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A quantum many-body system can undergo transitions in the presence of continuous measurement.
In this work, we find that a generic class of critical dynamical scaling behavior can emerge at these
measurement-induced transitions. Remarkably, depending on the symmetry that can be respected
by the system, different integer families of dynamical scaling can emerge. The origin of these scaling
families can be traced back to the presence of hierarchies of high order exceptional points in the
effective non-Hermitian descriptions of the systems. Direct experimental observation of this class
of dynamical scaling behavior can be readily achieved using ultracold atoms in optical lattices or
through intermediate-scale quantum computing systems.

Introduction.—Quantum technology has undergone
rapid development in recent decades [1]. Particularly,
in the field of quantum information science, both digi-
tal quantum computers, represented by quantum circuits
[2-5], and analog quantum computers, represented by
programmable quantum simulators [6—10], have achieved
high levels of controllability. Quantum measurements
play a crucial role in extracting useful information from
these devices, and in certain cases, they can also be
utilized to prepare nontrivial quantum states, such as
random states that are essential for quantum informa-
tion applications [11]. Recently, these technological
advancements have also motivated investigations into
a fundamental class of questions, broadly categorized
as measurement-induced transitions in quantum many-
body systems. These investigations encompass transi-
tions induced by different types of measurement proto-
cols, including continuous measurements | |, random
projective selections [14—18], measurements with post-
selection [19-22]. Notably, non-trivial dynamical scaling
behavior of entanglement has been identified in various
scenarios [12-29].

Viewing measurements as influences imposed by the
environment, quantum systems under measurement fall
into the category of open quantum systems [30, ]
These systems exhibit key features such as possible
breaking of detailed balance, making them inherently
non-equilibrium. From this perspective, measurement-
induced transitions can be classified as non-equilibrium
transitions, which can exhibit much richer dynamical
scaling behavior compared to equilibrium transitions.
For instance, the well-known dynamical behavior de-
scribed by the Kardar-Parisi-Zhang equations is not only
found in typical growing interface dynamics [32] but also
observed in various quantum systems such as exciton-
polariton condensates [33, 34]. Remarkably, certain fam-
ilies of dynamical scaling can emerge in non-equilibrium
systems, such as the Fibonacci family of dynamical scal-
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Figure 1. Schematic illustration of the quantum many-body
dynamics in the presence of continuous measurements. In
each short time interval df, the system undergoes a unitary

evolution U = e~iHd! governed by its Hamiltonian H. Subse-

quently, a local or global measurement M is conducted on the
system, and the quantum trajectories are post-selected based
on the measurement outcome.

ing found in the multi-component asymmetric simple ex-
clusion process [35]. In this context, a fundamental ques-
tion arises regarding the existence of non-trivial critical
dynamical scaling in physical observables and their prop-
erties beyond the entanglement of the systems.

In this work, we address this question for several quan-
tum many-body systems under continuous measurements
and find that a generic class of dynamical scaling indeed
emerges at these measurement-induced transitions. Re-
markably, different integer families of dynamical scaling
(IFDS) can emerge depending on the symmetry that can
be respected by the system. These scalings are distinct
from the scaling of conventional phase transitions as they
can emerge even in finite-sized systems without requir-
ing the thermodynamic limit. The origin of these scaling
families can be attributed to the hierarchies of excep-
tional points (EPs) present in the effective non-Hermitian
descriptions of the systems. Experimental observation of
this class of dynamical scaling can be readily performed
in various current experimental setups.

Measurement protocol and measurement-induced dy-
namical scaling in the transverse Ising model—The type
of the measurement protocol considered here pertains
to a continuous monitoring or variable strength weak
measurements [306]. For a generic quantum many-body



system, its dynamics within each short time interval dt
is governed by its Hamiltonian H and an operator M
that encapsulates the measurement effect on the system.
The evolution of the quantum state |y (z)) is given by
(¢t +dr)) = Me ™9y (1)) (units 2 = 1) as illustrated
schematically in Fig. 1.

Let us begin by considering the transverse Ising model
under monitoring (the periodic boundary is assumed).
Previous studies have demonstrated that this model, un-
der global monitoring, exhibits a measurement-induced
transition [37]. Here, we explore a more general scenario
where the transverse field is local, and the measurement
is also performed on the region of the local transverse
field. The system’s dynamics is determined by the Hamil-
tonian I:ITI and the measurement operator Ms, where
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Here, 6';.‘, 6'; , 6']? represent the three Pauli operators
on site j, J denotes the strength of the ferromagnetic
coupling, g represents the strength of the local trans-
verse field along the x-direction, and M denotes both
region of measurement and local transverse field. The
measurement effect on the system is encapsulated in the
operator Mg. Specifically, it corresponds to performing
a weak measurement on the spin-down state along the
y-direction with a strength characterized by 7y, and post-
selecting the trajectories where the spin-down state along
the y-direction is not detected [37] (see Supplemental Ma-
terial (SM) [38]).

Prior investigations have shown that when the mea-
surement strength y matches the strength of the trans-
verse field g, the entanglement of the system undergoes a
sharp transition and exhibits critical behavior [37]. Now,
we examine whether such criticality is also manifested in
other experimentally accessible observables.

To this end, we numerically simulate the dynamics ac-
cording to |y (1+dt)) = Mge "Hr19 |y (1)) and calculate the
time dependence of the total magnetization along the z-
direction |S,(7)| = |{¥ ()| ZJL.ZI 6';/2|‘P(t)>| in the “renor-
malized” state |¥ (7)) = ¢!M|y (1)) with | M| being the
cardinality of M. The pre-factor e/ introduced in
|¥(#)) is intended to eliminate the trivial exponential de-
cay of the module of | (2)) caused by the post-selection
of trajectories. Fig. 2(al) illustrates the time evolution
of |S,(2)| for a system with L = 5 and |[M| =1 at different
measurement strengths y. Notably, as y approaches g,
|S.(#)| manifests a scaling behavior of |S, ()| o 2 in the
“late time” dynamics.

To quantitatively analyze the emergence of this scaling,
we determine a characteristic timescale 7 by performing
fits of a simple exponential function Ae’/” and an oscil-
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Figure 2. Quantum dynamics of the transverse Ising

(al, bl, cl) and Heisenberg (a2, b2, c2) model under mon-
itoring. (al, a2) Time dependence of |S;(7)| at different y/g
values. Power law scaling |S;(r)| « 72 emerges as y/g — 1.
(b1, b2) Characteristic time 7 manifests a power divergence
7o |y —g|"Y2 for y/g — 1. (cl, ¢2) Power law scaling of
|Sz(¢)| at critical point y/g =1 for different system and mea-
surement region sizes. Transverse Ising model manifests an
IFDS |S,(1)] o 2IMI (cl), while transverse Heisenberg model
manifests an IFDS |S,(7)| o« 2L (¢2). All dynamics are sim-
ulated with J =1, g =1, dt =107*, M ={1,2,--- , M|}, and
the initial state give by |y (¢t = 0)) =2~L Yoy loroe - op).

latory function Bcos(t/t+6)+C (A, B, C, 6 and 7 are
real fitting parameters) to the numerical data of |S,(#)]
for y/g > 1 and y/g < 1, respectively. As shown in
Fig. 2(b1), the emergence of the dynamical scaling coin-
cides with the divergence of the characteristic timescale
7, reminiscent of the similar behavior in traditional con-
tinuous phase transitions. Interestingly, we observe a
power law scaling of 7 with respect to the distance be-
tween the measurement strength y to its critical value
y =g, i.e., T « |y — g|"Y2. Furthermore, for this single-
site measurement case (M| = 1), we calculate |S,(¢)]
at the transition point g = y at different system sizes
with L = 3,5,8. As shown by the lower three curves in
Fig. 2(c1), we observe that |S,(¢)| manifests the same dy-
namical scaling o 2 in the “late time” dynamics. These
results clearly demonstrate that, beyond the entangle-
ment entropy, other physical observables can indeed ex-
hibit critical scaling at the transition point.

IFDS in transverse Heisenberg and Ising spin chain
under monitoring.—The scaling behavior at the critical
point of a system is known to be strongly influenced by
its underlying symmetry. Hence, it is of great interest to
explore systems that exhibit different symmetries. Mo-



tivated by this, we investigate the behavior of a local
transverse field ferromagnetic spin-1/2 Heisenberg chain
under monitoring, considering a periodic boundary con-
dition. The dynamics of this system are governed by the
Hamiltonian
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along with the measurement operator Mg defined in
Eq. (2). Fig. 2(a2) illustrates the time evolution of |S ()|
for the system with L =5, M| = 1 at various measure-
ment strength y. Similar to the transverse Ising model,
as y approaches g, |S;(¢)| manifests scaling behavior char-
acterized by |S;(#)| o< ¢t in its late-time dynamics. How-
ever, in contrast to the Ising case, the scaling exponent
assumes a surprisingly larger value of @ = 10, even though
the characteristic timescale T exhibits the same diverging
behavior, i.e., T o |y — g|7Y/? [Fig. 2(b2)].

