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We employ an n-replica Keldysh field theory to investigate the effects of measurements and deco-
herence on long distance behaviors of quantum critical states. We classify different measurements
and decoherence based on their timescales and symmetry properties, and demonstrate that they can
be described by n-replica Keldysh field theories with distinct physical and replica symmetries. Low
energy effective theories for various scenarios are then derived using the symmetry and fundamental
consistency conditions of the Keldysh formalism. We apply this framework to study the critical
Ising model in both one and two spatial dimensions. In one dimension, we demonstrate that (1)
measurements over a finite period of time along the transverse spin direction do not modify the
asymptotic scaling of correlation functions and entanglement entropy, whereas (2) measurements
along the longitudinal spin direction lead to an area law entangled phase. We also show that (3)
decoherence noises over a finite time can be mapped to specific boundary conditions of a critical
Ashkin-Teller model, and the entanglement characteristics of the resulting mixed state can be de-
termined. For measurements and decoherence over an extensive time, we demonstrate that (4) the
von Neumann entanglement entropy of a large subsystem can exhibit a (sub-)dominant logarithmic
scaling in the stationary state for weak measurement (decoherence) performed in a basis that is
symmetric under the Ising symmetry, but (5) reduces to an area law for measurements and decoher-
ence in the longitudinal direction. Our results demonstrate that the Keldysh formalism is a useful
tool for systematically studying the effects of measurements and decoherence on long-wavelength
physics.
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I. Introduction

The recent advancements in quantum devices [1, 2]
have led to a renewed interest in the study of open
quantum systems, where the dynamics is not solely
governed by the Hamiltonian. Of particular interest
is the class of monitored quantum systems, which ex-
perience both a deterministic unitary time evolution
and stochastic state updates from measurements. The
study of such systems has revealed the existence of

a measurement-induced phase transition [3–8], which
causes a qualitative change in the entanglement prop-
erties of the system. More recently, the impact of de-
coherence has become a focal point of research due to
the unavoidable interaction of realistic quantum de-
vices with their surrounding environments, leading to
noise-induced effects [9–12].

From a physical perspective, the three aforemen-
tioned types of dynamics, namely Hamiltonian, mea-
surement, and decoherence, have rather distinct effects
on many-body quantum states:

1. A Hamiltonian, or a general unitary time evolu-
tion, typically results in the generation of quan-
tum entanglement among microscopic degrees of
freedom in the system. For instance, a local
Hamiltonian usually produces entanglement in
its ground-state within a correlation length. This
correlation length can be as large as the entire
system size near a quantum criticality.

2. Local measurements with post-selection, on the
other hand, project the state onto an eigenstate
of a local observable, leading to a decrease in the
entanglement between the measured microscopic
component and the remaining system, as well as
between the system and its environment. It is
important to note that, despite the stochastic na-
ture of the state update following measurement,
an initial pure state of the system remains pure
throughout the time evolution. At the end of the
evolution, we obtain an ensemble of state trajec-
tories that are each labeled by a particular se-
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quence of measurement outcomes.

3. Decoherence arises from the interaction between
a quantum system and its surrounding environ-
ment, which generates quantum entanglement
between the two. Because all observables are as-
sociated with the system and not the environ-
ment, the latter is effectively traced out. There-
fore, generic decoherence processes increase the
mixedness of a quantum system.

Previous investigations have revealed that the interplay
between these dynamics can lead to a diverse range
of collective phenomena and phase transitions. How-
ever, the majority of these studies have been focused
on particular lattice models and specific types of mea-
surements or decoherence.

In this study, we aim to provide a description of the
universal features of an open system characterized by
a large correlation length, which can arise from any
of the three aforementioned dynamics or their compe-
tition. For the sake of simplicity, we focus on the im-
pact of local measurements or decoherence (“perturba-
tions”), on the ground-state of a quantum Hamiltonian
at criticality. Specifically, we examine two timescales
of the perturbations: a finite time perturbation that
is independent of the system size, and a perturbation
over a period of time that is comparable to the sys-
tem size. These two time scales are motivated by the
following two questions respectively: (1) What is the
nature of the quantum state resulting from measure-
ments or decoherence on a critical ground-state? (2)
What properties of the critical ground-state survive in
the stationary state, when a critical Hamiltonian is in
an environment with measurements or decoherence? In
order to approach the long wavelength physics, in par-
ticular the ensemble-averaged correlation functions and
entanglement entropy, we use a replicated Keldysh field
theory [13, 14] to describe the effect of measurements
or decoherence.

The use of the Keldysh effective theory provides a
valuable quantum field theory toolbox, which offers
two key advantages: (1) It makes the microscopic and
replica symmetries and fundamental consistency con-
ditions of a density matrix manifest. (2) It enables
the identification of the physically relevant degrees of
freedom at low energies (IR). In general, our approach
is to identify the internal symmetries of the system at
microscopic scales (UV) and then construct the most
general low energy effective theory that satisfies the
symmetry, using IR degrees of freedom. The IR behav-
iors can then be deduced from this IR effective theory.

As an example, we apply this approach to critical
Ising model with a Z2 global symmetry in both one and
two spatial dimensions. Specifically, we consider mea-
surements and decoherence in either a Z2 even or odd
basis. Our results show that, in one spatial dimension,
after averaging over the entire ensemble of measure-
ment outcomes: (1) measurements in a Z2 even basis

over a finite period of time do not alter the scaling be-
haviors of correlation functions and entanglement en-
tropy compared to the initial critical state; (2) mea-
surements in a Z2 odd basis cause the entanglement
entropy to saturate to a constant for large subsystems.
Furthermore, we find that different decoherence noises
over a finite time can be mapped to distinct boundary
conditions of a critical Ashkin-Teller model, and en-
tanglement characteristics of the resulting mixed state,
such as the g-function and the subsystem entropy, can
be calculated accordingly. As an illustration, the mixed
state arising from decoherence in the longitudinal di-
rection is characterized by a value of g = 1/2, and a
subdominant logarithmic term in the second Renyi en-
tropy, with a coefficient equal to 1/8. On the other
hand, when measured or decohered in a Z2 even ba-
sis, in the stationary state the von Neumann entan-
glement entropy can still exhibit a logarithmic scaling
for large subsystems1. Conversely, when measured or
decohered in a Z2 odd basis, the stationary state ex-
hibits an area law entanglement for arbitrarily small
measurement/decoherence rate. These results are or-
ganized by their symmetry breaking patterns and are
summarized in the boxes in Sec. III. The discussion of
the IR behaviours in two spatial dimensions follows a
similar approach. Several physical setups that are an-
alyzed in this study have been previously investigated
in the literature [15–18].

This paper is structured as follows. In Section II,
we present the general framework of the replicated
Keldysh effective theory. Specifically, in Section II A,
we introduce the Keldysh path integral for an open
system undergoing a Markovian quantum dynamics,
which describes decoherence. We also discuss two dif-
ferent microscopic symmetry conditions. Furthermore,
in Section II B, we elaborate on the fundamental con-
sistency conditions of the Keldysh formalism, which
are due to consistency conditions of a density matrix.
The effect of measurements is discussed in Section II C,
where we re-write it as a Keldysh path integral using
the quantum state diffusion framework [19]. In Section
II D, we provide a detailed discussion of the replica
symmetries of various cases, in the entire space-time
and on its boundary (the time slice where the mea-
surements/decoherence are performed), serving as a
guideline for our n-replica IR theory. We then apply
this formalism to the critical Ising model in one and
two spatial dimensions in Section III. Finally, in Sec-
tion IV, we present a summary of our work and discuss
several open questions for future study.

1 When referring to the entropy in the decoherence scenario, a
volume law contribution is always subtracted throughout this
study.
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II. Generalities

In this section, I present an analysis of the effects
of measurement and decoherence on an open quantum
system through a replicated Keldysh field theory. For
this purpose, it is assumed that the system is nearly
critical, where the correlation length is much larger
than the lattice spacing, to allow for a valid coarse-
grained continuum description. Measurement and de-
coherence give rise to certain interactions in the effec-
tive field theory, and the universal long wave-length
physics is studied in Section III using standard tech-
niques.

