models which makes this possible is the
fact that, for a particular quantum trajectory, the many-
body quantum state of 2N Majoranas remains Gaussian,
meaning that it can be efficiently encoded in a correla-
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tion matrix with O(N2) entries. This allows us to avoid
having to simulate dynamics in a Hilbert space exponen-
tially large in N . Ultimately this is just a consequence
of the free fermion nature of the dynamics.

We find that the general features of the CPLC phase
diagram persist in the generalized model. The area law
and Goldstone phases remain, but the phase transition
between them shifts slightly. An important qualitative
difference is that the Goldstone phase persists down to
finite p < 1 for q = 0, 1 in the generalized model, in
contrast to the CPLC. This implies that the unitaries
in the generalized model are more scrambling in some
sense than those of the CPLC, because they can support
the Goldstone phase with commuting projectors (i.e. at
q = 0, 1). The CPLC, on the other hand, requires non-
commuting measurements [8–11] to support the Gold-
stone phase. Our result is consistent with the fact that
a volume entanglement law cannot be maintained in free
fermi systems at finite measurement rates [5, 12], and
comports with the results found in [13] in the case of con-
tinuous monitoring, and bears resemblance to the results
of [14] and [15] in the case of non-unitary free fermion
evolution (see also [16] for additional exploration of free
fermion phases and phase transitions with weak measure-
ments, and [17, 18] for further study of the phase transi-
tion from an area law phase to a logarithmic phase). We
would also like to note that the transitions found in the
CPLC have also been studied using entanglement neg-
ativity and other measures in the context of monitored
dynamics in [19].

We also perform a finite size scaling analysis that al-
lows us to extract a correlation length critical expo-
nent ν ≈ 2.4 for the generic transition between the two
phases. The accuracy of our analysis is not sufficient
to definitively conclude that this corresponds to a differ-
ent universality class from the CPLC model, which has
νCPLC ≈ 2.75 [6].

The rest of this paper is structured as follows. In Sec-
tion II we review the CPLC model and construct the
duality mapping between this model and a free fermion
hybrid dynamics. In particular, we highlight the connec-
tion between the ‘spanning number’ in the CPLC model
and the entropy in the quantum model. In Section III we
discuss more general free fermion models, and introduce
the Guassian state formalism that allows us to efficiently
simulate them. In Section IV we present the results of
our Monte Carlo numerical simulations of the more gen-
eral free fermion models. In Section V we summarize our
results and consider future directions. In particular, we
discuss a qualitative change in the shape of the phase
boundary between the CPLC-dual and generalized mod-
els, and propose a symmetry-based explanation of this
difference.

II. EXACTLY SOLVABLE MODEL OF FREE
FERMION HYBRID DYNAMICS

This Section outlines a particular implementation of
the duality between the CPLC and a quantum model of
Majorana worldlines, first proposed in [7]. We consider a
one dimensional chain of N spinless fermions, and write
the operator algebra in terms of 2N Majorana fermions
γk (k = 1, . . . , 2N). These are related to the usual cre-

ation and annihilation operators aj , a
†
j (j = 1, . . . , N)

by:

γ2j−1 = aj + a†j

γ2j = i(aj − a†j)

aj =
1

2
(γ2j−1 − iγ2j)

a†j =
1

2
(γ2j−1 + iγ2j)

We have iγ2j−1γ2j = (−1)nj = 1− 2nj where nj = a†jaj
is the occupation number operator at site j, taking eigen-
values 0 and 1.