To validate the value of the scaling exponent, we fur-
ther examine time dependence of |S,(¢)| at the critical
point for different system sizes. However, we observe a
strong dependence of the dynamical scaling of |S,(¢)| on
the system size L, as shown in Fig. 2(c2). At first glance,
this may seem to be a manifestation of the finite size
effects. However, upon closer inspection of the scaling
exponent «a for different system sizes, we find that they
all take sharp integer values. In fact, from the results
presented in Fig. 2(c2), one can deduce a simple empir-
ical formula @ = 2L for the exponents corresponding to
different system sizes. Calculations involving more sys-
tem sizes (see SM [38]) further confirm the validity of this
empirical formula.

Interestingly, for the transverse Ising chain under mon-
itoring [see Egs. (1, 2)], although the scaling exponent
does not change with respect to the system size L, it
actually manifest a dependence on the size of the mea-
surement region |M|. As shown by the upper curves in
Fig. 2(cl) which correspond to different | M|, we observe
that the exponent can be empirically described by a sim-
ple formula @ = 2|M]|. Further calculations involving
additional measurement sizes (see SM [38]) support the
validity of this empirical formula.

The numerical results presented above strongly indi-
cate that these two systems can exhibit distinct IFDS,
with their exponents being determined either by the sys-
tem size in the Heisenberg case or by the size of the mea-
surement region in the Ising case. Moreover, these find-
ings suggest that the emergence of these IFDS cannot be
merely coincidental. Indeed, as we shall show in the fol-
lowing, the emergence of these IFDS can be attributed
to the presence of series of high-order EPs in the non-
Hermitian effective descriptions of these systems.

Non-Hermitian effective descriptions—In the limit of
continuous measurement (ydt < 1), it is possible to con-
struct an effective non-Hermitian Hamiltonian [20-22]

that faithfully captures (up to Trotter error) the system’s
physics [38]. For the transverse Ising chain under mon-
itoring [Egs. (1, 2)], the measurement Ms can be well
approximated by e ¥% Zjem(=07) i this limit. This al-
lows us to effectively capture the system’s time evolu-
tion through the introduction of a non-Hermitian effec-

tive Hamiltonian, denoted as I-Alﬁflf = —-JYL %67

=197 % 41 7
ZjeM[gé'j).‘ +iy(1 - &J.y)]. Notably, the non-Hermitian
term, —iX;epmy(l — 7)) adequately incorporates the
physical consequences ofl the measurements. Similar con-
struction can be carried out for the Heisenberg spin-chain
[Eq. (3)] under monitoring, leading to a non-Hermitian
effective Hamiltonian H%flf{ =-J ZJL.zl Da=xy.z 6‘1‘.’6']4“ -

Ljemlsos +iy(1-a7)].

We notice from Fig. 2 that both for the Ising and the
Heisenberg cases, the onset of dynamical scaling behavior
is observed precisely at the parameter point g = y. Re-
markably, this parameter point corresponds to the one
at which the EPs emerge in the local competition term
between the transverse field and the measurement, i.e.,
g0 +iy(1 - 6'; ) in the non-Hermitian effective Hamil-
tonians I-Alrerflf and I:I%% While it is generally not guar-
anteed for a non-Hermitian Hamiltonian that the EP of
its constituent parts aligns with its own EP, we find that
this is indeed the case in this scenario (see SM [38] for
mathematical proof). This intriguing outcome can be
attributed to the symmetry associated with the domain-
wall conservation preserved by Hiiflf and the SU(2) sym-
metry respected by I:I%‘Cf{ at g =y = 0 (see SM [38]).
Specifically, in the Ising case with |[M| < L — 2, we find
that EPs of different orders appear for I:I?}flf at g =y, with
the highest order being |[M|+1. While in the Heisenberg
case, regardless of the size of the measurement region
IM]|, EPs of different orders appear for I:If’rflf{ at g = v,
with the highest order being L +1. As we shall see in the
following, it is precisely these EPs of the highest order
that gives rise to the observed IFDS in the transverse
Heisenberg and Ising chain, as shown in Figs. 2(c1, c2).

According to the general theory regarding the Jordan
form [39], for a generic non-Hermitian Hamiltonian #,
some of the eigenvectors belonging to the same eigenvalue
coalesce at EPs. Consequentially, in order to find a com-
plete basis spanning the entire Hilbert space, one can use
the set of so-called generalized eigenvectors {IV,EJ ))} [39],

where |V,Ej ) ) denotes the nth generalized eigenvector that
corresponds to the jth Jordan block with the eigenvalue
A;. With this complete basis {|V,Ej ))}, any generic state
|y can be expanded as |¢) = ngf Zle ci,j) IV,Ej)), where
c,(i" ) are the expansion coefficients, Njp is the number of
Jordan blocks of H, O; is the order of the jth Jordan
block (for €; > 2, 0; is the order of the corresponding

EP). Notably, the time evolution of generalized eigenvec-
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Figure 3. Quantum dynamics of Fermi gases in optical lattices
under monitoring. (a) Schematic illustration of Fermi gases in
optical lattices and the implementation of measurements. (b)
Time dependence of N(¢) at different y/g for L = 6. Power
law scaling N(f) « 12 emerges as y/g — 1. (c) Scalings of
N(z) at the critical point y/g = 1 for different (L, | M|, g). (d)
IFDS N(7) « 2L at the critical point y/g = 1. The simulations
are performed with J = 1, U = 5, dr = 1073, and the initial
state given by W(f = 0)> = | Tl’ e ’TL/23~LL/2+17 e 7~LL>7 with
measurements conducted in the central region of the system.

tors assumes the form [38, 40]
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From Eq. (4), it becomes apparent that in the late-
time regime (z > 1), the dominant term in |¥(7))
is e i Umax! (=if) imax~1[(0; = DI]7HVIm)y - where
O = max({0;}). This indicates that the expecta-
tion value of generic observables (0)(r) = ((1)|Oy (1))
should exhibit the dynamical scaling oc £2(7; D in the
late-time dynamics provided (Vl(j""‘"‘) |0|ij m""‘)) #0 [41].
As we have seen earlier, for I:Ifrflf{ at g = v, the EP with
the highest order is of order L + 1, ie., ;. =L +1,
and the EP with the highest order is of order | M| + 1 for
ﬂ?rflf at g = y. Consequently, in the late-time regime of
the Heisenberg and Ising case, the expectation value of
generic observables, such as |S, ()], is expected to exhibit
dynamical scaling behavior of o 2L and o 2MI | respec-
tively. This precisely corresponds to the observed IFDS
in the transverse Heisenberg and Ising chain under mon-
itoring [see Figs. 2(cl, ¢2)]. Furthermore, the power law
divergence of the characteristic timescales T at the mea-
surement induced transition [see Figs. 2(b1, b2)] can also
be attributed to the dynamical behavior in the vicinity
of the EPs associated with the parity-time reversal sym-
metry breaking of the systems’ non-Hermitian effective
descriptions (see SM [38]).

IFDS in optical lattices.—The preceding discussion has
focused on spin systems and we notice that the essential
structure that leads to the emergence of the IFDS is the

max

symmetry that can be assumed in the system. This mo-
tivates us to investigate the IFDS beyond spin systems.
One case in point is ultracold Fermi gases in optical lat-
tices, which not only respects the same SU(2) symmetry
as the Heisenberg spin chain, but is also highly pertinent
to experiments with ultracold atoms [42—45].

As illustrated schematically in Fig. 3(a), the system
being monitored is an ultracold spin-1/2 Fermi gas loaded
in a 1D optical lattice, a part of which is shined by a Rabi
laser that couples the two internal states of the atoms.
An observer repeatedly perform “weak” measurements on
the occupation of spin-up atoms in the shined region and
decide whether the system continue evolving according
to the measurement outcome.

More specifically, the Hamiltonian of the system reads

L-1 L
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where é]T(T(E j,o) is the creation (annihilation) operator
of the fermions with spin o (0~ =1, ) at the jth site and
Njo = E}’Uéj,o- is the particle number operator counting
the number of atoms with spin o on site j. The first two
terms in (5) are the conventional hopping term and the
on-site interaction term, with their strengths being J and
U, respectively. The third term is a spin flip term that
describes the coupling between the Rabi laser and the
atoms within the region specified by M, with its strength
being g. From the form of Hamiltonian (5), one can
see that this system can be readily realized in current
ultracold atom experiments employing ultracold Fermi
gases in optical lattices.

The measurement imposed on the system is described
by the operator Mg = 1 — dty Zjemlijy—nj ) [38] with
v characterizing the strength of the measurement. For
Fermi gases in deep optical lattices at half filling, this
corresponds to weakly measuring the occupation of spin-
up atoms in the region M, followed by post-selection of
the quantum trajectories without spin-up atoms. Specif-
ically, as schematically illustrated in Fig. 3(a), this mea-
surement process can be implemented in experiments by
weakly coupling the internal | T) state of the atoms to an
auxiliary state |a) with a probe laser and subsequently
performing postselction based on the results of the strong
measurements with respect to |a) [38, 16].