To define the question more precisely, let us denote
the linear size of our system by L. In this work I will
focus on two possible physical settings, distinguished
by the time scales of the system being measured or
experiencing decoherence:

1. One can consider a critical quantum system ini-
tially in a pure state that undergoes measurement
and decoherence for a finite time interval. It is
essential to note that this interval is of the order
of unity [∼ O(1)] and does not depend on the
size of the system. In the thermodynamic limit,
interactions resulting from the perturbations are
confined to a single time slice in the field the-
ory description. Physical characteristics of the
modified quantum state can be determined by
studying correlation functions at this time slice.

2. In the second scenario, measurement or decoher-
ence persists over an extensive duration of time,
typically of O(L) in the thermodynamic limit.
This setup enables an exploration of the proper-
ties of stationary states and response functions.
Accordingly, interactions resulting from measure-
ment or decoherence are included throughout the
time evolution in the Keldysh field theory.

Examples for both scenarios will be provided in
Sec. III. The connection between the effect of measure-
ment/decoherence and the boundary or defect proper-
ties has been pointed out in recent literature [17, 20].
As typical discussions about low energy physics, we
constrain the form of the IR effective field theory based
on (1) symmetry of the time evolution; (2) intrin-
sic consistency conditions of the Keldysh formalism,
which emerge from the fundamental properties of a
density matrix. To illustrate these constraints, we ex-
amine the Lindblad quantum master equation that de-
scribes decoherence in the next two subsections. For
the case of measurement, a formalism for trajectory-
averaged properties has been proposed in Ref. [21, 22]
for measurement-induced phase transitions of Dirac
fermions, which will be reviewed in Sec. II C and ap-
plied to more general cases in Sec. II D.

A. The Keldysh action and symmetries

The Keldysh functional integral formulates the time
evolution of a density matrix. As an example, we start
with a Lindblad quantum master equation that de-
scribes an open quantum system under decoherence,

d

dt
ρ = Lρ = −i[H, ρ] +

∑
α

γα[2LαρL
†
α − {L†αLα, ρ}],

(1)
where the Liouvillian L acts on the density operator
ρ from both the ket and the bra sides. The quantum
jump operators Lα encode the dissipative couplings of
the system with its environment. The (single replica)
Keldysh partition function is defined as Z1 = tr[ρ(tf )],
in which we take the trace of the density matrix at
a time tf . Upon the introduction of external source
fields, the partition function plays the role of the gen-
erating functional for correlation functions. In terms of
coherent state path integral, the non-trivial action of L
on both sides of ρ leads to a doubling of degrees of free-
dom, characteristic of the Keldysh formalism [13, 23],

Z1 =

∫
Dφ+Dφ−exp(iS[φ+, φ−]),

S[φ+, φ−] =

∫ tf

t,x

φ̄+i∂tφ+ − φ̄−i∂tφ− − L[φ+, φ−],

L[φ+, φ−] =H+ −H− + i
∑
α

γα[2Lα,+L
†
α,−

− L†α,+Lα,+ − L
†
α,−Lα,−],

(2)

where H+ = H[φ+] etc., φ+ and φ− represent the dy-
namical fields on the forward and backward branches
of the Keldysh contour, respectively. We shall employ
the notation SD to represent the decoherence action,
which corresponds to the contribution from the quan-
tum jump operator L in the Keldysh action in Eq. (2).

Upon doubling the degrees of freedom in the Keldysh
functional integral approach, it becomes evident that
the Keldysh action may possess a doubled symme-
try. Consider a Hamiltonian that is symmetric under a
group G, as well as an initial pure state that shares this
symmetry. In the absence of dissipative couplings or
when all Lα are G invariant, the Keldysh action would
exhibit a symmetry of G+ ×G−, which act on φ+ and
φ−, respectively. In terms of the density matrix, they
separately operate on the ket and bra sides of ρ. When
the system-environment interaction Lα transforms in a
non-trivial representation under G, the presence of dis-
sipative coupling reduces the symmetry of the Keldysh
action to G. This corresponds to the diagonal sub-
group of G+ ×G− that operates on the two sides of ρ
adjointly.

In Sec. III we explore both symmetry conditions of
the Keldysh action. In Ref. [24, 25], the doubled sym-
metry is referred to as the strong symmetry and the
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diagonal subgroup as the weak symmetry. We adopt
this nomenclature throughout our study.

B. Consistency conditions

The definition of the partition function leads to a se-
ries of consistency conditions that the Keldysh action
must satisfy, which, together with the symmetries dis-
cussed in Sec. II A and their n-replica generalizations
in Sec. II D, will serve as the guiding principles for our
low energy effective theory. To facilitate our analysis,
we introduce a new set of variables,:

φc = φ+ + φ−, φq = φ+ − φ−. (3)

The two new fields are usually called the classical and
quantum component in literature [14]. Importantly,
the Keldysh formalism imposes three consistency con-
ditions.

(1) Conservation of probability: When φq = 0, the
Keldysh action vanishes identically:

S[φc, φq = 0] = 0. (4)

Intuitively, in the case of φ+ = φ− the action on the
forward branch exactly cancels that on the backward
part. More precisely, this requirement is due to the
trace-preserving property of the Lindblad master equa-
tion Eq. (1) and ensures the normalization of the par-
tition function, Z1 = tr[ρ(tf )] = 1.

(2) Hermiticity: The density operator ρ should al-
ways be Hermitian during the time evolution. In this
regard, we consider the path integral representation of
matrix elements:

〈φ1|ρ(t)|φ2〉 =

∫ φ+(t)=φ1

φ−(t)=φ2

Dφ± exp(iS[φ+, φ−])

=〈φ2|ρ(t)|φ1〉∗ =

∫ φ+(t)=φ2

φ−(t)=φ1

Dφ± exp(−iS∗[φ+, φ−])

=

∫ φ+(t)=φ1

φ−(t)=φ2

Dφ± exp(−iS∗[φ−, φ+]),

(5)

in which the last line is merely a change of integration
variables. The two matrix elements calculated above
should be equal at any time t, indicating that

S[φc, φq] = −S∗[φc,−φq]. (6)

Given the involvement of complex conjugation, one
may consider the Hermiticity condition as an effec-
tive time-reversal symmetry. Hereafter, we refer to this
constraint as the ZT2 symmetry. It is worth noting that
in order for this constraint to be fulfilled, the presence
of an anti-unitary symmetry at the microscopic level is
not a requirement for the system.

(3) Non-negativity: The preservation of non-
negativity of ρ during the time evolution is a crucial

consideration, particularly in the case of decoherence
where the density operator becomes mixed. In the
framework of Lindblad dynamics which describes the
decoherence process, the non-negativity condition ne-
cessitates that all dissipation rates γα appearing in the
master equation Eq. (1) are non-negative [26]. This
condition on the other hand also ensures the conver-
gence of the Keldysh path integral. Additionally, this
requirement is equivalent to the criterion that the de-
coherence must be completely positive when viewed as
a quantum channel. For γα > 0, one can see that deco-
herence pushes the density matrix towards its diagonal,
which agrees with our physical expectations.

C. Measurements

In Ref.[21, 22], a formalism for many body systems
under continuous measurements was proposed, and
used to study monitored fermion dynamics. In this
subsection, we will summarize the results in a manner
appropriate for our purposes. A brief derivation of the
results can be found in Appendix. A.

To achieve a continuum description, we investigate
the scenario of weak measurement, where information
on a local degree of freedom is acquired at a finite
rate, causing continuous changes to the state [27, 28].
On the other hand, local measurements are extensively
performed on the entire system. We stress that after
a measurement, a pure state still remains pure. The
system’s collective behavior is captured through var-
ious correlation functions that are averaged over the
ensemble of post-measurement states. This approach
is akin to the calculation of observables in disordered
systems, where one averages over the realizations of
disorder.

In the first scenario, where measurements are per-
formed at one time slice t = tf , the ensemble of final
state is labeled by their outcomes at different measure-
ment locations. The post-measurement density matrix
of a specific outcome is represented as

ρ(tf ) = V ρΩV
†,

V =exp[−Γ

∫
x

M(x)2 +
√

Γ

∫
x

Wtf (x)M(x)],
(7)

where Γ > 0 is a (small) effective measurement
strength, and ρΩ denotes the state before measure-
ments. M(x) is the normal-ordered measurement oper-
ator – the observable O(x) being measured, subtracted
by its expectation value in the initial state ρΩ. Wtf (x)
is a Gaussian random variable that reflects the stochas-
tic nature of the post-measurement state update. It
has zero mean and Wtf (x)Wtf (y) = δ(x−y), where the
overline denotes averaging over the ensemble of mea-
surement outcomes.