Hybrid unitary-measurement circuit

We take periodic boundary conditions, so that a sub-
script of N + 1 below is to be interpreted as 1. The
time step is labeled by a positive integer, and the proto-
col depends on the parity of this time step. p and q are
two real numbers between 0 and 1 which serve as con-
trol parameters. For convenience, let us first define the
two-Majorana unitary gate Ur,r+1, (r = 1, . . . , 2N) by

Ur,r+1 =
1√
2

(1− γrγr+1) (1)

This gate acts as follows:

Ur,r+1γrU
†
r,r+1 = γr+1

Ur,r+1γr+1U
†
r,r+1 = −γr

while commuting with all γj , j 6= r, r + 1.
Odd time steps: We perform 2-Majorana gates on

all pairs (2j − 1, 2j) (j = 1, . . . , N) of nearest neighbor
Majoranas. For each such pair (2j − 1, 2j) the gate is
chosen randomly from 3 possibilities: (1) with probability
p we act with U2j−1,2j ; (2) with probability (1 − p)q we
measure iγ2j−1γ2j ; and (3) with probability (1−p)(1−q)
we do nothing, i.e. act with the identity gate.
Even time steps: We perform 2-Majorana gates on

all pairs (2j, 2j + 1) (j = 1, . . . , N) of nearest neighbor
Majoranas. For each such pair (2j, 2j + 1) the gate is
chosen randomly from 3 possibilities: (1) with probability
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FIG. 1. (Color online) The protocol for the hybrid dynam-
ics described in the text. The vertical direction represents
time; odd and even time steps correspond to the two comple-
mentary way of pairing up neighboring Majoranas; for each
such pairing, nearest neighbor gates are applied which either
perform a measurement (and record the outcome), apply a
certain unitary gate, or do nothing.

p we act with U2j,2j+1; (2) with probability (1−p)(1−q)
we measure iγ2jγ2j+1; and (3) with probability (1 − p)q
we do nothing, i.e. act with the identity gate.

This protocol is illustrated in Figure 1. We note here
a symmetry: with periodic boundary conditions, sending
q → (1 − q) is equivalent to shifting each Majorana op-
erator by one, γk → γk+1; since none of the operations
depend explicitly on the index k, this is a symmetry.
Thus, the phase diagrams will have q ↔ (1− q) symme-
try. We expect that with open boundary conditions, the
symmetry will still hold in the thermodynamic limit.

Connection to Completely Packed Loop model with
crossings

Having defined our quantum model, we now describe
how to map it exactly to a known statistical mechani-
cal model, the completely packed loop model with cross-
ings (CPLC). To do this, it will be useful to introduce
the notion of a fermionic stabilizer of a state |Ψ〉 in our
2N dimensional many body Fock space. We define a set
of stabilizers as a collection of N commuting bilinears
iγσ(2j−1)γσ(2j), where 1 ≤ j ≤ N and σ is some permuta-
tion of (1, . . . , 2N), such that iγσ(2j−1)γσ(2j)|Ψ〉 = ±|Ψ〉
for each j. A state is a stabilizer state if such a set of
stabilizers exist.

The notion of a fermionic stabilizer state is useful be-
cause it is preserved by our dynamics: the quantum tra-
jectory of an initial stabilizer state consists only of sta-
bilizer states. To see this, let us assume that we have a
stabilizer state |Ψ〉, and let us act with one time step of
our dynamics, analyzing the action of each of the gates
in turn. If the gate is the identity, certainly the stabilizer
nature of the state is unchanged, since the state itself is
unchanged. If the gate is Ur,r+1, then, up to sign, this
just exchanges the two Majoranas γr and γr+1, so the
state remains a stabilizer state, with stabilizer given by
composing the permutation σ by the exchange of r and

FIG. 2. A trajectory of the circuit model with measurements,
shown here with open boundary conditions. Rotated by 45
degrees it becomes a configuration of the completely packed
loop model with crossings (CPLC). The black lines are Ma-
jorana worldlines. The entanglement of the second and third
physical fermion (red region) is 2 log

√
2 = log 2.