Fig. 3(b) presents the time evolution of the total par-
ticle number N(1) = (Y ()| X o Aj.ol¥(?)) at different
measurement strengths for L = 6, starting from an easily
accessible initial state in experiments, namely, | (0)) =
| T1,--+,Tej2-dej2+1, -+, le). Notably, as the measure-
ment strength y approaches the Rabi coupling strength
g, N(1) exhibits a clear dynamical scaling o 2. To ex-
plore the possible IFDS of the system, we further calcu-
late N(t) of the systems at different (L, | M|, g) as shown



in Figs. 3(c, d). From these results, one notices that an
IFDS, N(1) o 2L, indeed exists for the system, regardless
of the size of the region under monitoring. This clearly
suggests the robustness of the observed IFDS, making
them readily accessible for experimental observation. In
particular, for current ultracold atom experiments in the
deep optical lattices and half-filling regime, the measure-
ment protocol can be relatively easily implemented as dis-
cussed above (see SM [38] for more general cases without
deep optical lattices and more details on the experimen-
tal observability).

Conclusion and discussion.—We have revealed that
IFDS can emerge in quantum many-body systems un-
der monitoring, with the scaling exponents determined
by the order of the hierarchy of EPs present in the sys-
tem’s effective non-Hermitian description. Although our
investigation has focused on 1D systems, it is notewor-
thy that IFDS can also exist in high-dimensional Heisen-
berg spin systems and Fermi gases in optical lattices as
the key mechanism underlying this IFDS is the internal
SU(2) symmetry. Moreover, the thermodynamic limit is
not mandatory for the manifestation of these distinctive
dynamical scaling behavior, greatly facilitating the di-
rect experimental observation of IFDS across a plethora
of platforms, such as ultracold atoms in optical lattices
[42—45, 47-49], the trapped-ion [50] or superconducting
quantum computing systems [6]. Our predictions will
also stimulate further research on the critical scaling in
measurement induced transitions, encompassing diverse
measurement protocols like random projective selections.
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Supplemental Material for “Measurement-induced integer families of critical
dynamical scaling in quantum many-body systems”

I. MEASUREMENT PROTOCOL

The quantum many-body systems we discuss in the
main text undergo measurements and post-selections af-
ter a brief period of unitary evolution (see Fig. 1). These
processes are facilitated by the operator M, which varies
in form for spin (Ms) and Fermi gases (M) systems. This
section elaborates on the experimental implementation of
these measurement operators.

A. Single-site Measurement

We begin by discussing single-site measurement, cor-
responding to |M| = 1. Without loss of generality, we
consider the measurement and post-selection operator re-
alized by MEXp = 1—kn, where i has eigenvalues 1 and 0
for eigenstates |1) and |0) respectively. The relationship
between MEXP and Ms, Mg will be clarified after general
discussions.

Consider a general local state after unitary evolution
and before measurement, which can be expressed as

[y (£)) = c1[1) + c0l0). (S1)

We couple |1) to an auxiliary state, |a), with a transition
probability p (see Fig. 3a). The state after coupling is

c1/play + c1y/1 = p|1) + ¢o|0). (S2)

We can then design a scheme to detect whether the atom
is in the auxiliary state, like the protocol using the signal
of fluorescence in [16]. If the auxiliary state is detected,
we discard this trajectory. The state in the remaining
trajectories, in the absence of an auxiliary state under a
small-p limit, takes the form,

0 (r+dn)) = 1 (1= 5)1) + col0)
= (- Lilw (). (83)

It can be seen that the above post-selected state exactly
coincides with Mgyp | (7)) under the condition p = 2k.

B. Many-site Measurement

To extend to many-site measurement cases, we first
consider the two-site measurement case, where the mea-
surement operator we aim to realize is MEXP =1-k(n+
f2). The subscript in 7i; for j = 1,2 denotes the locations.
Given a general initial state

[ (%)) = c11]111) + c10[10) + co1]01) + co]00), (S4)

(

we locally couple the two |1) states to two auxiliary states
|a1) and |as), respectively. The state after coupling is
expressed as

c11 | (Vp)2laras) + VpyI = plail)
+T=pypllas) + (YT=p)*[11))
+ero | Vplai0) + T = p|10)]

t+eor | Vpl0az) + VI - p|01>]
+¢00/00). (S5)

As before, we discard all states in the presence of |ay)
or |as) such that the state in the trajectories with the
absence of an auxiliary state under a small-p limit is
given by

0 (t+dn)) =11 (1= p)I1L) +e1p(1 = 5)I10)
+co1(1 = £)101) + c0ol00)

=(1= Sin = Sag)ly(1). (6)

This state exactly coincides with MEXPW(I)) under the
same condition p = 2k.

Therefore, the measurement protocol for many-site
measurement cases with an operator MEXP = 1-
k ¥ jem7j can be straightforwardly generalized from the
above two-site cases. In short, given a general initial
state, we locally couple all the |1) states to a series of
auxiliary states with a probability p = 2k of transition-
ing to it. The relative probability of a state that does not
couple to the auxiliary state is (V1 — 2k)‘Ziem i) where
(2 jem7ij) counts the total number of the local [1) states
within the measurement region M. After post-selection,
the final state coincides with the action of MExp on the
initial state in the small-k limit.

C. Fermi Gases

For Fermi gases in deep optical lattices at half filling,
the measurement operator in the small-df limit is approx-
imately

My~ 1=dry )" 20;q +diy M|
JEM
~ edYIMI(1 — 24ty Z Ajt). (S7)
JEM



For a generic state in the large-U limit, |¢ (1)) =
Yo} Clopylonoe - oL) (o =1,1), the state after acting
the measurement operator reads

Mg [y(1))
~e ML= 2dty 3 A ) (1)) (58)
JeEM

This measurement operator can be realized by the above
Mgy, = 1 — k 2 jepm7t; accompanied by a decay factor
e Ml gnce we make the following identifications

k = 2dty, (S9)
0)=10. 11 =11, (S10)
=i (S11)

D. Spin Model

For the spin model, the measurement operator takes
the form

Ms=1-vydt Z 1-a7).
JeEM

(S12)

It can be realized by MEXP =1-kXemn; if we make
the identifications,

k = 2dty, (S13)
610) = +1]0), 6|1) = —1|1), (S14)
iy =(1-00)/2. (S15)

II. FURTHER INSIGHTS INTO INTEGER
FAMILIES OF DYNAMICAL SCALING

In the main text, we demonstrated that the late-time
dynamics of certain observables (such as total magneti-
zation in spin chains and total particle number in Fermi
gases) exhibit power-law scaling. The exponents of this
scaling linearly depend on the size of the measurement
region or the lattice of the system. In this section, we pro-
vide additional numerical evidence for the integer family
of dynamical scaling in transverse Ising and Heisenberg
spin models. We also illustrate how the initial state in-
fluences the onset of dynamical scaling in Fermi gases in
optical lattices.

A. Heisenberg chain

Figure S1 illustrates the time evolution of |S,(¢)],
ISy ()], and |Sx(#)| in the transverse Ising model under
monitoring for different system sizes L. For |S,(¢)| in
Fig. S1(a), we find that the late-time dynamical scaling

can be fitted by the empirical formula |S,(¢)| oc 2L, Fur-
thermore, the integer family for other observables, such
as the total magnetization along other directions, sug-
gests that the integer family of dynamical scaling takes
the form 72£~9 for some non-negative integer g. For in-
stance, we observe that g = 1 for |S,(7)| in Fig. S1(b) and
q =2 for |Sx ()| in Fig. S1(c).

B. Ising chain

Figure S2 illustrates the time evolution of |S,(?)|,
[Sy(#)], and |Sx(¢)| in the transverse Ising model under
monitoring for different sizes of measurement regions M.
For |S,(#)] in Fig. S2(a), we find that the late-time dy-
namical scaling can be fitted by the empirical formula
[S.(1)] o< 2MI for IM| < L — 2. Furthermore, the integer
family for other observables, such as the total magne-
tization along other directions, suggests that the integer
family of dynamical scaling takes the form r2M~4 within
a certain valid region of M for some non-negative inte-
ger g. For instance, we observe that ¢ = 1 for |S,(#)| in
Fig. S2(b) (valid for |M| < L —2) and g = 0 for |S,(¢)] in
Fig. S2(c) (valid for |IM| < L - 3).

C. Fermi gases in optical lattices

To assess the experimental complexity in this case of
Fig. 3(c), we further investigate the remaining particle
number Np after postselections that is actually measured
in experiments. Our analysis indicates that, after con-
tinuous discarding the experiment outputs, for system
sizes L = 2, 6, and 10, one needs to run about 10*, 103,
and 10* times of experiments to construct Np(¢) in prac-
tice, respectively (see Fig. S3). This suggests that direct
measurement of these scaling is indeed achievable with
current experimental technology.

We also performed numerical simulations for the Fermi
gases model in the large-U limit, using the initial state
| T1, T2, -+, Ty (Fig. S4). All other conditions were the
same as those for the initial state | T1,---,Tr/2, Lrj2+1
,++»,lr) in the main text. As shown in Fig. S4(a), the
late-time behaviors for the all-polarized initial state are
the same as those for the half-polarized initial state, i.e.,
the total particle number exhibits the integer family of
dynamical scaling N(¢) « 2L, The main difference can
be seen in Fig. S4(b), which indicates that after contin-
uously discarding the experimental outputs, for system
sizes L = 2, 6, and 10, one needs to run about 102, 10%,
and 10% times of experiments to construct Np(¢) in prac-
tice, respectively.