We also consider continuous measurements that ex-
tend over a long period of time. Through time evolu-
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tion, we generate an ensemble of pure state trajecto-
ries, each of which corresponds to a distinct sequence
of measurement outcomes. To describe the stochastic
evolution of the density operator, we adopt the quan-
tum state diffusion framework [29, 30]. Conditioned
on a particular trajectory, the state-update can be ex-
pressed as follows:

ρ(t+ dt) =Vdtρ(t)V †dt,

Vdt =exp[−
∫
x

(iH + γMt(x)2)dt

+
√
γ

∫
x

Wt(x)Mt(x)].

(8)

Here the local measurement operator is defined as
Mt(x) = O(x) − tr[ρ(t)O(x)], where O(x) is the Her-
mitian local operator being measured, subtracted by
its expectation value before the measurement. The ex-
plicit dependence of Mt(x) on the expectation value
reflects the measurement feedback to the time evolu-
tion. The parameter γ > 0 represents the measurement
strength. Wt(x) is again a Gaussian random variable

with zero mean and Wt(x)Wt′(y) = dtδ(x− y)δ(t− t′),
where the overline denotes averaging over the ensemble
of trajectories. The proposed time evolution in Eq. (8)
can be rationalized by taking the limit of γ → ∞,
corresponding to a projective measurement where the
quantum state rapidly collapses onto an eigenstate of
the measured operator O.

The time evolution with measurement can be ex-
pressed as a Keldysh path integral straightforwardly.
For example, after the Keldysh doubling, the evolu-
tion operator V in Eq. (8) gives rise to an additional
term in Eq. (2), given by:

SM [φ±] = i[

∫
x,t

dtγM2
t,+ −

√
γWtMt,+ + (+→ −)].

(9)
An observation is that averaging over the ensemble of
state trajectories in a single replica formalism yields
the Lindblad form described by Eq.(2) with Lα = O.
This observation can be interpreted as the averaging
of the measurement outcome with the corresponding
measurement probability, leading to the erasure of the
outcome information and resulting in an equivalent de-
coherence process with a corresponding quantum jump
operator.

D. Replica field theory

This subsection extends the previous discussions in
the preceding sections to an n-replica theory. As pre-
viously stated in the Introduction, the Keldysh formal-
ism of measurement and decoherence opens a powerful
toolbox of modern quantum field theory. Specifically,
symmetries at high energy scales must be preserved un-
der RG flow to long distances. Thus, in a strongly in-
teracting theory, one can examine the long-wavelength

physics by writing a generic IR effective action that
preserves the symmetry, disregarding the details of the
RG flow. In any local quantum field theory, it is es-
sential to differentiate between two notions of symme-
try: the symmetry of the effective action in space-time
(bulk), and the symmetry of the boundary condition,
which, in this case, is the time slice t = tf

2. In our
forthcoming discussion of n-replica theory, this distinc-
tion becomes crucial.

(1) Consider first the measurement scenario, where
we are interested in the n-replica partition function
Zn = tr[ρ(tf )⊗n], where the trace is taken over a ten-
sor product of n Hilbert spaces and the overline denotes
ensemble average. As an example, when measurements
are performed throughout the time evolution, the mea-
surement action in Eq. (9) becomes

SM [φ±] = i[

∫
x,t

dtγ
∑
α

(M
(α)
t,+ )2

−√γWt

∑
α

M
(α)
t,+ + (+→ −)],

(10)

where α denotes the replica index. Crucially, the
stochastic variable Wt couples to all replicas and both
branches for each replica in an identical fashion, anal-
ogous to the case in disordered systems where the dis-
order potential couples to all replicas identically. This
reflects the fact that all replicas of a single trajectory
undergo the same stochastic state update, and the la-
bel of this trajectory, i.e., the sequence of measurement
outcomes, carries physical significance, as previously
stated in the Introduction. The correspondence be-
tween the dynamics with measurements and the effects
of static disorders was also noted in a previous study
[31].

In the absence of measurement, the discussion in
Sec. II A can be straightforwardly generalized to the
n-replica case, revealing that the Keldysh-doubled ef-
fective action exhibits a global symmetry (G⊗n+ oSn)×
(G⊗n− oSn) [32]. Here, the two Sn’s represent the per-
mutation group of the + and − branches, respectively.
Upon introducing the measurement action SM at UV
energy scales, the most important information we can
extract is about the UV internal symmetry of the the-
ory. Of particular interest are two possibilities:

• We first consider the case where the measurement
action SM preserves the strong G+×G− symme-
try discussed in Sec. II A. This implies that the
stochastic variable W transforms trivially under
G, i.e. the measurement is in a local symmet-
ric basis. The bulk of the theory preserves the
(G⊗n+ o Sn) × (G⊗n− o Sn) symmetry. However,

2 In this paper, we use the terms “boundary” and “t = tf”
interchangeably.
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the boundary condition at t = tf has only a re-
duced symmetry of G⊗n o Sn. This can be un-
derstood by noting that, upon taking the trace
in the partition function (gluing the boundaries),
we make the identification:

φ
(α)
+ (tf ) = φ

(α)
− (tf ) = φ(α). (11)

Thus the boundary condition preserves only the
simultaneous action on the identified boundaries,
along with an Sn permutation of replicas.

• In situations where measurements are conducted
in a basis that transforms non-trivially under G,
the stochastic variable W is associated with a
non-trivial G representation. The measurements
action breaks the strong G+ × G− symmetry
described in Sec. II A down to the weak sub-
group. The bulk theory exhibits either the full
(G⊗n+ o Sn) × (G⊗n− o Sn) symmetry when the
measurement is conducted over a short timescale
(O(1)), or a reduced G × (Sn × Sn) symmetry
for an O(L) time measurement. The reason be-
hind this symmetry reduction is the fact that the
stochastic variable W couples identically to all
the 2n Keldysh branches. On the other hand,
for our specific interest, the measurement action
SM is always present on time slice t = tf . Upon
making the identification Eq. (11) at time slice
t = tf , the boundary condition has a symmetry
G× Sn.

The examples discussed in Sec. III will be organized
based on their patterns of symmetry breaking.

(2) We now shift our attention to the scenario of de-
coherence. In this case, the n-replica partition function
is defined as Zn = tr[ρ(tf )n]. 3 Its path integral repre-
sentation is given by the Keldysh effective action in the
Lindblad form in Eq. (2), with an additional summa-
tion over the contributions of the n replicas. The Lind-
blad action, which describes the system at high energy
scales, features an intra-replica coupling between the
two branches. The underlying interpretation, as ex-
plained in the Introduction, is that decoherence erases
the measurement outcomes (integrates out the envi-
ronment) in the first place, and the ensemble repre-
sentation of a mixed state does not have a preferred
basis.

Similarly, we focus on two distinct symmetry condi-
tions:

• First, we examine cases where the strong G+ ×
G− symmetry is preserved by the decoherence.

3 In the presence of both measurements and decoherence, a uni-
fied partition function can be defined as Zn = tr[ρ(tf )n]. In
this study, we consider the effects of measurements and deco-
herence separately for the sake of simplicity.

Depending on the decoherence timescale, the
bulk theory may possess either the full (G⊗n+ o
Sn) × (G⊗n− o Sn) symmetry for O(1) time de-
coherence, or a reduced (G+ × G−)⊗n o Sn
symmetry for O(L) time decoherence. Notably,
the intra-replica branch coupling prohibits inde-
pendent permutation of the two branches. In
contrast, the decoherence action SD is always
present at the final time slice, t = tf . To compute
the partition function in the case of decoherence,
we need to specify the boundary condition

φ
(α)
+ (tf ) = φ

(α+1)
− (tf ) = φ(α),

φ
(α)
− (tf ) = φ

(α−1)
+ (tf ) = φ(α−1).

(12)

The boundary condition exhibits a reduced
G⊗n × Zn symmetry, where Zn corresponds to
the cyclic permutation of replicas.

• In cases where the decoherence preserves only the
weak G symmetry, depending on the time scale
of the decoherence, the bulk theory has either
the full (G⊗n+ oSn)× (G⊗n− oSn) symmetry, or a
reduced G⊗noSn symmetry for O(L) time deco-
herence. At the boundary t = tf , the symmetry
is reduced to G× Zn by the boundary condition
in Eq. (12).