FIG. 3. This simplified graphical view of the fermionic sta-
bilizer state shows how the worldlines connect parts of the
state in Fig. 2. The dotted ovals denote which Majoranas are
paired up into physical fermions.

r + 1. Finally, let us analyze what happens when we
measure iγrγr+1. First, in the case when r and r+ 1 are
already paired by the stabilizer, the state is an eigenstate
of iγrγr+1, so a measurement just reads off the eigenvalue
but does not change the state. Now suppose that r and
r+1 are not paired up by the stabilizer, so that r is paired
up with s and r+ 1 is paired up with t. For the purpose
of measuring iγrγr+1, we may then imagine the system
to just consist of γr, γr+1, γs, γt, i.e. the system is the 4-
dimensional Fock space defined by these four Majorana
operators. This is because the remaining Majoranas are
decoupled, with the state a (graded) tensor product be-
tween this 4-dimensional system and that defined by the
remaining Majoranas. Now, since |Ψ〉 is an eigenstate of
γrγr+1γsγt, measuring the commuting operator iγrγr+1

brings it to an eigenstate of both of these, and hence also
of iγsγt = − (iγrγr+1) (γrγr+1γsγt). Hence the new state
is stabilized by iγrγr+1 and iγsγt, together with all of the
previous stabilizers. This can be seen as a type of entan-
glement swapping [20] between the Manorana fermions
due to the joint measurement iγrγr+1. Note that this
new set of stabilizers is independent of the measurement
outcome1.

The pairing rules so described can be tracked by rep-

1 The Majorana content of the stabilizers, specifically. The mea-
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resenting the trajectory by a configuration of loops, as
in Figure 2. The loops can be viewed as inhabiting a
checkerboard pattern of squares, corresponding to an al-
ternating sequence of even and odd steps in time (vertical
direction). Each square has one of three different types
of configurations in it: an exchange (corresponding to a
unitary gate), a configuration preserving the position of
the two Majoranas (corresponding to doing nothing), and
a ‘capped off’ configuration (corresponding to measuring
that Majorana bilinear). Thus, by the discussion in the
previous paragraph, the stabilizers of the final state are
given by the pairing of the top endpoints in the diagram,
as illustrated in Fig. 3.

The probability of each configuration occurring is the
product of the various probabilities p, (1 − p)q and
(1 − p)(1 − q) over all the squares of the checkerboard
pattern. This is just the Boltzmann weight of the com-
pletely packed loop model with crossings (CPLC) [6].

Spanning Number and Entropy

In the previous subsection we outlined a correspon-
dence between a model of free fermion hybrid dynamics
and the CPLC. In order for this correspondence to be
useful, we have to identify corresponding observables on
the two sides. On the CPLC side, the observable we
will compute is the spanning number ns on a cylinder,
with periodic boundary conditions in space, open bound-
ary conditions in time, and both space and time having
length L. The spanning number is defined as the number
of Majorana worldlines that connect the two boundaries
of the cylinder (i.e. ‘span’ the cylinder). Its average is
computed by weighing the various CPLC configurations
with the Boltzmann weights defined above.

The spanning number has an appealing physical inter-
pretation in our free fermion model in terms of entropy.
For specificity we will work with the second Renyi en-
tropy, but we note that for fermionic stabilizer states
the Renyi and von Neumann entropies all coincide. The
clearest way to formulate this is by bringing in another
‘ancilla’ copy of the many-body Hilbert space, spanned
by ancilla Majorana fermions γ′j (1 ≤ j ≤ 2N), and
taking an initial state |Ψ0〉 which is stabilized by iγjγ

′
j

(1 ≤ j ≤ 2N). The portion of this state on the origi-
nal Hilbert space is then maximally mixed, and the free
fermion dynamics may purify it to some extent, since it
includes measurements. At the final time L, the entan-
glement entropy between the system and the ancilla is
given by 1

2 log 2 times the number of stabilizers of the
final state that link the system and ancilla. The num-
ber of such stabilizers is simply the number of worldlines
that link the bottom (initial) and top (final) edge of the

surement outcome affects an overall factor of ±1 on the stabiliz-
ers, which will be unimportant in our analysis.