For more general cases without a deep optical lattice,
the measurement operator is

MF =1- dt’y Z (I’Al]’T _ﬁj,l)'
JEM

(S16)
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Figure S1. Quantum dynamics of the transverse Heisenberg model under monitoring. All dynamics were simulated with

J=g=vy=1,dt=10"3, M = {1}, and the initial state given by |y(r = 0)) = 2L 2oy loroe - op). (a-c) Power law scaling
of |S;(1)] (a), ISy (2)] (b), and |Sx(#)| (c) for different system sizes. The late-time dynamics of |S,(7)| (a), |Sy(#)| (b), and [Sx ()]
(c) manifest the integer family of scaling |S; ()] 2L ISy (£)] e 2L=1 and |Sx(1)| < 12L=2 respectively. See the supplementary

text for more details.
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Figure S2. Quantum dynamics of the transverse Ising model under monitoring. All dynamics were simulated with J =g=7y =1,
dt=10"%, L =8 M={1,2,---,|M|}, and the initial state given by |y(z = 0)) = 2~ L 2oy loroe - op). (a-c) Power law scaling
of [S,(1)| (a), |Sy(®)| (b), and [Sx(r)| (c) for different sizes of measurement regions. The late-time dynamics of [S,(¢)| (a)
manifests an integer family of scaling |Sz(r)| o r2M for [M| < L — 2. The late-time dynamics of |Sy(z)| (b) and |Sx(r)] (c)
exhibit the integer family of scaling |Sy (¢)] o 2IMI=1 for IM| < L -2 and |Sx(1)] 2IM for IM| < L — 3, respectively. See the

supplementary text for more details.
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Figure S3. Time dependence of the remaining particle number
Np in Fig. 3(c) after post-selections, which is measured in
experiments. The simulations were performed with J = 1,
dt = 1073, and the initial state given by |y (r = 0)) = | 11
s Toyesdnje+e1s -+ 5 le), with measurements conducted in
the central region of the system. See the supplementary text
for more details.

This original form of measurement operator is more com-
plicated than its simplified version in the large-U limit in
Eq. (S7). As shown in Figs. S5(a, b), all the scaling
behaviors are the same as those in the deep optical lat-
tice, where the power law scaling N(f) o« t'2 emerges as

v/g — 1.
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Figure S4. Quantum dynamics of Fermi gases in optical lat-
tices under monitoring. The simulations were performed with
J =1, U =5, dt = 1073, and the initial state given by
[w(t=0))=]|T1,T2, - ,TL), with measurements conducted in
the central region of the system. (a) Power law scaling of N(z)
for various system and measurement region sizes exhibits an
integer family of scaling N(r) « 2L, (b) Time dependence of
the remaining particle number Np after post-selections, which
is measured in experiments. See the supplementary text for
more details.
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Figure S5.
lattices under monitoring. The simulations were performed
with J = 1, U = 1, dr = 1073, and the initial state given

Quantum dynamics of Fermi gases in optical

by [yt =0)) = | T1.--- . Trj2. bj2ers -+ L), with measure-
ments conducted in the central region of the system. (a) Time

dependance of N(¢) at different y/g for L = 6. Power law scal-
ing N(f) o« 112 emerges as y/g — 1. (b) Scalings of N(¢) at
the critical point y/g = 1 for intermediate on-site interaction
strengths. See the supplementary text for more details.

III. HIGHER ORDER EPS IN EFFECTIVE
HAMILTONIANS OF MEASUREMENT
DYNAMICS

Generally regarding measurements as influences im-
posed by the environment, the dynamics discussed in
this work fall under the category of open quantum sys-
tems, typically described by the Lindblad master equa-
tion [30, 31]. However, in contrast to conventional en-
vironments where the influences are essentially random
at each instant, in this scenario, the environment’s ef-
fects are explicitly known through the measurement re-
sults. Consequently, this significantly simplifies the effec-
tive description of the dynamics and makes it possible to
construct an effective non-Hermitian Hamiltonian [20-

| that faithfully captures the system’s physics in the
presence of measurements. This stands in stark contrast
to the conventional open quantum systems where non-
Hermitian effective Hamiltonians typically emerge as ap-
proximate descriptions to replace Lindblad master equa-
tions [40]. Here, these effective non-Hermitian Hamilto-
nians are instead promoted as faithful descriptions of the
system’s dynamics.

In the limit of continuous measurement, the effective
Hamiltonians for the measurement dynamics in Ising
(Fl%flf) and Heisenberg (HS) chains are found to contain
the following non-Hermitian term

D lear +iy(1- o).

JEM

(S17)

Upon first inspection of this non-Hermitian term at g =y,
we discern that the local components, 6% — ié'; , support
an EP of order two. However, the EPs of! individual com-
ponents do not guarantee the presence of an EP in the
complete Hamiltonian. Recognizing that any arbitrary
matrix can be transformed into its Jordan normal form,
which is block diagonalized with the Jordan sub-block

Jo () = AL, + J7, (S18)

where [, is the n X n identity matrix, and

6o 1 0 - 0 O
o o0 1 - 0 0
J;E e e e e e , (519)
o o0 o0 - 0 1
o o0 0 -+ 0 O

we can see that if the matrix is diagonalizable, the Jor-
dan sub-blocks have size 1, i.e., n = 1. For a Hamilto-
nian operator containing an EP of order N, its matrix
representation is nondiagonalizable and thus possesses a
Jordan block of size N. To ascertain the existence and
the order of EPs in the effective Hamiltonian of trans-
verse Heisenberg and Ising models under measurements,
we should identify its Jordan normal form, from which
the order of the EP can be directly gleaned based on the
size of the Jordan sub-blocks.

A. Heisenberg Chain

1. Global Defective Term

To facilitate our discussion, we operate with the spin
operators §¥0)(@) = 15¥0)() (7 = 1), and redefine the
energy scale J and g so that the effective Hamiltonian at
v = g is expressed as

L-1
ﬁ=—lzsj'§j+1—g Z S,
=

JeM

(S20)

where IL_:—11 Sj . §j+1 = Ya=x,y.z .SA‘j“.S’;‘.'H, St = §* £iSY,
and a trivial constant —iy| M| is disregarded. In the fol-
lowing, we will consider the simplest case with an open
boundary condition and a global transverse field under
global measurement, i.e., M ={1,2,---,L}.

Notice that the interaction term —J Zf:_ll Sj . Sj+1 com-
mutes with the three total spin operators (S‘x(y)(Z) =

e .SA';(y)(Z)). This term is invariant with respect to to-
tal spin rotation, which is the origin of saying the interac-
tion term exhibiting a SU(2) symmetry. This symmetry
has two significant implications. Firstly, the interaction
term commutes with $2 and S$?. As a result, the set
{-J 25_4:—11 S;-S;41, 82, 87}, due to the relation [$2, §7] = 0,
shares the same eigenstates, denoted as {|n, s, ms)}. More
specifically, we have

L-1
-J Z Sj . S,-+1|n, s,mg) = Eyln, s, my), (S21)
Jj=1
5‘2|n, s,mg) = (s +1)s|n, s, mg), (S22)
§Z|n, s, M) = mgln, s, mg). (S23)

Secondly, the finite rotation operator Z(a, ) = exp(—ii-
S#) commutes with —J 2]4;11 S;-Sj41. This fact highlights



the degeneracy of each eigenenergy E,, expressed as

L-1
=1 ) 8; - 81 (Z2(,0)In, 5,my))
Jj=1

= E, (2(1,0)|n, 5, my)) . (S24)

The action of Z(n, 8) on |n, s, m) intermixes all |n, s, m)
states for my = -s,...,s. Therefore, each state
|n,s,mg) corresponds to the same energy E, for all
mg = —s,...s. This relationship can be understood intu-
itively by recognizing that the ladder operator commutes
with the spin-interaction term, i.e., [S*,—J 252_11 SJ- .
Consequently, we find that S*|n, s, mg) =

Sjs1] = 0.
V(s Fmg)(s £mg+1)|n,s,mg + 1) possesses the same
eigenenergy (E,) as |n, s, my).

Considering the operator §* (= ZJL»:l .SA‘;—’), it exhibits
simple matrix elements within the total spin representa-
tion. Leveraging the basic properties of ladder operators,
we obtain

<S’, m;’ |St|sa mS)

=\/(s Fmg)(s +my + 1)6s/,s(5m;/,mst1, (S25)

from which we infer that the matrix of §* is sim-
ilar to a Jordan normal matrix, up to the factor
J(sFm)(s+m+1). This implies that it is block-
diagonalized according to different total spins and it is
similar to a Jordan sub-block within each degenerate sub-
space.