All the symmetry conditions enumerated in this sub-
section are considered as internal symmetries of the
system under measurement or decoherence at UV en-
ergy scales, which must be preserved along the RG
flow. Besides the symmetries discussed above, an ex-
tra time reversal symmetry ZT2 arising from the Her-
miticity of the density matrix is imposed for both the
measurement and the decoherence scenarios.

After presenting the general formalism and funda-
mental constraints in this section, we are now prepared
to investigate the impact of measurement and decoher-
ence on the long wave-length behavior of specific crit-
ical systems. Our strategy is to construct the most
general IR effective theory that are allowed by the UV
internal symmetries. The IR counterparts of the local
measurement operator M and the quantum jump oper-
ator L can also be identified, guided by symmetry con-
siderations. Moreover, the Keldysh action must satisfy
the consistency conditions outlined in Section II B.

III. Examples: the Ising model

Our analysis focuses on a transverse field Ising model
with a Z2 global symmetry, in one (1d) or two (2d)
spatial dimensions, and is tuned to the vicinity of the
Ising critical point. The Z2 charged operators include
the spin Z operator acting on each lattice site. The
product of spin X on each site serves as the symmetry
generator.
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A. Finite time perturbations: one dimension

To begin, we examine the scenario where the system
is subjected to a perturbation, i.e. measurements or
decoherence, for a duration of O(1) time. We catego-
rize the possible perturbations based on their symme-
try properties. The Ising Hamiltonian exhibits a Z2

spin flip symmetry, which after the Keldysh doubling,
gives rise to a Z+

2 × Z−2 symmetry in the long wave-
length field theory. Specifically, the Z+

2 (Z−2 ) symmetry
acts on the bra (ket) side of the density matrix.

We first consider the effects of measurements. Using
the Keldysh formalism, we prepare the density matrix
before measurement by allowing a purely Hamiltonian
dynamics to evolve for an infinitely long time, result-
ing in the projection of the system to the pure ground
state. In this setting, the action induced by the mea-
surement described in Eq. (7) is solely present at the
final time slice tf . The partition function can then
be calculated by closing the time contour. In a single
replica formalism, performing the trajectory-average
leads to

SM = i
Γ

2

∫
x

(M+ −M−)2, (13)

which vanishes identically when the time contour is
closed and the ket side is identified with the bra
side. This observation implies that weak measure-
ments do not affect the scaling behaviors of correla-
tion functions of local operators that are linear in the
density matrix. Specifically, the correlation function
〈O(0)O(x)〉 = tr[ρ̄(tf )O(0)O(x)] retains the same scal-
ing form as it had in the pre-measurement state, where
O denotes a local operator.

However, the situation becomes different when we
consider quantities non-linear in density matrix, e.g.
the famous von Neumann entropy. We primarily con-
struct a theory with two copies of the density matrix,
for the sake of simplicity. We begin by considering
the following quantity (at time slice tf , after measure-
ments):

ρ2 = ρ⊗ ρ, (14)

which is a tensor product of two identical density
matrices (conditioned on the same measurement out-
come trajectories), and then averaged over the tra-
jectory ensemble. This quantity can be constructed
using a two-replica Keldysh effective theory, and the
measurement-induced coupling can be expressed, at
UV energy scales, as follows:

SM = iΓ

∫
x

{
∑
σ=±

2∑
α=1

[M (α)
σ ]2 − 1

2
[
∑
σ,α

M (α)
σ ]2}, (15)

where α = 1, 2 is the replica index.
In order to compute the two-replica partition func-

tion Z2 = tr[ρ(tf )⊗2], it is necessary to glue the time

slice tf with the boundary condition in Eq. (11). It
should be noted that the bulk far from the time slice tf
is always described by an Ising conformal field theory
(CFT). Depending on the basis in which the system
is being measured, we consider two scenarios, distin-
guished by symmetry of the measurement operator.

(1) When measuring a system in a symmetric basis,
such as along the X basis, the measurement operator
conserves the spin flip symmetry. In the case of two
replicas, the internal symmetry of the UV theory de-

scribed by Eq. (15) reduces to Z2
2×Z(p)

2 at the bound-

ary t = tf . Here Z(p)
2 denotes the replica permutation

symmetry. To capture the effects of measurement at
low energies, we must enumerate all local interactions
in the IR effective theory that are consistent with this
symmetry. The dominant contribution to the IR effec-
tive theory can be expressed as

SIRM = −iΓε(1) · ε(2) + ..., (16)

where terms with higher scaling dimensions have been
omitted. Meanwhile, the dominant contribution to the
measurement operator M at low energies can be iden-
tified as M ∼ ε. Several comments follow:

1. The derivation of the IR effective action SIRM from
the UV theory in Eq. (15) is generally not feasible
due to the strongly-interacting nature of the un-
derlying system. The only information we have
is that SIRM retains the global symmetry of the
UV theory.

2. An additional term proportional to ε(1) + ε(2)

in Eq.(16) could also preserve the symmetry of
the boundary condition. However, the (1 + 1)d
Ising model has an emergent symmetry – the
Kramers-Wannier duality which flips the sign of
M(1) ∼ ε(1) and M(2) ∼ ε(2) simultaneously in
Eq. (15). As a consequence, this symmetry for-
bids the inclusion of the aforementioned coupling.
It should be noted that this is a specific feature
of the (1 + 1)d Ising model4.

3. It is worth noting that the interaction given in
Eq. (16) preserves the ZT2 time reversal symme-
try, which acts on the t = tf slice as a complex
conjugation. Note that according to our conven-
tion in Eq.(6), a minus sign obtained by SIRM un-
der ZT2 implies time reversal invariance.

As the scaling dimension of ε in the (1 + 1)d Ising
CFT is ∆ε = 1, SIRM is irrelevant on the 1D time slice

4 Strictly speaking, here the unperturbed UV fixed point is con-
sidered as an Ising CFT with an enlarged symmetry. In terms
of a lattice model perspective, this corresponds to a scenario
in which the measurement operator M transforms nicely (with
only a −1 factor) under the Kramers-Wannier duality even at
high energy scales.
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tf . The full symmetry of the original UV theory will re-
main preserved in the IR, and the scaling of correlation
functions and the Renyi entropy remains unchanged.

Before proceeding, let me briefly comment on the
scenario where the operator M severely breaks the
Kramers-Wannier duality at UV energy scales. It is
then necessary to include the perturbation SIRM =
−iΓ′[ε(1) + ε(2)] which is exactly marginal at the de-
fect t = tf . Consequently, the scaling of the Renyi
entropy and correlation functions exhibits continuous
variation depending on the measurement strength [33–
35]. However, if one performs an analytical continua-
tion of the number of replicas to n→ 1+, the coefficient
Γ′ must vanish due to the reasoning around Eq. (13)
– the single replica measurement action (for O(1) time
measurements) vanishes identically. Therefore, in the
n→ 1+ limit these scalings, such as the von Neumann
entanglement entropy, would remain unaffected by this
exactly marginal ε linear term, see Eq. (18). As a re-
sult,

Measurements performed in a symmetric basis
over a finite period of time, in (1 + 1)d Ising CFT
do not affect the scaling properties of trajectory-
averaged correlation functions linear or non-linear
in the density operator, as well as that of the von
Neumann entanglement entropy.

(2) In the case of measurements performed in a Z2

odd basis, such as the local Z basis, for the two-replica

case the symmetry at t = tf becomes Z2×Z(p)
2 . At long

distances the operator M should be identified with the
most relevant local operator with the same symmetry
property, namely M ∼ σ, the spin field. A similar
enumeration yields the measurement-induced coupling
for measurements performed in a Z2 odd basis

SIRM = −iΓσ(1) · σ(2), (17)

where the most relevant contribution is retained. Un-
like the symmetric measurement, here we have a rel-
evant perturbation on the time slice given ∆σ = 1

8 .
In effect, we have two copies of Ising CFT coupled to
each other on a line defect (the time slice t = tf ). Each
copy acts as a symmetry-breaking field for the other –
therefore both copies would be cut open at the 1d de-
fect t = tf , and in total we have four decoupled halves.
Given the measurement rate Γ > 0 5, this coupling fa-
vors configurations in which spins at the edge of the
four halves are parallel.