spacetime, i.e. just the spanning number ns. Thus the fi-
nal state entropy, averaged over quantum trajectories, is
precisely the average spanning number, up to the factor
of 1

2 log 2.
Reference [6] shows that the spanning number is an

order parameter for the phases that appear in the CPLC.
Specifically, there are two phases, as shown in Figure 4:
the short loop phase and the Goldstone phase, with the
spanning number scaling like 0 and logL respectively, in
the thermodynamic limit defined above. Hence, in the
hybrid dynamics the short loop phase corresponds to the
area law phase. Reference [6] explores several features
of this phase diagram. In particular, it is noted that at
p = 0 (i.e. the case of measurements only) the CPLC
reduces to a model of the bond percolation transition
tuned by q. Furthermore, at both q = 0 and q = 1, it is
shown that the field theory describing the CPLC model
possesses an extra U(1) symmetry which guarantees that
the short loop phase extends all the way to p = 1. At
values of q different from 0, 12 , 1, there is a transition from
the short loop to the Goldstone phase at some p with
0 < p < 1. Reference [6] studies this phase trasition at
p = 1

2 , q = 0.82 and extracts a correlation length scaling
exponent ν = 2.745(19).

The goal for the remainder of this work is to examine
the extent to which the CPLC phase diagram, viewed in
terms of the hybrid dynamics, is robust to more general
free fermion dynamics. In order to pursue this, we now
introduce the formalism of Gaussian states.

III. MORE GENERAL FREE FERMION
MODELS - GAUSSIAN STATE FORMALISM

To generalize beyond the specific case of the CPLC
dual, we will replace the unitary gate Ur,r+1, which, up
to sign, just swaps γr and γr+1, with a more general
local free fermion unitary gate. Namely, we will consider
unitary operators of the form U = exp

(
1
4Aijγiγj

)
with

A a real anti-symmetric 2n by 2n matrix. The action
of U by conjugation is an orthogonal rotation of the 2n
Majoranas:

UγiU
−1 = exp(−Aij)γj

As far as measurements, the most general general mea-
surements we might want to consider are of the fermion
linear optics (FLO) type [21], which can always be
thought of as projecting onto eigenstates of some iγaγb
operator, after appropriate basis transformation. How-
ever, for this work we will simply retain the exact same
measurements as in the CPLC dual model introduced
above.

The generalization we will investigate involves taking
the same protocol as above, but for the unitary gates, in-
stead of applying the fixed unitary Ur,r+1 defined above,
we draw one randomly from the class of all two-Majorana
unitaries. All such unitaries have the action:
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FIG. 4. (Color online) Phase diagram for the CPLC model
[6]. The behavior of the average spanning number, ns, de-
termines the phase. In the short loops phase, 〈ns〉 decreases
with increasing system size. In the Goldstone phase, 〈ns〉
increases logarithmically with system size. The spanning
number generalizes to the second Rényi entropy in our more
general fermion model.

FIG. 5. (Color Online) Phase diagram for more general free
fermion model, with CPLC phase diagram for reference. The
large blue dots are locations in the phase diagram which are
studied in more depth in this paper. Note that on the top
line, p = 1, all points represent the same phase point, namely,
the volume-law phase consisting of purely unitary evolution.
Note the q ↔ (1− q) symmetry, mentioned in Section II.

γ1 → cos(α)γ1 − sin(α)γ2 (2)

γ2 → sin(α)γ1 + cos(α)γ2

for some α; the case of the Ur,r+1 defined above corre-
sponds to α = −π2 . In our general model we will draw α
randomly from between 0 and 2π.