From the discussions above, we conclude that in the
representation related to the basis {|n, s,, ms)} (where s,
denotes the value of s in state |n)), the spin interaction
term —J ZJL-;ll éj . SN takes the form

(255, +1) X (25, +1)
E, 0 O 0
n,é]Bax Enls, 41 = 0 E, O
n=0
0
0 0 E, O
0 0 E,

(S26)

and the defective part, —gS~, takes the form

(25, +1) X (285, +1)

. 0 -gV2s -~~~ 0

&y Tzst1 = S
0 -~ 0 —gVos

(S27)

Therefore, the matrix representation of the complete
Hamiltonian H is given by

Nmax

H= n@o (En[2s,.+1 + st,,,+1) . (528)
Without loss of generality, we can order E,, such that Eg
is the lowest energy and E,zo — Eg # 0. The rank of
H — Eyglyr can be shown to be

rank (H — Eolor) = 25 1, (S29)

Given that Jos,+1 is a mnilpotent matrix satisfying
(J2s,+1) %1+ = 094,41, we can further deduce that

2s,+1—-p, <2sg+1
rank ((H — Egloy)?) = {°° P p==ott
0 p>2sp+1

(S30)

Provided the invertible matrix S transforms H to its
Jordan normal form, denoted as S™'HS = Jy, we find

STV (H - Eglo1)PS = (J— "ﬁo Eolos,+1)P,  (S31)
which yields
rank ((JH— eao Eolss,+1)"
=rank ((H — Eql,.)?)
At e

The unique ansatz of the Jordan normal matrix satisfying
the above relation reads

Jg = J;J @ J2S0+1(Eo), (833)

where J’ is the sub-block of the remainder. This result
implies that the effective Hamiltonian has an EP of order
2s0 + 1 as given by the Jordan block Jos,+1(Ep). In the
case of a finite size L spin-1/2 system, sg corresponding
to the ground state of the spin—% Heisenberg XXX chain



depends on the system size, i.e., sg = L/2, leading to an
EP of order L +1.

For the Heisenberg spin chain under the periodic
boundary condition, as shown in the main text, an addi-
tional index is needed to label the eigenvalue of the trans-
lation operator. However, in the ground state |n = 0), the
translation operator assumes only one eigenvalue, since
|n = 0) inherently satisfies translation invariance. As a
result, the periodic boundary condition does not change
the EP of the highest order found in the open boundary
condition.

2. Arbitrary Local-Site Defective Term

Next, we discuss the case where the symmetry-
breaking term and the measurement are applied simul-
taneously to those local sites in M. Here, the defective
term, —g > e pm 5’]‘, cannot be expressed using total spin

J

(s',m}, |7 ® Ia|s, ms)

’ ’ ’ ’
Sl’ mSi, 52, msé

slsmsl’SQ,mSQ

§1,Msq 582,Msy

From the basic properties of Clebsch-Gordan coefficients,
we know that

Ms = Mg, + Mgy, My =mg, — 1+ my, (S37)
must be satisfied for each non-zero term in the above
summation. This implies that m}, = mg — 1 must be
satisfied for non-zero matrix element of —g$ 1® I, in the
coupled basis, yielding

(s',miu | (=gST @ Io)|s,mg) o Sy, my-1- (S38)
Let’s denote the matrix representation of —gS'l_ ® I with
respect to the basis {|n, s,, ms)} as M), The matrix
elements in row (n’,s),,m,), column (n, s,,, my) are given

by

M

(s, .m0, ), (n,sp,ms)

_ WM
- C(n’,s'

,,,,m;,),(n,sn,mx)‘sm;nms—l
(S39)

where C ((1) is a coefficient. Therefore the

n',sl,m,),(n,sn,ms)
complete effective Hamiltonian has the matrix represen-
tation

Z \/(sl +mg ) (51— mgy, + 1), ml |51, ms, — 1550, Mg, )(s1, Mg, ; S2, Mgy |5, mg).

operators. It can, however, be expressed as the partial
spin operator —gS7, with ST(Y)(Z) =Yjem S;{(y)(z)_ Fur-
thermore, we introduce the partial spin operator for the

remaining part, S’g(y)(z) = Yiem S‘;(y)(z). Thus, the de-

fective term, —g,§ 1, can be fully expressed as

—gS7 ® Is. (S34)

In the decoupled representation with respect to
{ls1,mg, ; $9,ms,)}, the defective term’s matrix elements
are

’ r o ’1o— 7 .
<51,m3/1752ams;|S1 ®12|S1,msl,S2,mS2>

($35)

°C5s;,sl 6m;, Mg, —l‘ss;,Sz ‘5m;, Mg, *
1 °2

In the coupled basis, {|s,my)}, the matrix elements are
given by

Do S mllshmlysshom] Yt ml s shml 1ST © Dalsy g, s sz, my,) sy saumg,|s, my)

(S36)

Nmax

H= nG_BO En12sn+1 + M<1) . (840)

From this point, we aim to demonstrate that the Jor-
dan normal matrix of H is given by Jas,+1(Eo) ®J’, where
J’ denotes the sub-block corresponding to the remainder.
We reorder the index such that sg = max({s,}) for conve-
nience in our argument. We begin by verifying that Ej is
indeed an eigenvalue of H with respect to the eigenstate
|n=0,s, =50, mg = =50,

H|O’ S0, _S0>

_ ’ ’ ’

= E |n', 55, ms'>H(n’,s;l,,m;,),(U,So’—So)
n',s,.m,

_ ’ ’ ’

= E |n’, Sprs mS'>En’6n’,06S;,sSO 6”1;/’*30
n,s,.m,

’ ’ !’
+ Z |n ’Sn"mx/>C(n’,s;,,,m;,),(O,SO,—So)ém;,,—sO—l
n',s’,.m »
8!,
=Eo0, 50, =50)- (S41)

The last step employs so = max({s,}), implying that



O, ,—so—1 does not contribute to the summation. Given
that each matrix can be similar to a matrix in Jordan nor-
mal form and that similarity transformation maintains
the rank invariant, we can directly compute the rank of

Nmax

H=H- & Eyla,+1 to various powers to derive the

characteristics of the Jgrdan sub-block associated with
|n = 0). The matrix of H can be expressed as

(250+1)>‘<(2s0+1)

o , (S42)
0 * 0

RN
0 - 0 - 0

where * represents the nonzero off-diagonal elements as
defined by (S39). Due to the presence of cross block
terms, deciphering the rank of the matrix H directly
poses a challenge. Consequently, we employ some op-
erations to reveal the rank.

Note that if B is an invertible square matrix, the rank
of square matrix A satisfies

rank (A) = rank (AB) = rank (BA). (S43)

We consider those B of the elementary matrix such that
BA represents the elementary row operations, and AB
stands for the elementary column operations. In the case
of H, all elements of row (0, 5o, so) are zeros since no col-
umn with index mg = sg+1 exists, implying that the rank
of H can at most be d—1 where d = Yo (28, +1) = 2L,
To verify this, we apply elementary column operations
to eliminate some elements of the remaining rows of
|n = 0). For example, we use the nonzero % in column
(0, s9,mg = 509,80 — 1,--+,—sg + 1) to cancel all elements
in row (0, 59, ms — 1). After this operation, the matrix H
transforms into

(2&0+1)>'<(2s0+1)

(S44)

*

o
o
o
o
*

o

*

o
o
-
o
o
o

Subsequently, we can employ elementary row operations
to eliminate all the elements in the upper-right block us-

ing the nonzero *’s, leading to

0---0---0
0--- 0 - 0
0---0---0
(250+1) X (250+1)

. (545)

0---0---0 0 «= 0 --- 0

*

0

o

o
.
o

o

*

%

0

S e

0 --0---0 0 ---
where the column (0, sg,—sg) is populated with zeros
since no row with m, = —sp — 1 exists. Importantly,
the diagonal terms in the upper-left (d — 2sqg — 1) X (d —
2s0 — 1) block remain unaffected during the preceding el-
ementary column operations. This can be seen as the
column (n, s,, mg) possesses a nonzero element in row
(0, s9,mg — 1), and the = utilized to cancel it is in col-
umn (0, sg, my), with Mgé?so’m‘g),(o’m’m:) = 0. Therefore,
using these diagonal terms in the upper-left block to can-
cel all the remaining elements in the same block by ei-
ther elementary row or column operations, the matrix H
transforms into

(250+1) X (250+1)
(d—QSO—l)X(d—QSU—l) O " 0 . 0
Enmax_EO 0 N .X
: . : @& 0 -+ 0 = 0 (S46)
0 Ei-Eo) |1,
0 --- 0 ---
We can now determine the rank to be
rank (I:I) =d-2sg—1+2sg
=d-1. (S47)

To investigate the rank for p > 1, we define the linear
mapping f : C? — C? as

f(x) = Hx, (S48)
where
X (MinasxsSnmax s~ Snmax )
X = x(nmx’snma:x’ﬂ""’axﬂ) ec? (S49)

X(0,50,50)

is a d x 1 column vector, with each row element being an
independent complex scalar. The rank of H is then given



by
rank (H) = dime(f(C9)), (S50)
where the image of f is defined by
F(€) ={fx)IxeC’}. (S51)

For ease of argument, we express column vectors in H as

Shmax >~ Snmax )» (s Sn,Ms )

Snmax >~ Srmax T1)5 (1,850,115
H(0,50.50), (1.50.m5)

such that

f(cd) = Spal {V(nmaxvsnmaxs_snmax)’ MR V(O7SDsSO)} : (852)

We begin by revisiting the case of p = 1 to understand
what the result in (S47) implies in the context of the
linear mapping f. Noting that I:I(n/,s;l”m;,),(o,s(),,sg) =
H (0,50,50),(n,snmy) = 0 (due t0 6py, m,—1 in (539)), we
find that f(x) neither includes x(q,g,,~s5,) nOr contains a
nonzero value in row (0, sg, 5¢), i.e.,

dy _
f(C?) = span {V(nmax,snmax,—Sn,,,ax)’ <o V(1,s1,81)0

V(0,50,—s0+1)s -+ +» V(O,SO,SD)} s (853)
f(x)
2 HineSumano=Snma )s (1:50.m) X (n,5,my)
(n,5n,m5)
Z I:I(UaSO’SO_l)a(n,Snvms)x(n,snvm,v)
(n,sp,ms)
0
(S54)

This equation implies that f(C¢) is spanned by d — 1
vectors, resulting in dimc(f(C?)) < d — 1. From the
result in (S47), i.e.,

dime(f(CY) =d -1, (S55)

we infer that Viu,. s =5 )5 VitmacSnmas = Smmax+1) 0
.oy V(0,50,50-1) form a basis for f£(C4), implying they are
linearly independent. This also suggests that we require
d — 1 independent complex scalars as the coordinates of
the vector f(x) within a basis. Consequently, we intro-

duce the following compact notation,

Jx)

ey

(Mmaxs>Snmax »—Snmax )

1)

x(

" . s (856)
(0,50,50—1)
0

where x (V) € C. Therefore, we find that the

(n,spn,mgs)#(0,50,50)
d — 1 complex scalars in x¥) must be independent and
can be regarded as the starting point for the subsequent
steps.