5 In principle, the functional dependence of the IR coupling con-
stant on the microscopic measurement rate Γ can be compli-
cated. Nonetheless, we anticipate that it will remain non-
negative due to the physical expectation that measurements
tend to project the density matrix onto its diagonal elements,
as outlined in the Introduction. Moreover, this term has a
clear UV correspondence in the measurement action at high

FIG. 1. Illustration of the boundary condition at t = tf .
Time evolution of the density matrix is captured by two
Keldysh branches running horizontally, while the vertical
line denotes the spatial dimension. The orange line marks
the region where SM is non-vanishing, and the wavy line
represents subsystem A (the branch cut), where the entan-
glement entropy is calculated.

How to characterize the trajectory ensemble under
Z2 odd measurements? Cardy established [36, 37] that
there are only three universality classes of boundary
conditions for an Ising CFT on a semi-infinite plane:
fixed-up (↑), fixed-down (↓), and free (f). As discussed
earlier, the two copies of Ising CFT are cut open at the
line defect, and the spins on the edge of the four halves
have a parallel orientation. Despite the naive expecta-
tion of spontaneous breaking of the Z2 spin flip sub-
group of the boundary symmetry, we do not anticipate
any genuine symmetry breaking in the (1 + 0)d time
slice at t = tf . Therefore, each of the four halves has a
fixed boundary condition, and the boundary state can
be written symbolically as | ↑↑↑↑〉+ | ↓↓↓↓〉.

This finding has significant implications on the en-
tanglement entropy of the system subject to measure-
ments. Consider a subsystem A of length l, and let
us compute the trajectory-averaged 2nd Renyi entropy

defined as S
(2)
A = −ln(trρ2

A), where ρA is the reduced
density matrix of A. It has been demonstrated in
Ref. [38, 39] that the Renyi entropy can be computed
on a space-time manifold with a boundary condition
at the time slice t = tf , such that (1) Inside A, the
n replicas are sewn together cyclically, leading to the
identification in Eq. (12); (2) Outside A, each replica is
sewn with itself, as that in Eq. (11). In the specific case

energies if one substitutes M ∼ σ into Eq. (15), where the
coefficient is indeed the (positive) microscopic measurement
rate. As a relevant coupling, we expect it to increase mono-
tonically along the RG flow. Hence, we use the notation Γ for
both the microscopic measurement rate and the IR coupling
constant.
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of the Ising model, it can be checked that the boundary
state inside and outside the subsystem A remains the
same, see Fig. 1.6

In the case of measurements performed in a symmet-
ric basis, the measurement induced coupling Eq. (16)
on the defect is irrelevant (provided that the Kramers-
Wannier duality is present). Thus the Renyi en-
tropy remains the same as the case without the defect.
Ref. [38] demonstrated that the Renyi entropy can then
be related to scaling dimension of the twist field in Ising
CFT (located at endpoints of the subsystem A), given

by S
(2)
A = 1

8 lnl+O(1). In the limit n→ 1+, the scaling
of the ensemble-averaged von Neumann entanglement
entropy SA = −tr(ρAlnρA), for any generic Z2 sym-
metric measurements, behaves as

SA =
1

6
lnl +O(1). (18)

In the scenario where measurements in a Z2 odd ba-
sis are carried out, the induced coupling by the mea-
surement is relevant, thereby causing the system to be
cut open at the 1d defect. The Renyi entropy is then
calculated by the scaling dimension of certain bound-
ary condition changing operator of the Ising boundary
CFT. It is observed that, no matter inside or outside
the subsystemA, the defect will always flow to the fixed
boundary condition with the aforementioned boundary
state. Consequently, the boundary condition changing
operator at endpoints of A is trivial. It is then de-
duced that the 2nd Renyi entropy saturates for large l,

S
(2)
A = O(1). In the limit of n→ 1+, the validity of this

area law remains for the von Neumann entanglement
entropy.

In a (1 + 1)d Ising CFT, when measurements
are performed in a Z2 odd basis over a finite time,
the trajectory-averaged entanglement entropy of a
subsystem saturates to a constant for sufficiently
large subsystems.

The effect of decoherence, which is described by a
Keldysh effective action in the Lindblad form, can
be studied similarly. The fundamental quantity of
interest is the n-replica Keldysh partition function,
Zn = tr[ρ(tf )n]. It is instructive to note a basic ob-
servation before examining specific decoherence. Let
us denote the decoherence action by SD, which is non-
zero only at the time slice tf . Consider the effect of

6 Upon examination of the boundary condition at t = tf , the
measurement action SM within subsystem A is found to ex-
hibit either a G⊗n × Zn symmetry (for measurements in a
symmetric basis) or a G × Zn symmetry (for measurements
in a G non-trivial basis) at high energies. For n = 2, the
symmetries inside and outside of subsystem A coincide.

decoherence over a finite time in a single replica for-
malism. When taking the trace in the partition func-
tion, φ+(tf ) and φ−(tf ) are identified. Conservation of
probability, as given by Eq. (4), leads to the vanishing
of the decoherence action SD. This, combined with our
previous statement, yields the following results:

Weak measurement and decoherence over a fi-
nite period of time have no impact on the scaling
behaviors of local operator correlation functions
that are linear in the density operator.

This is a general statement that extends to higher-
dimensional systems as well. In the following discus-
sion, we will concentrate on quantities that are non-
linear in the density operator. Depending on the sym-
metry of the Lindbladian, we consider two possible sce-
narios.

(1) Let us first consider decoherence which preserves
the strong Z+

2 ×Z
−
2 symmetry, for example, a dephasing

in the X basis. Based on this symmetry, the low en-
ergy incarnation of the quantum jump operator should
be identified as L ∼ ε. As previously mentioned, the

boundary condition at t = tf preserves a Z2
2 × Z(p)

2

symmetry, as well as a ZT2 time reversal invariance.
Now the aim is to enumerate all possible local inter-

actions that maintain the Z2
2 × Z(p)

2 symmetry of the
UV theory. The leading contribution is

SIRD = −iγD
∫
x

ε(1) · ε(2). (19)

It is easy to see that this decoherence induced inter-
action is irrelevant on the 1d defect. As a result, the
scaling behavior of the decohered state is identical to
that without decoherence.7 For instance, the subsys-
tem Renyi entropy scales as

S
(2)
A = κl +

1

8
lnl +O(1), (20)

where κ is a scheme-dependent non-universal factor
which can not be determined in the low energy field
theory. It should be noted that we are currently deal-
ing with a mixed state ρ in the presence of decoherence,

7 Again, by assuming the emergence of the Kramers-Wannier
duality as an approximate symmetry, an exactly marginal
contribution to the decoherence action given by SIRD ∼
−iγ′D[ε(1) + ε(2)] is not included. However, if the quantum
jump operator L significantly breaks the Kramers-Wannier du-
ality, this term should be taken into account. Incorporating
this term induces a continuous variation in the scaling be-
havior of correlation functions and the Renyi entropy as the
decoherence rate γ′D varies. However, it has no impact on
these quantities in the n → 1+ limit where γ′D vanishes. As
a result, the von Neumann entanglement entropy remains as
SA = κ1l + 1

6
lnl +O(1) where l is the subsystem size.
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thus such a non-universal contribution from the config-
urational entropy is expected to appear.

(2) In the scenario of decoherence in a Z2 odd basis,
such as a dephasing in the Z direction, the Keldysh
effective action preserves only a weak Z2 symmetry.
At t = tf , the UV symmetries of the boundary for

two replicas are Z2 × Z(p)
2 and the time reversal ZT2 .

To construct an IR effective action, it is necessary to
identify all local interactions that are consistent with
this symmetry. The dominant contribution arises from

SIRD = −iγD
∫
x

σ(1) · σ(2), (21)

where the notation stems from the identification of
fields at the boundary, σ

(1)
+ (tf ) = σ

(2)
− (tf ) := σ(1) and

σ
(1)
− (tf ) = σ

(2)
+ (tf ) := σ(2). Meanwhile, at IR the quan-

tum jump operator should be identified with the most
relevant local operator that is Z2 odd, L ∼ σ. As in the
measurement scenario in Eq. (17), this interaction is
relevant and flows to strong coupling at long distances.
The non-negativity constraint in Eq. (2) at high-energy
scales8, as well as the physical expectation that deco-
herence pushes the density matrix towards its diagonal
elements, suggest that the strength of decoherence γD
should be positive and increase monotonically as we
flow towards lower energy scales.