Because acting with a generic unitary gate of the above
form now maps a Majorana operator to a superposition of
Majorana operators, we can no longer apply the stabilizer
formalism of Section II to relate entanglement entropy
to spanning number. Instead, we will perform numerical
Monte Carlo studies of the hybrid dynamics. The nu-
merics will start with a maximally mixed state ρ0 and
apply

ρ0 → CρC†/Tr Cρ0C† (3)

where C is a (non-unitary) circuit made up of a product
of randomly chosen unitaries and projectors correspond-
ing to a particular quantum trajectory. Specifically, the
probability density associated to a particular circuit C is
equal to the CPLC Boltzmann weight (a product of pow-
ers of p, q, (1− p) and (1− q)), multiplied by the uniform
probability density associated with the choice of each uni-
tary, multiplied by the Born probability Tr Cρ0C† asso-
ciated to the measurement outcomes in C. Even though
the states appearing in the quantum trajectories are no
longer stabilizer, they still have the property of being
‘Gaussian’, and this allows for efficient numerical simu-
lation. We now review the formalism of these Gaussian
states.

Gaussian state formalism

This exposition follows reference [21] closely. First,
let us define a Gaussian state. A mixed state ρ can be
viewed as an operator, and, as such, has some expansion
in polynomials in the γi. Given such an expansion, with
each γi appearing to a power 0 or 1 in each term, we can
form an associated element of a Grassmann algebra by
replacing each γi with a Grassmann number θi. ρ is then
called Gaussian if the corresponding Grassmann algebra
element is of the form

1

2N
exp

(
i

2
θTMθ

)
where M is a 2N by 2N real anti-symmetric matrix,
called the covariance matrix of the state. Each such M
can be transformed, by an orthogonal rotation, to block
diagonal form with N two-by-two blocks on the diago-
nal. Each block is anti-symmetric, and so determined by
a number λi on the off-diagonal, where −1 ≤ λi ≤ 1 for
all i. The |λi| are called the Williamson eigenvalues of
M , and a pure state corresponds to all |λi| = 1.
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Let us see how a Gaussian state evolves under our
hybrid evolution. First, evolving ρ under free fermion
unitary transformations is easy: we just conjugate M
by the rotation in Eq. (2) (rotating on the appropri-
ate 2d subspace of the 2N Majoranas, and acting as
the identity on the complement). The result is the co-
variance matrix of the new state, which remains Gaus-
sian. Now let us consider evolving ρ under a measure-
ment of iγjγj+1 (with post-selection, i.e. projecting onto
an eigenspace of iγjγj+1 and normalizing). Reference
[21] shows that in this case the normalized, post-selected
post-measurement state remains Gaussian. Its covari-
ance matrix M ′, for the measurement outcome s = ±1,
is determined as follows. Let K be the anti-symmetric
matrix whose entries (p, q) (i.e. row p column q) are
(δp,jδq,j+1 − δp,j+1δq,j). Let L = (I − sMK)−1M . Then
the M ′p,q = Lp,q if p, q /∈ {j, j + 1}, and M ′p,q = sKp,q

otherwise. This turns out to have all Williamson eigen-
values equal to +1 if M does as well, so pure states indeed
evolve into pure states. The probability of the outcome s
is 1

2Pf(M) Pf (sK−M−1), where Pf denotes the Pfaffian.
We can try to simplify the equation for L using

the Taylor expansion. Since K is only nonzero in the
j, j + 1 block, we find that KMK = −Mj,j+1K. Thus,
(MK)n = (−Mj,j+1)n−1MK, and a Taylor expansion of
the form (1− x)−1 gives

(1− sMK)−1 = 1 +
sMK

1 + sMj,j+1
(4)

There are limits on when such a Taylor expansion is jus-
tified; however, it can be shown by direct substitution
that (4) is indeed the inverse of (1− sMK). Thus,

L = M +
sMKM

1 + sMj,j+1

Note that performing the evolution takes resources which
are polynomial in N , since we just have to follow the
covariance matrix rather than the full quantum many
body state. This is the advantage of the Gaussian state
formalism.