Before generalizing to the case of an arbitrary p, let us
consider p = 2 and examine how the structure of f(x) is
extended to f(x1). Observing that f(f(C%)) C f(C%)
(f(€c?y c €?), and considering that there are only d — 1
independent complex scalars in x!), we conclude that

F(x1)) does not contain x'* 1)

and x
(0,80,—50) (0,80,50)’

ie.,

d
f(f(c )) = span {V(nmax,snmax,—snmax), <o V(1,81,81)0

V(0,50,—S0+1)s -+ V(O,so,so—l)} 5 (857)
F)
7 (1)
n Sglms)H(nmax,snmax,—snmax),(n,sn,ms)x(n,sn,ms)
- ; ' (1)
Z H(O,so,so—1),(n,sn,ms)x(n’smms)
(n,5n,ms
0
(S58)

Given that the above d—2 vectors are combinations of the
basis vectors of f(C?), they must be linearly independent
and hence form the basis of f(f(C%)), which implies

dime(f(f(C))) =d - 2. (S59)

This indicates that only d —2 complex scalars are needed
to characterize the vector f(x1)). It is important to note
that the sole difference between x!) and x is the element
in row (0, 5o, 50). Moreover, only row (n’,s),,m}, = so—1)
is nonzero in column (0, so, so) of H. These observations
suggest that only the rows (n’,s],,m}, = so—1) of F(xM)
differ from those of f(x). From the fact that the (d—2s¢—
1) X (d — 2s¢ — 1) sub-block of H has full rank (owing to
the presence of the nonzero diagonal terms), we infer that
the complex scalars in rows (n’ # 0, s, m,) of F(xM) are
independent. As a result, the row (0, sg, 5o — 1) of f(x1)
must depend on other rows. To succinctly express this,
we introduce the following compact notation,

x(2) = f(x(l))
)

(MmaxSnmax »—Snmax )

@
- (050503 2)
Z 4 /’/ ’ X r oo ’
(0 # 0.spm)y e e
» Oy s’/
’
U{(O’ SO,msl < S0 — 1)}
0

(S60)



Here, the d — 2 complex scalars in x(?) are independent
and can be regarded as the starting point for the next

step.
p-1
—_——
For 2 < p < 250 + 2, the vector in f(f(...f(C%)...))

reads

x(P-1
(p-1)
x("mamsnmax s~ Snmax )
(p-1) '
x(U»So,SU—(P—l))
> C(pfl),pfl (p-1)

(n',s),m,)"(n',s,,,m,)
{(n/ 7&()95}’1’9’";/)} » l
= u{(0,s0,m), <50 —p+1)}

5 L@

(p-1)
(n',s],.m.,) (n’,s;l,,m;,)
{(n/ i Os sn” m;/)}
U{(O, 50, m;, <Sso—p+t 1)}
0

(S61)

p

——
Observing that Ff(..f(Ch..)) c
p-1
——

F(f(...f(C%)...)), and considering that there are
only d — p + 1 independent complex scalars in x(?~1 | we

conclude that f(x(P~D) does not contain xgggol)ﬂo) and
(p-1) ie
(0,s0,m’,=s50=(P=2),....50)> 7"
p
d
FUCGCF(CY )
=Spal {(v(nmaxsxnmax ’*Snmax) + *)’ ftt (V(l,sl,xl) + *)’
(V(O,so,—s0+l) + *)» cees (V(O,so,so—(p—l)) + *)} . (862)

In the above expression, different #’s denote different
combinations of V(0,50.m/, 2 50— p+1) with coefficients pro-
vided in (S61). The above d — p linearly independent
vectors yield

p
—_——

dime(f(f(... f(CY)...)) =d - p.

This implies that only d — p complex scalars are needed
to characterize the vector f(x?~1). It’s worth noting
that the only difference between x?~1 and x(P=2) is

(S63)

the element in row (0, sg,50 — (p — 2)). Additionally,
only row (n’,s),,m,, = so — (p — 1)) is nonzero in col-

umn (0, 50,50 — (p — 2)) of H. These observations in-
dicate that only the rows (n’,s),,m}, = so — (p — 1)) of
f(x(P=1) differ from those of f(x(P=2)). Given that the
(d —2s¢— 1) x (d — 2s¢ — 1) sub-block of H has full rank,

we infer that the complex scalars in rows (n” # 0, s/, m’,
of f(xP~1) are independent. Consequently, we deduce
that the row (0, so, 50— (p—1)) of f(x?=1)) must depend
on other rows. Therefore, we introduce

x(P) = f(x(P~1)

x(P)

(Mmax »Snmax >~ Snmax )

x(p)
(O,SOJO?D)
3 ¢ P).p x(p)
, , (n',s),,m’,)" (n',s),,m’,)
{(n ;t 0’ Sn" ms')}

= u{(0,s9,m, < s0—p)} ’

@ (»)
) 2 ) Cn s m )X (s,
{(n ¢Ovsn’sms')}
U{(O’ SO’m;/ < S0 _p)}
0

m,)

(S64)

where the d — p complex scalars in x(?) are independent
and can be regarded as the starting point for the next
step.
250+2
——

For p > 2s¢ + 2, we can expect f(f(...f(C%...)) =

2s0+1
r—fﬁ

UG f(€D).0)) since How s, mr ). (0.50,-s0) = 0. This
leads to

250+2 2s0+1
dime (f(f(... f(CY)...))) = dime(f(f(... F(CT)...)))
= d — 2S0 - 1. (865)
Ultimately, we derive
P
_ ——

rank (HP) = dime(£(£(... F(CT)...))
:{d—p, pS2s0+1. (S66)

d-2sg—1 p>2sp+1

Provided that the invertible matrix S transforms H to its
Jordan normal form, i.e., ST'HS = Jy, we find

max

rank ((JH— nG_BO Eola,41)"

=rank (I:I P )

p<2s0+1

d-p,
=47r . (S67)
d-—2sg—1 p>2s9+1

The only plausible Jordan normal matrix satisfying the
above relation is

Jg = J;-I (&) JQSO+1(E0), (868)



where Jj, represents the remaining sub-block. We now
find that the effective Hamiltonian possesses an EP of
order 2sg + 1, as implied by the Jordan block Jag,+1(Ep)-
For a finite-sized spin-1/2 system, where L represents
the size, the sg associated with the ground state of
the Heisenberg XXX chain depends on the system size,
so = L/2. This results in an EP of order L + 1.

In addition, the computation detailed above can be ad-
justed to accommodate the periodic boundary condition.
As previously noted in the discussion of the global mea-
surement case, this adjustment involves appending one
more index to label the eigenvalue of the translation op-
erator. The crucial structure and the final result, i.e
maximum power with respect to ¢, remain unaltered, as
the translation operator assumes only one eigenvalue in
the maximally polarized state |n = 0).

B. Ising Chain

In order to determine the existence and order of the
EPs in Hi}ff, we first analyze the eigensystem of the Ising
model. For the Ising model with periodic boundary con-

ditions, the Hamiltonian is

L
Hy=-J ) 6%6%,,, (65, =09 (S69)

The set of all eigenstates is given by {|oioo---0oL)},
where o € {1,]}, and | T;) (] ;) is the eigenstate of
0% with an eigenenergy of +1 (-1). We treat the all-
spin-down polarized state, | |1ls --- L), as the vac-
uum, and for convenience, write the one-magnon states
as |u) = | lil2 -+ Ty --- lr). Similarly, the n-magnon
states (L —2 > n > 2) are represented as

l,ul—lT;n e Tﬂnl,u,ﬁl t lL>

(S70)
Given that the operator for the total number of do-
main Walls can be expressed by the Hamiltonian as

lrs - spn) =1l

D= + ﬁ, we can denote the energy eigenstate by the
total number of domain walls D = (D). In particular,
|D; 1, o, -+ , 4y denotes the n-magnon state that has
D domain walls and the same eigenenergy Ep = J(2D —
L). For example, all the states |D = 2; u, u+1,--- , u+n—1)
(L-2>n>1,ue{l,2,---,L}) share the same energy
J(4-1), ie.,

FII|2;/J’/J+1"" ’ﬂ+n_1>

=J(4-L)|2;pp+ 1, s p+n—1). (S71)

In the following, we will examine how the local-site de-

fective components, 6';‘ - ié’jy , affect the eigensystem of

Hi.