Notably, despite the similarity between the expres-
sion for decoherence in Eq. (21) and that for measure-
ment, the Renyi entropy displays rather different fea-
tures in the two scenarios. As illustrated in Fig. 2,
while measurement induces the same boundary state
inside and outside the subsystem A, the decoherence
action SD leads to distinct boundary states in these
regions. Here, A refers to the subsystem for which the
entropy is being computed.

Let us elucidate this point for the 2nd Renyi en-
tropy. Inside the subsystem A, upon closing the time
contour we have the boundary condition in Eq. (12),
which yields the interaction term in Eq. (21) at low en-
ergies, identical to the one derived in the measurement
scenario in Eq. (17). Consequently, inside A, the four
halves of the two copies of Ising CFT are cut open at
the line defect, with spins on the edge being parallel to
each other. In contrast, when closing the time contour
outside the subsystem A, the resulting SIRD vanishes.
This is due to the fact that closing the time contour

within each replica itself leads to σ
(α)
+ (tf ) = σ

(α)
+ (tf ) at

the line defect for both replicas, and the conservation
of probability causes SIRD to vanish identically. There-
fore, outside A, the defect flows to a boundary state as
if no defect were present.

8 The UV correspondence of the interaction in Eq.(21) becomes
clear upon substitution of L ∼ σ into Eq.(2), with the coeffi-
cient γD relating to the non-negative microscopic dissipation
rate.

FIG. 2. Illustration of the boundary condition at t = tf
for the case of decoherence. The orange line indicates the
region where SD is present (inter-replica gluing), while the
dashed line denotes a trivial defect (intra-replica gluing).
It is noteworthy that the boundary conditions are different
inside and outside subsystem A, where the entanglement
entropy is evaluated.

What is the consequence of this observation on the
subsystem entropy? Consider an Ising CFT on a com-
plex plane with a line defect. Upon folding the system
at the defect line, the defect of the Ising CFT maps to
the boundary of a critical Ashkin-Teller model [40] on
a semi-infinite plane. The decoherence induced inter-
action inside the subsystem A leads to a fixed bound-
ary condition where the spins on either side of the de-
fect are locked into a ferromagnetically aligned state,
while outside A, the boundary state of the Ashkin-
Teller model corresponds to a trivial defect in the Ising
CFT. The corresponding boundary condition changing
operator at endpoints of A in the Ashkin-Teller bound-
ary CFT has a dimension of ∆ = 1/32 [41, 42]. There-
fore, the 2nd Renyi entropy of the decohered state is
expressed as

S
(2)
A = κ′l +

1

8
lnl +O(1), (22)

where the 1/8 factor corresponds to 2×2∆ as we calcu-
late the 2nd Renyi entropy using two copies of Ashkin-
Teller boundary CFT. Upon taking the limit n → 1+,
we find that the scaling of the von Neumann entangle-
ment entropy follows an expression SA = κ′1l+

1
16 lnl+

O(1).

The defect g-function, as defined in previous works
[36, 37, 43] by ln g = (1 − d/d lnL) lnZ2(L) with L
being the linear system size, can be calculated accord-
ingly. Physically, g represents the overlap between the
ground state of the Hamiltonian with periodic bound-
ary condition and the boundary state. With symmet-
ric decoherence, the irrelevance of the defect coupling
leads to two decoupled trivial line defects in the Ising
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CFT, resulting in g = 1.9 Conversely, in the case of de-
coherence in an Z2 odd basis, as previously described,
the boundary state | ↑↑↑↑〉+ | ↓↓↓↓〉 has four copies of
ferromagnetically aligned Ising fixed boundary condi-
tions. The g-function is obtained by taking the product
of g for the four Ising layers, with an additional factor
of 2 accounting for the multiplicity of ↑ and ↓. Thus, we
have g = 2 × (1/

√
2)4 = 1/2. Further breaking of the

weak Z2 symmetry, such as decoherence in a direction
slightly deviating from the Z axis, would result in the
removal of this degeneracy, resulting in g = 1/4. Our
results are consistent with those observed in a recent
study [12]. Therefore, we have

A (1+1)d Ising CFT under decoherence over a fi-
nite period of time can be mapped to the boundary
CFT of the critical Ashkin-Teller model, enabling
us to analyze the entanglement characteristics in
a precise manner.

This concludes our discussion on a finite time per-
turbation in 1d.

B. Finite time perturbations: two dimensions

Now we investigate the impact of an O(1) time per-
turbation on a (2 + 1)d system, specifically by consid-
ering the (2 + 1)d Ising critical point as a case study.
Throughout this subsection we focus on the two-replica
formalism.

We begin with local measurements performed in a
symmetric basis, where the associated local measure-
ment operator is Z2 even, and the action SM induced

by the measurement preserves a Z2
2 × Z(p)

2 symmetry
and the time reversal invariance due to Hermiticity.
Note that in the case of (2 + 1)d Ising model, the
Kramers-Wannier duality is absent, resulting in the
leading contribution to SIRM being given by

SIRM = −iγM (ε(1) + ε(2)). (23)

where now the coupling is present on a (2 + 0)d defect
in the (2 + 1)d space-time. Utilizing ∆ε = 1.41 in
(2+1)d Ising CFT [44], we establish that this coupling
is relevant10. Depending on the sign of the coupling
constant γM , without further fine tuning, there can be
two possible scenarios:

9 Even in cases where the Kramers-Wannier duality does not
emerge and the contribution specified in Footnote. 7 is in-
cluded, the exact marginality of this term ensures that g re-
tains its original value, i.e., g = 1.

10 Since this term is relevant as opposed to marginal, its impact
cannot be disregarded even in the n→ 1+ limit.

1. In the scenario where γM > 0, space-time of the
system is cut open at the time slice t = tf . the
boundary at the cut is pushed to the ordinary
boundary condition of a (2 + 1)d critical Ising
model, while the full symmetry of the UV theory
is preserved in the IR. This scenario is expected
to occur when the measurement is conducted, for
example, in the local X basis.

2. For γM < 0, the coupling term again cuts the
system at t = tf , resulting in four open bound-
aries labeled as (1,+), (1,−); (2,+), (2,−), cor-
responding to the replica indices and the branch
labels, respectively. The first and last two bound-
aries flow separately towards the extraordinary
boundary universality class, leading to the spon-
taneous breaking of the Z2

2 symmetry of the orig-
inal UV boundary condition. A breaking of the

Z(p)
2 replica permutation takes place when the

spin orientations of the two pairs are not the
same. This scenario is expected to occur when
the measurement is performed in the local ZiZj
basis.

When the measurement is in a Z2 odd basis, SM at

high energies preserves a Z2 × Z(p)
2 symmetry. Recall

that the Z2 arises from the weak spin flip symmetry
that acts adjointly on both sides of the density matrix.
At low energies, the dominant contribution to SIRM is
again given by Eq. (17), with the local measurement
operator identified with the Ising spin σ at long dis-
tances. Since ∆σ = 0.52 in (2 + 1)d, SIRD is relevant on
the plane defect. As each replica can be viewed as a
symmetry breaking field for the other, this coupling is
expected to cut each replica into two halves. The four
open boundaries at the plane defect are at the normal
fixed point [45–47], with ferromagnetic alignment of
spins on these boundaries, as Γ > 0. This causes the
Z2 spin flip symmetry to be spontaneously broken at
the plane defect. The trajectory-averaged correlation
functions can be calculated accordingly. For example,
we expect the connected correlation function

〈Z(0)Z(x)〉 − 〈Z(0)〉〈Z(x)〉 ∼ O(1) const, (24)

where Z is the spin Z operator (or a generic Z2 odd op-
erator). This long range order reveals the spontaneous
Z2 symmetry breaking in the trajectory ensemble after
measurement.

In the presence of decoherence, the effect on critical
systems can be analyzed in a similar manner. In the
case of decoherence occurring in a symmetric basis, the

resultant SIRD is characterized by a Z2
2×Z(p)

2 symmetry
of the UV boundary condition. The leading contribu-
tion to SIRD is given by SIRD = −iγD(ε(1) + ε(2)), which
is relevant on a (2 + 0)d defect in (2 + 1)d spacetime.
Long-wavelength behaviours are analyzed in the same
manner as those below Eq. (23).