In terms of the Williamson eigenvalues λi, i = 1, . . . , N
of M , the 2N many body Schmidt eigenvalues are

1

2N

N∏
i=1

(1± λi) (5)

where each eigenvalue corresponds to one of the 2N

choices of sign for the ±λi. The von Neumann entan-
glement entropy of the many body state is thus

S2 = −
∑
i

[
1− λi

2
log

(
1− λi

2

)
+

1 + λi
2

log

(
1 + λi

2

)]
(6)

which can be extracted by diagonalizing the covariance
matrix. The second Renyi entropy is

S2 = − 1
2 log Trρ2

= N log 2−
∑
i

log(1 + λ2i )

= N log 2− 1
2Tr log

(
1−M2

)
which can be extracted directly from the covariance ma-
trix.

IV. RESULTS

Phase diagram

The model was numerically simulated on the Hyak su-
percomputer at the University of Washington. For each
system size, the evolution of 40 independent systems was
run in parallel using Matlab’s Parallel Computing Tool-
box.

Our main results are summarized in the phase diagram
given in Fig. 5. We find that the two distinct phases
persist in the more general free fermion model, though
the line separating them has changed. Fig. 7 shows the
entropy scaling for the point p = 0.7, q = 0.7, inside the
Goldstone phase, demonstrating that the logarithmic-law
scaling persists in the more general model.

One of the distinct differences between the models is
the existence of a phase transition on the boundaries of
the phase diagram, when q = 0, 1. In the CPLC model,
these values of q introduce an extra symmetry on the
model, preventing a phase transition [6]. However, we
find a phase transition at p = 0.72(2), q = 0, 1, shown
in Fig. 6. The entropy scaling for the point p = 0.8,
q = 0 is shown in Fig. 9, a point which would be in the
area-law phase of the CPLC model. We instead see a
logarithmic-law scaling, demonstrating that it is instead
in the Goldstone phase of our model.

It’s also worth noting that these new phase transitions
occur at the most experimentally feasible parts of the
phase diagram. At q = 0, all measurements in the evo-
lution are of on-site fermion parity, with no inter-site
projective measurements. Further, the measurements all
mutually commute, giving an entanglement transition
that uses commuting projective measurements.

Extracting ν at the generic transition

A finite-size data collapse helps to confirm that this
model shows properties of critical phenomena. The un-
derlying idea is that near a phase transition, thermody-
namic properties should scale as a universal function of
L/ξ, where L is the (linear) system size and ξ is the cor-
relation length [22, 23]. For large system size and small
reduced temperature t = (T − Tc)/Tc around the critical
temperature Tc, a thermodynamic observable Q should
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FIG. 6. (Color Online) Graphs of S for q = 1.00, p near 0.72
for the generalized free fermion model. The data collapse
values for pc and ν were calculated by fitting the data to a
fifth-order polynomial for various values of pc, ν and finding
the values which minimized the residual sum of squares (sum
of squares error). The data collapse indicates the presence
of a continuous phase transition for q = 1.00 near p = 0.72,
a feature of the generalized free fermion model that is not
shared with the CPLC.

go as

Q(L, T ) = Lκ/νf(tL1/ν)

for some function f . The intuition for this one parame-
ter scaling form is that as we approach the scale-invariant
critical point, a change in length scale can be compen-
sated by a change in temperature. Here, ν is the corre-
lation length exponent.

In our work, the tuning parameter T is not the tem-
perature but rather p or q, depending on context. Thus,
we define

x = N1/ν(T − Tc)

and make plots of the entropy S versus this parameter
x. By varying the values of ν and Tc, we attempt to find

FIG. 7. Entropy law for a point inside the Goldstone phase in
the generalized free fermion model. The blue line is a fit to the
logarithm a log(bx) + c. The values obtained were: a = 0.203,
b = 0.281, c = 1.091. The 95% confidence bounds on a are
(0.1957, 0.2107).

the value that gives the best collapse of the data points
onto a single line in the plot.