10
1. Single-Site Defective Term

We first consider the effective Hamiltonian at y = g ex-
cluding a diagonal constant, assuming periodic boundary
conditions and L > 2. It is given by

Z(o- —10'

JEM

H=H -2g5y, Sy = (S72)
If the measurement is applied to a single local site, M =
{m} € {1,2,---,L}, it is found that within the subspace
of Hi spanned by {|2;m —1),|2;m — 1,m)}, the H has a
matrix representation given by

J(4-L) -2¢g
( 0 J4-L)] (S73)
Noticing that {|2;mA —1),|2;m — 1,m)} is decoupled to
other subspaces of Hy, we find that the matrix represen-
tation of H takes the block-diagonal form

o JA-L) -2
H‘H®( 0 J(4—L))’

(S74)
where H’ represents the remaining (2% — 2) x (2F - 2)
matrix sub-block.

The matrix H can be further transformed to its Jordan
normal form using an invertible matrix S,

ST HS = J;; @ Jo(J(4 - L)), (S75)
where Jy, is the (2L - 2) x (2L = 2) sub-block of the re-
maining matrix. The Jordan block J5(J(4 — L)) signals
the presence 9f an EP of order 2 in the effective Hamil-
tonian H or H?Ffjlf(y =g).

2. Continuous Many-Site Defective Term

We now consider the case where the measurement is
applied to | M| continuous sites, M = {m,m+1,--- ,m +
IM]-1}y € {1,2,---, L}, with L-2 > | M| > 2. Within the
M| + 1 dimensional subspace of H; spanned by {|2;m —

D,12sm = Lim), -+, |2sm = Lim,...,m + M| - 1)}, the
matrix representation of H is as follows
J(4-L) -2g 0o - 0
0 J@4-L) -2g --- 0
Imp1 = : : R :
0 0 0o . -2g
0 0 0 J4-1L)

(S76)

The defective term S/‘M acts as a “ladder” operator in

this degenerate subspace of Hy. As an example, consider
= 8, and M = {1,2,3}. The subspace spanned by
{12;8,1,2,3),1]2;8,1,2),2;8,1),|2;8)} is generated by the



o L=8  M={123}
S5, 5, .
o o T

Figure S6. Symmetry for the translation of the domain wall
and the effect of the defective term S’ . The system (S72)
here is considered for L = 8 and M = {1,2,3}. Four peri-
odic boundary spin chains from the left to the right represent
the states [2;8,1,2,3), [2;8,1,2), |2;8,1), |2;8), respectively.
These states have the same number of domain wall D = 2,
and thus the same eigenenergy Ep = J(D — L) with respect to
the Ising Hamiltonian H;. The defective term S, acts as the
domain wall translation operator within this subspace.

translation of the domain wall from state |2; 8). As shown
in Fig. S6, the defective term in the subspace transforms
the states from left to right.

If the Hamiltonian contains only the matrix Jjaqj41,
we can readily bring it to the Jordan normal form
Jimj+1(J(4 = L)) and find the EP of order |M|+ 1. How-

J
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ever, things become slightly more complicated than the
case of |M]| =1, as the aforementioned subspace will cou-
ple with other subspaces, implying that the above block
is coupled with other blocks, i.e.,

(H") ( cross terms )

( cross terms ) (T mi+1) ’ (877)

where (H’) denotes the remaining (2 — |M| - 1) x (2L -
[IM] = 1) matrix sub-block. While in principle we could
follow the procedure outlined in the above Heisenberg
case (using elementary operations and counting the di-
mension image space to find the rank and the Jordan
normal form), the Ising model does not provide us with
a concise set of indices to label the states, like n, s,
and my in the Heisenberg case, rendering the process te-
dious. As a result, we prefer to provide numerical evi-
dence for our findings. Specifically, the effective Hamil-
tonian I:Iffflf(y = g) with a periodic boundary condition
and L > 2 possesses an EP of order | M| + 1 if the mea-
surement is applied to | M| continuous sites satisfying
L -2 > |M| > 1. This results can be repeated by the
following Mathematica codes [1].

These codes define the Hamiltonian:

H[J ., ,L M |:=Module|

{KP=KroneckerProduct, PM=PauliMatrix, KPn=Fold|KroneckerProduct|[Table[#,#2||&, KPM},

KPM[a_,b 1 m_[:=Sum[If[l>m][[i]]>1,KP[KPn[b,m[[i]]-1],a,KPn[b,l-m[[i]]]],If[m[[i]] ==1,KP[a,KPn[b,1-
1]],[m[[i]]==]1, KP[KPn[b,l-1],a]]]],{i,Length[m]}];
_J*(KPM|KP|PM][3],PM[3]|,PM[4],L-1,Range[L-1]| + KP[PM]3],KPn|PM]|4],L-2] PM[3]])-g*KPM[PM][1]-

*PM|2],PM[4].L,M][;

These codes count the order of EPs:

EPsOrder:=Module[{tmp=Reverse[SortBy|[SplitBy|Total[JordanDecomposition|[H[J,g,L,M]|[[2]] /-{J-
>0},{2}|,1],Last|| }, Table[If| Total[tmp][i]|| >0, Total[tmpl|[i]|| + 1,0],{i,Length[tmp] }] /. {x_ 0. }:>{x}];

These codes provide numerical evidences for our results:

Do|L=i;M=Range[1,j];Print["L=".1,", |\[ScriptCapitalM||=",j,", Order of EPs:
_____________________ Satisfy ~EP(|\[ScriptCapitalM]|+1)
|\[ScriptCapitalM]|>L-2? " If[j<=i-2,0EP|[1]]|==j+1,0EP[[1]]==i-1]],{i,Range[3,7]},{j,Range[1,i] }|;

" OEP=EPsOrder,"-
for |\[ScriptCapitalM||<=L-2, EP(L-1) for

IV. GENERALIZED EIGENVECTORS AND
DYNAMICAL SCALING

At the exceptional point (EP), the non-Hermitian
Hamiltonian becomes non-diagonalizable, leading to the
coalescence of two or more energy eigenstates. This phe-
nomenon can be observed by tracking the asymptotic be-
haviors of distinct eigenstates near the EP. The coales-
cence of eigenvectors implies a reduction in the dimen-
sion of the Hilbert space of the non-Hermitian Hamilto-
nian operator at the EP. However, despite this reduction,
state vectors may still retain information about these lost

(

dimensions. Consequently, the dynamical evolution of
states generated by the non-diagonalizable Hamiltonian
appears unusual, as the eigenstates are insufficient to ex-
pand this state. To address this issue, we can construct
generalized eigenvectors. The introduction of these vec-
tors allows us to build a set of linearly independent basis
vectors to expand any states. In the following sections,
we will review the concept of generalized eigenvectors as
presented in [39], derive the evolution equation given in
the main text (Eq. (4)), and use it to derive the inte-
ger family of dynamical scaling in Ising and Heisenberg
systems under monitoring.



A. Generalized Eigenvectors

The concept of generalized eigenvectors and their pri-
mary properties are encapsulated in the following two
definitions and three theorems [39)].

Definition 1. A vector |V,) is a generalized eigenvector
of rank n corresponding to Hamiltonian H and eigenvalue
Aif (H - AD)"V,) =0 but (H — A" 1|V,) # 0, where [ is
the identity operator.

Note that the rank-1 generalized eigenvector is the
usual eigenvector.

Definition 2. The chain generated by |V,,) is the set of
vectors {|V,,), V1), -+ ,|V1)} given by the sequence

Vo) = (H =AD" Vyor) = (H = A) 72 |Vya)
= (H - AD)'™"|vy), (S78)

where |V,,), (m =1,2,--- ,n—1) are by definition m-rank
generalized eigenvectors corresponding to Hamiltonian H
and eigenvalue A.

Theorem 1. |V,,) is a generalized eigenvector of rank
m corresponding to Hamiltonian H and eigenvalue A.

Theorem 2. A chain is a linearly independent set of
vectors.

Theorem 3. Every n X n matrix possesses n linearly
independent generalized eigenvectors.

Theorem 3 implies that we can always use the gener-
alized eigenvector of a Hamiltonian at the EP to study
dynamical evolutions by expanding |¢) = X, am|Em) +

ZNEP Zn L vy, where each term is explained in the
mam text. Now, let’s prove the evolution equation for the
generalized eigenvector of rank n given in Eq. (4). Since

H and Al commute we can write the binomial formula

(H+ Ak =3k CZ’/I" mA™, yielding
H* = Z crmak=m(| - Ah™, (S79)
m=0
where C}" = m Multiplying by |V,,), we obtain

ﬁk|v>—ni 1 ( K ke m) ((H—Ai)mw >)
n - (k m)' n

n-1 m 1k
1.dma
= _Oﬁd/l_ml n-m)- (S80)
Considering the polynomial function of H, e ! =
Zf:o ( ,lf,) , we find
n-1
-i (= lt)
eiHI|y ) = Z peb ( | v
—iAt
= Z Y, )
iy O (=in™
=e ’”’Z = Vaem), (S81)
m=0 ’
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which is Eq. (4). It is evident that for an EP of or-
der n, there exists a generalized eigenvector of rank n,
which carries a "~! in the dynamics. Therefore, as ex-
plained in the main text, the expectation value of generic
observables (4(1)|O]y (1)) should exhibit the dynamical
scaling oc 12(Qimax=1) in the late-time dynamics provided
(vme) |0y Tmas)y 2 0.