In the case of decoherence occurring in a local Z2 odd

basis, the boundary condition at t = tf has a Z2×Z(p)
2
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symmetry at UV. In a two-replica scheme, the leading
contribution of the decoherence action is again given
by Eq. (21), which drives the defect plane t = tf to a
normal fixed point for both replicas. The Z2 spin flip
symmetry is broken spontaneously, which is manifested
by a non-zero long-range order:

tr[ρ(tf )Z(0)ρ(tf )Z(x)]/tr[ρ(tf )2] ∼ const. (25)

Additionally, given the expectation that decoherence
tends to suppress the off-diagonal elements of the den-
sity matrix, and the correspondence between the cou-
pling γD and the microscopic dissipation rate at high
energies, it is reasonable to assume that γD remains

positive in the IR, and consequently the Z(p)
2 symme-

try is preserved. Intriguingly, akin to the 1d case, when
calculating subsystem Renyi entropy, distinct time con-
tour closings at the plane defect lead to distinct bound-
ary states inside and outside the subsystem A. Con-
sequently, we have a boundary condition changing line
defect at the edge of A. A comprehensive study of this
line defect remains an interesting unresolved issue for
future investigations.

C. The stationary state: one dimension

In this subsection, we investigate an alternative
physical scenario, specifically a critical Hamiltonian
subjected to a perturbation (measurement or decoher-
ence) for a duration of O(L) time comparable to the
system size, resulting in the system achieving a sta-
tionary state. To exemplify this scenario, we utilize
the critical Ising model in (1 + 1)d and examine the
entanglement characteristics of the stationary state.

We begin with a continuous weak measurement in
a local Z2 symmetric basis, for example, in the X di-
rection. The n-replica measurement action at the UV
energy scales in Eq. (10) preserves a (Z⊗n2 o Sn) ×
(Z⊗n2 oSn) symmetry in the bulk space-time. The most
general IR effective action allowed by the UV internal
symmetry can be expressed as

SIRM =− i
∫
x,t

∑
α6=β

[γ1ε
(α)
+ · ε(β)

+ + γ∗1ε
(α)
− · ε

(β)
− ]

− i
∫
x,t

γ2

∑
α,β

ε
(α)
+ · ε(β)

− ,

(26)

where γ2 is real due to the ZT2 symmetry11. Notably,
this is a marginal interaction in (1 + 1)d Ising CFT.

11 In this subsection we ignore the term linear in ε by assuming
the preservation of the Kramers-Wannier duality. If this as-

sumption is relaxed, a term SIRM = −i
∫
x,t

∑
α[γ1ε

(α)
+ +γ∗1 ε

(α)
− ]

needs to be taken into account, which is relevant and results
in an area law entangled phase.

Here, we determine the long-distance behavior through
a perturbative RG.

Using Jordan-Wigner transformation [48], we map
the Ising model to a free Majorana fermion and obtain
the full low energy effective theory,

SIR =

∫
x,t

∑
α

χ̄αi/∂χα − ψ̄αi/∂ψα + SIRM ,

SIRM =− i
∫
x,t

∑
α6=β

(γ1χ̄αχαχ̄βχβ + γ∗1 ψ̄αψαψ̄βψβ)

− i
∫
x,t

γ2

∑
α,β

χ̄αχαψ̄βψβ ,

(27)

in which χ and ψ correspond to Majorana fermions on
the forward and backward branches, respectively. The
energy field ε is mapped to the Majorana mass [49].
The beta function at the one-loop level is given by12

dγ1

dlnµ
= −4(n− 2)i

2π
γ2

1 +
ni

2π
γ2

2 ,

dγ2

dlnµ
=

4(n− 1)i

2π
γ∗1γ2 −

4(n− 1)i

2π
γ1γ2,

(28)

where µ denotes a cutoff scale.
Our primary focus is on the n→ 1 regime, where we

can gain insight into the scaling behavior of the von
Neumann entanglement entropy. We assume that γ1

and γ2 are real and positive at high energies, as they
can be identified with the microscopic measurement
rate at the UV scale. In the n → 1 limit, γ1 rapidly

flows to its fixed point value γfp
1 ∼ −iγ2/2, as depicted

in Fig. 3. On the other hand, the value of γ2 drifts
slowly according to

dγ2

dlnµ
|γ1=γfp

1
= −4(n− 1)

2π
γ2

2 . (29)

Therefore, γ2 is a marginally relevant perturbation.
Physically, we anticipate that the system flows to an
Ising disordered/ordered phase (depending on the ba-
sis of the measurements) at the longest wavelength,
with a vanishing drifting velocity in the replica limit
n→ 1+.13

This observation suggests intriguing scaling behav-
iors of the trajectory-averaged entanglement entropy.
Specifically, the RG flow in Eq.(29) implies that, for n
sufficiently close to 1, a correlation length much larger
than any subsystem size l can always be generated.

12 The propagator of χ on the forward branch has an iη pre-
scription opposite to that of ψ in Keldysh field theory. This
is crucial when performing the Wick rotation.

13 We can physically understand this by noting that when n = 1,
the γ1 term disappears, and the γ2 term reduces to an exactly
marginal deformation ∼ ε1ε2 of the Ashkin-Teller model.
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FIG. 3. RG flow of the parameter γ1 in the complex plane.
In the limit of n → 1+, the flow of γ2 is much slower than
that of γ1. Hence, when discussing the flow of γ1, we can
treat γ2 as a constant. The plot shows the RG flow for
n = 1.05 and γ2 = 2.

Therefore, if a critical Ising Hamiltonian is placed in
an environment with Z2 symmetric measurements at a
small measurement rate, after an extensive period of
time the von Neumann entanglement entropy of a sub-
system should still exhibit a logarithmic scaling with
respect to l for very large subsystems. Alternatively, if
a product state with zero entanglement is initially pre-
pared and the system is subsequently evolved accord-
ing to the combined dynamics described in Eq. (27),
the entanglement entropy of a subsystem is expected
to show a logarithmic growth over time, eventually
reaching a size-dependent value for sufficiently large
time. The effective central charge, which governs the
logarithmic growth of entanglement, may vary contin-
uously with the measurement rate γ2 at microscopic
scales. Indeed, this phenomenon was recently observed
in a numerical study [50].

In the case of measurements conducted in a Z2 odd
basis, for instance, the local Z basis, at high energies
the n-replica measurement action in Eq. (10) preserves
a Z2×Sn×Sn symmetry and a ZT2 time reversal. The
leading contribution at the low energies is

SIRM =− i
∫
x,t

∑
α 6=β

{[γ1σ
(α)
+ · σ(β)

+ + γ∗1σ
(α)
− · σ(β)

− ]

+
∑
α,β

γ2σ
(α)
+ · σ(β)

− }.
(30)

This is a relevant perturbation that would drive the
state to an area law entangled phase where the Z2 spin

flip symmetry is spontaneously broken in a ferromag-
netic manner14.

For a critical Ising chain subject to weak mea-
surements in a local Z2 symmetric basis, it is an-
ticipated that the logarithmic scaling of the von
Neumann entanglement entropy can still be ob-
served for large subsystems in the stationary state
(provided that the Kramers-Wannier duality is
present). On the other hand, when measurements
are conducted in a Z2 odd basis, the stationary
state is in a phase characterized by spontaneous
breaking of the Z2 spin flip symmetry and an area
law entanglement entropy.

Consideration can also be given to the characteris-
tics of a quantum system with a critical Hamiltonian
that undergoes decoherence over an extensive period
of time. When the decoherence preserves the strong
Z+

2 × Z+
2 symmetry, the n-replica Lindblad action ex-

hibits a (Z2×Z2)⊗noSn symmetry and is time reversal
invariant. The IR effective action may include all local
interactions that are allowed by this symmetry. Among
these couplings, the dominant contribution is given by

SIRD = −i
∫
x,t

∑
α6=β

[γ1ε
(α)
+ · ε(β)

+ + γ∗1ε
(α)
− · ε

(β)
− ]

− i
∫
x,t

[γ2

∑
α6=β

ε
(α)
+ · ε(β)

− + γ3

∑
α

ε
(α)
+ · ε(α)

− ],

(31)

where γ2 and γ3 are real and positive parameters at
high energies. By applying a Jordan-Wigner duality,
it can be demonstrated that the one-loop beta function
for the coupling constants is as follows:

dγ1

dlnµ
=− 4(n− 2)i

2π
γ2

1 +
(n− 2)i

2π
γ2

2 +
2i

2π
γ2γ3,

dγ2

dlnµ
=

4(n− 2)i

2π
γ∗1γ2 −

4(n− 2)i

2π
γ1γ2

+
4i

2π
γ∗1γ3 −

4i

2π
γ1γ3,

dγ3

dlnµ
=

4(n− 1)i

2π
γ∗1γ2 −

4(n− 1)i

2π
γ1γ2.