We first study the case p = 0.50, with q playing the
role of T . The results for this case are shown in Fig. 8.
We get the values for ν and qc by minimizing the error
in fitting the collapsed data to a fifth order polynomial.
We obtain values

qc = 0.64(6) ν ≈ 2.41(6) (7)

We note that the value for qc is smaller than for the
p = 0.5 transition in the CPLC model, which is at
qc,CPLC ≈ 0.82. The value of ν is also smaller, with
νCPLC ≈ 2.745 at p = 0.5 [6]. However, the uncertain-
ties in ν from numerical errors and possible irrelevant
variables leave us unable to definitively rule out the pos-
sibility that our model is in the same universality class
as the CPLC transition.

Further, we find a phase transition for the boundaries
of the phase diagram, q = 0, 1, where none exists in the
CPLC model. The data for this is shown in Fig. 6. Here,
we obtain values

pc = 0.72(2) ν ≈ 2.5(8)

This ν is larger than the value found at p = 0.5, though
still less than what was found for the CPLC model.
Again, this is consistent with the points being in the same
universality class.
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FIG. 8. (Color Online) Graphs of S for p = 0.50, q near 0.64
in the general free fermion model. The data collapse values
for qc and ν were calculated by fitting the data to a fifth-order
polynomial for various values of qc, ν and finding the values
which minimized the residual sum of squares (sum of squares
error).

V. DISCUSSION

In this work we have investigated the purification tran-
sition in certain fermionic models of hybrid unitary-
measurement dynamics in one dimension. We used an
exact duality from the known CPLC statistical mechan-
ical model to understand one particular case, and then
numerically investigated a particular generalization away
from this tractable point. We found that the generalized
model retains all of the phases present in the exactly
solved model, albeit with slightly shifted phase bound-
aries. Although we only investigated one specific gener-
alization away from the exactly solvable fixed point, we
expect this robustness to persist in general.

One outstanding question that remains is to find a sta-
tistical mechanical dual for a general free fermion model
in the above class. If one is interested specifically in say
the second Renyi entropy, one may relatively easily write

FIG. 9. Entropy law for a point on the edge of the phase
diagram (q = 0.00). This point is in the area-law phase (short
loops phase) of the CPLC model, but inside the Goldstone
phase for the general model. The blue line is a fit to the
logarithm a log(bx) + c. The values obtained were: a = 0.238,
b = 0.646, c = 1.228. The 95% confidence bounds on a are
(0.2282, 0.2473).

an expression for it as a certain replica limit of a ratio
of quantities which have the interpretation of matrix el-
ements of imaginary time evolution operators, following
Section VI of [24]. Following the strategy used in the
usual entanglement transition [25] one may then hope to
interpret these quantities as partition functions of statis-
tical mechanical model. One way to do this is to insert
resolutions of the identity on replicated sites which are
roughly integrals over SO(2N) of SO(2N)-rotated pro-
jectors. Although it will certainly be difficult to make rig-
orous statements about the replica limit, one may hope
that at least some symmetry based arguments can be
made. For example, one may hope to explain the exis-
tence of a phase transition at q = 0, 1 in the generalized
models, in contrast to the lack of such a transition in the
CPLC dual model, by showing that the CPLC dual has
an enhanced symmetry at q = 0, 1 (see also [6]).

In addition, the CPLC model distinguishes between
the two short-loops phases, see Fig. 4. The “Short Loops
II” phase at q > 1

2 is distinguished by the existence of a
macroscopic loop which circles the configuration when
open boundary conditions are used. This is tied to a
topological phase in [6]. The two area-law phases in
the generalized model are also tied to the same topo-
logical phases, which in the quantum system can be dis-
tinguished e.g. by measuring a string order parameter.
How to define and numerically measure such an order
parameter in an associated statistical mechanical model
is a question that we leave for future investigation.
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