B. Dynamical Scaling in Ising and Heisenberg
Models

In Sec.ITI, we demonstrated the existence of the EP of
order L + 1 for an arbitrary |M| in the effective Heisen-
berg model with Hamiltonian I:I%flf{ Notably, the rank-1
generalized eigenvector corresponding to eigenvalue Ej is
[ 1L+ 1), ie., 10,50, —s0) in Eq.(S41). Taking the expec-
tation of the total magnetization along the z-direction,
we find

L

<u~-u(2%)|u---i>¢o,

J=1

(S82)

which explains the dynamical power law scaling r?f =
2(L+1-1) i the late-time. As for the total magnetization
along the other two directions, we find

<u---ll(i—&f)|u~-¢>—o (S83)

2 - Y

J=1

WL 1 b=0. (s89)
Jj=1

which imply that the maximal scaling exponents in their
late-time dynamics depend on the generalized eigenvec-
tors of higher ranks. Nevertheless, their scaling behaviors
take the form ¢2£~9 with some positive integer g, if the
maximal rank n,,,x of the generalized eigenvectors in the
relevant chain grow with system size at the same rate,
Pmax < L.

In Sec. III, we also demonstrated the existence of the
EP of order |[M]|+1 in the effective Hamiltonian HeI with
periodic boundary condition M = {m,m+1,--- ,m+|M|—
1} and L-2 > | M| = 1. Notably, one of the rank-1 gener-
alized eigenvectors corresponding to elgenvalue J(4-L) is

a9 has a non-

|41 bn—2Tm-tdm -+ L), in which $f, -
vanishing expectation value. This explains the dynam-
ical power law scaling 12! in the late-time. Similarly,
the expectation values for the total magnetization along
the other two directions in | |1 - |m—oTm_1dm -+ lL)
are zeros, and thus their scaling behaviors take the form
12MI=4 with some positive integer ¢, if the maximal rank
Nmax Of the generalized eigenvectors in the relevant chain
grow with system size at the same rate, npax o< |[M|.



V. PERTURBATION THEORY AND
DIVERGING TIMESCALE

The quantum dynamics discussed in our main text can
be encapsulated effectively by a non-Hermitian Hamil-
tonian. It is reasonable to conjecture that the diverg-
ing characteristic timescales, as depicted in Figs. 2(bl-
b2), near y = g could be a manifestation of the en-
ergy splitting in the proximity of the exceptional point
(EP). In this section, we first provide a concise review
of the perturbation theory near the EP [2, 3], and then
demonstrate that the diverging characteristic timescale
7 o |y — g|7'/2, found in the main text, can indeed be
explained by the energy splitting near the EP.

A. Perturbation Theory

For simplicity, let’s consider a Hamiltonian in a d-
dimensional Hilbert space

H(e) = H, +€H>, € € C. (S85)

We assume that this Hamiltonian has only one EP of
order d at € = 0, where all the eigenvectors coalesce and
the only eigenvalue is E(0). We also assume that the d
eigenvalues at € # 0 are distinct, i.e., Er(€) # E,(€) for
k,ne{l,2,...,d} and k # n.

Now, let’s restrict € to be a nonzero value in the com-
plex plane and denote the set of eigenvalues as

{E1(€), Ex(e), ..., Ea(e)}, (S86)

These eigenvalues are uniquely specified through the
characteristic function

det(H(e) — E,) =0 (S87)

Next, we move the perturbation e starting from z,
through a circle with the center being the origin, back
to zg again. The d eigenvalues in this process can be
analytically continued. When back to the same point zg,
the d eigenvalues must either be unchanged or undergo
a cyclic permutation. Without loss of generality, we as-
sume

{El(é'), ey

is a cycle of period p, which means that when € is moved
one circle, the permutation carries Eq into Ea, ..., E,_4
into Ep,, and E, into E;. For a given i € {1,...p},
we find Ej(eP) is a regular, single-valued function of e,
which allows us to develop the Laurent series, Ej,(e”) =
> Cm€™, and thus

m=—00

Ey(e)},2<p<d (S88)
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(o8]

Z cm€™P.

m=—00

En(e) = (S89)

The fact that all eigenvalues converge to E(0) as € — 0
implies that there is no negative power of €, i.e., Ej(€) =
EQO)+ X1 cm€™P . Finally, the permutation indicates
the following form

00

E,(e) = E(0) + Z c

m=1

e2mim(h=1)/p cm/p (590)

where h € {1,...p}.

Interestingly, there will be additional constraints for a
system where € > 0 and € < 0 exhibit parity-time rever-
sal symmetry preserving and broken phase, respectively.
Specifically, H(e > 0) and H(e < 0) have complete real
spectra and complex conjugated spectra, respectively.
First, the period of cycle in (S88) must exhibit p > 1,
since if p = 1, the energies in Eq. (590) cannot be real
and complex conjugate for € > 0 and € < 0, respectively.
Second, the period p can only be 2 as the eigenvalues for
€ > 0 are all real. Therefore, for every pair of eigenvalues
E. in the period of 2, they simply satisfy

(e8]

E.(e) = E(0) = Z cme™?.

m=1

(S91)

Especially, for a small perturbation €, the gap Ag = E, —
E_ is found to be

Ag « €'/? (S92)

with an exponent 1/2.

B. Parity-Time Reversal Symmetry Transition and
the Diverging Timescale

The effective Ising and Heisenberg models have the
Hamiltonians

L

Hrp = —]Z JZ JZ Z (g0 iyé';), (S93)
j=1 JEM
L

Hry = —JZ G — Z (807 —iva7)), (S94)
j=1 a=x,y,z JeM

For simplicity, we have dropped a trivial constant in both
effective Hamiltonians, i.e., Hyy = Heﬂ+ly|M| and Hry =
Helcf +iy|M|. We find that the energy spectra in both
systems at y < g (y > g) are completely real (all complex
conjugate pairs) regardless of the system sizes L and the



14

(bl) L=5 M={1}

CDL=5 M={1,2,3]

SJ@) L=3 M=)
1—\ ol
60— —

—

6

4

i 2

i -0
7___;/7}% o
4

—1t = =
=2
=2+ RelE] = ImlE "1 Re[E,] * Im[E,)] _}+Re[E, ° Im[E,]
-3 T __ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ |
06 08 10 12 14 06 08 10 12 14 06 08 10 12 14
v/8 v/8 /8
J@) L=3"M=(1) 100D L=5 M={I] 102 L=5 M={1,2,3]
e —— - — i I
o 5 ¢ Re[E,] * Im[E,] 5 _—RelE)] -« Im[E)]

=}

- Re [E,] * Im [En$ 0
JE— I

—4 S
06 08 10 12 14
Y/g

06 08 10 12 14
Y/g

06 08 10 12 14
Y/g

Figure S7. Spectra of effective Ising (Eq. (S93)) and Heisenberg models (Eq. (S94)). The spectra of the effective Ising model
(al-cl) and the effective Heisenberg model (a2-c2) are calculated for different system sizes (L = 3,5) and measurement regions
(IM] =1,3 with M ={1,2,---,|M|}). All these eigenenergies {E,} are completely real for y < g and contain complex conjugated

imaginary components for y > g.

measurement regions |M|, as shown in Fig. S7. This
indicates that the EP (y = g) serves as the parity-time
reversal symmetry transition point.

The parity-time reversal symmetry transition becomes
evident if we explicit write the parity £ and time 7 op-
erators as P = ®jL=16';, T = (®f:16'jy)‘K, where K gen-
erates the Hermitian conjugation. The Hamiltonian Hry
and Hry are PT symmetric, i.e., PTH (PT) ™! = H for
H = Hryy, Hry. The eigenstates for these Hamiltonian at
v < g are also invariant under the action of 7, while
at v > g changes to their Hermitian conjugation. This
means that the parity-time reversal symmetries of these
systems are spontaneously broken at y > g.

Both the effective Ising and Heisenberg Hamiltonians
have 2 eigenenergies in the vicinities of y = g, denoted
as {En1} U{Ey +}, where E, 1 does not involve a permu-
tation (period p = 1 in (S88)) and E, . involve a per-
mutation (p = 2) as discussed above. Consider a general
state expanded as

Wy =D cnalEnt) + Y (e slEns) +cn|En ). (S95)

n

The dynamics of the expectation value for an arbitrary
operator that is non-diagonal in the energy represen-
tation is given by (W|e!™HOe "H|y), where the slowest
modes are given by coefficients like

et (Ens—En ) (S96)

Especially, for -1 < 28 < 0, the characteristic timescale
7 in the slowest mode is fitted by the oscillation function
cos(t/7), and exhibits

T o 1/|Epy — En | o |y —g| V2, (897)

For 0 < % < 1, the characteristic timescale 7 in the

slowest mode is fitted by the exponential function e'/7,
and also exhibits

|—1/2.

T 1/|En,+ - En,—| &« |'y -8 (898)
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