(32)

In the replica limit, the values of γ1 and γ2 quickly ap-

proach their fixed point values, with γfp
1 ∼ −iγ3/2 and

14 In light of the tendency for measurement to project the den-
sity matrix onto its diagonal and the correspondence at high
energies between the coupling γ2 and the microscopic mea-
surement rate, it is reasonable to hypothesize that γ2 retains
its positivity along the RG flow. This, in turn, implies that
the magnetizations of different replicas are ferromagnetically
aligned, preserving the Sn×Sn replica permutation symmetry
at low energies.
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γfp
2 ∼ γ3, while the slow parameter γ3 flows according

to

dγ3

dlnµ
|γ2=γfp

2

γ1=γfp
1

= −4(n− 1)

2π
γ2

3 . (33)

The analysis of the scaling behaviour of the von Neu-
mann entanglement entropy is therefore the same as in
the measurement scenario discussed below Eq. (29).

When considering decoherence that only preserves
the weak Z2 symmetry, such as dephasing in the Z
direction, the n-replica Lindblad action in Eq. (2) ex-
hibits a Z⊗n2 o Sn symmetry at high energies. The
leading contribution to the quantum jump operator L
at low energies is L ∝ σ. Based on this symmetry, the
dominant contribution to the IR effective theory can
be expressed as

SD = −iγD
∫
x,t

∑
α

σ
(α)
+ · σ(α)

− . (34)

At the UV scale, the coupling constant γD can be iden-
tified as the dissipation rate, and thus it should be pos-
itive due to non-negativity. The decoherence action is
relevant and leads to the spontaneous breaking of the
Z⊗n2 symmetry, resulting in an area law entanglement
after subtracting the volume law piece. Additionally,
the Sn replica permutation symmetry may also be bro-
ken if the magnetizations in different replicas have op-
posite signs.

For a critical Ising chain subject to local de-
coherence in a Z2 symmetric basis, it is antici-
pated that the subleading logarithmic scaling of
the von Neumann entanglement entropy will per-
sist for large subsystems in the stationary state,
as long as the Kramers-Wannier duality is present.
On the other hand, with decoherence in a Z2 odd
basis, the stationary state is in a phase charac-
terized by spontaneous breaking of the spin flip
and replica permutation symmetries, as well as an
area law entanglement (after subtracting the lead-
ing volume law piece arising from the mixedness
of the state).

IV. Discussions

In this study, we utilized a replicated Keldysh
effective field theory to investigate the effects of
measurements and decoherence on critical systems.
Specifically, we examined both finite-time measure-
ments/decoherence and the possible stationary state
properties. Our results suggest that scalings of cor-
relation functions of local operators that are linear in
the density matrix remain unaffected by measurement
and decoherence over a finite period of time. To ana-
lyze higher moments in the density matrix, we carefully

distinguished the symmetry of an n-replica theory in
various situations, both in the bulk and on the bound-
ary. The low energy effective theory can be derived
based on this symmetry, and the fundamental consis-
tency conditions of the Keldysh path integral. We then
applied this framework to the critical Ising model in
one and two spatial dimensions, and low-energy behav-
iors under different perturbations, such as IR symme-
try breaking patterns and correlation functions, were
discussed. In one spatial dimension, we also explic-
itly calculated certain entanglement characteristics and
discussed their connection to recent numerical studies.

We end with some open directions:

1. One relevant issue is to define and classify topo-
logical phases in open quantum systems, such
as the Symmetry-Protected Topological (SPT)
phases [51], using a Keldysh effective field the-
ory, and to investigate the implications of this
non-trivial topology on various observables. A
concrete example of driven-dissipative Chern in-
sulator has been discussed in a remarkable study
[52]. A natural conjecture is, when a unique
pure stationary state with a non-zero dissipative
gap is present in the open quantum dynamics,
one can define an SPT phase for this stationary
state. Furthermore, it is expected that the clas-
sification of these phases will match that of the
recently proposed Average Symmetry-Protected
Topological phases [53]. We will develop the the-
ory of such phases in more detail in a forthcoming
work.

2. Another open question is how to define and
characterize topological orders for ensembles and
mixed states [9, 10], or in non-unitary dynamics.
This raises two fundamental questions: (1) how
to define and determine the stability of conven-
tional ground-state topological orders under lo-
cal measurements and decoherence, and (2) can
there exist topologically ordered states in the sta-
tionary state of non-equilibrium dynamics? Is it
possible for there to be open system/non-unitary
topological orders that lack a ground-state coun-
terpart? These questions pertain to the two dis-
tinct timescales addressed in this study, and a
comprehensive investigation of this matter is re-
served for future work.
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A. Weak Measurements

This Appendix presents a derivation of the state evolution under weak measurements. For simplicity, I focus on
a two-level system as a toy model. A generalization to the many body cases, Eq. (7) and Eq. (8), is straightforward.
The derivation follows a methodology similar to that outlined in Ref. [28].

Consider a two dimensional Hilbert space, with basis states |0〉 and |1〉. The two basis states are eigenstates of
a Hermitian operator O, which has eigenvalues of 0 and 1. A generalized measurement is a partition of unity by
non-negative Hermitian operators: ∑

a

A†aAa = 1. (A1)

The probability of obtaining the outcome a in a generic state |Ψ〉 is given by 〈Ψ|A†aAa|Ψ〉.
In the two level system, projective measurements in the eigenbasis of O are implemented by

P0 = 1−O, P1 = O, (A2)

which project the state onto either |0〉 or |1〉 depending on the measurement outcome. If we want a measurement
that only alters the state |Ψ〉 slightly, i.e. a continuous measurement, we can choose

A± =

√
1± Γ

2
P0 +

√
1∓ Γ

2
P1, (A3)

with Γ ∈ [0, 1] being the measurement strength. The expression is simply an interpolation between no measure-
ment (Γ = 0) and projective measurement (Γ = 1). When Γ� 1, the post-measurement state |Ψ′〉 is only weakly
altered:

|Ψ′〉 =

{
A+|Ψ〉/

√
p+, if + measured,

A−|Ψ〉/
√
p−, if − measured,

(A4)

with the probabilities p± = 1
2 [1 ± Γ(1 − 2〈O〉)]. Here 〈O〉 = 〈Ψ|O|Ψ〉 is the expectation value of O in the

pre-measurement state. The change in the state density matrix, up to first order in Γ is given by

δρ ≈ −Γ

2
[M, [M,ρ]] +

√
ΓW{M,ρ}, (A5)

where the measurement operator M is defined as M =: O − 〈O〉. W = ±1 for outcome + and −, respectively.
This equation immediately implies Eq. (7) and Eq. (8).

In the scenario where measurements are performed over an O(L) time, it is important to handle the averaging
over the trajectory ensemble with care, particularly when n > 1 replicas are involved. This is because the
measurement action SM explicitly depends on the expectation value of O within a specific outcome trajectory,
i.e., 〈O〉(t) = tr[Oρ(t)], which arises from the definition of the measurement operator Mt = O−〈O〉(t). Therefore,

to solve the time evolution of ρn = ρ⊗n for n > 1 (in this study, we focused mostly on ρ2), it is necessary to
determine the evolution of ρn+1 simultaneously [21]. To handle this, we employ a mean-field approximation to
account for the measurement feedback on the time evolution. Specifically, the trajectory-averaged product is
approximated as

tr(ρO) · ρ⊗ ρ ≈ tr(ρ2O) · ρ2, (A6)

which becomes more accurate as the measurement strength Γ decreases. This approximation is valid for the
purpose of our study, which is to investigate the stability of the critical system against infinitesimal measurement.
Accordingly, the trajectory-averaged expectation value tr(ρ2O) is then replaced by the expectation value of O
in the unperturbed ground state, which is absorbed by normal ordering of the CFT operators. As a result, all
one-point functions in the CFT are set to 0.
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