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The presence of quantum noises inherent to real physical systems can strongly impact the physics
in quantum hybrid circuits with local random unitaries and mid-circuit measurements. For example,
an infinitesimal size-independent noise probability can lead to the disappearance of measurement-
induced entanglement phase transition and the emergence of a single area-law phase. In this Letter,
we investigate the effects of quantum noises with size-dependent probabilities q = p/Lα where α
represents the scaling exponent. We have identified a noise-induced entanglement phase transition
from a volume law to a power (area) law in the presence (absence) of measurements as p increases
when α = 1.0. With the help of an effective statistical model, we find that this transition is
a first-order phase transition and shares the same analytical understanding as the noise-induced
coding transition. We also discuss the differences between the effect of size-dependent noise and
the boundary noise in the phase transitions. We validate our analytical predictions with extensive
numerical results from stabilizer circuit simulations.

Introduction.— Measurement-induced phase transi-
tions (MIPTs) have recently attracted significant atten-
tion and have been investigated in various setups [1–49].
These studies have revealed that the entanglement within
a system undergoes a transition from a volume law to
an area law as the probability of measurement increases.
However, in real experimental systems, the presence of
the environment unavoidably introduces quantum noises.
The probability of these noises, which can be modeled by
quantum channels, is denoted by q. In terms of the ef-
fective statistical model for MIPT, the quantum noises
can be treated as symmetry-breaking fields that result in
the disappearance of the entanglement phase transition
and a single area-law entanglement phase [50–56]. This
naturally raises the question: whether an entanglement
phase transition is possible in the presence of quantum
noises.

Previous research has investigated the MIPT from a
power law phase to an area law phase in the presence
of quantum noises at the spatial boundaries [57]. This
can be regarded as a special case of quantum noises with
size-dependent probabilities q = 2/L. Additionally, the
effects of quantum noises in the bulk with size-dependent
probabilities q = p/L have been explored in the context
of a noise-induced computational complexity phase tran-
sition in random circuit sampling [58–60]. Therefore, it is
important to investigate the phase diagram of MIPT with
two tuning parameters: the probability of measurements
and the size-dependent probability of quantum noises.
The entanglement structures and critical behaviors asso-
ciated with quantum noises of size-dependent probabil-
ities, as well as the influence of other choices of scaling
exponents α in p/Lα are also worth studying.

The entanglement structures and information protec-
tion are closely related [7, 8, 61–64]. From the perspec-
tive of information protection, a boundary noise-induced

coding transition occurs [65]. Below a finite critical prob-
ability of boundary noise, the encoded information can be
protected after a hybrid evolution of time O(L). How-
ever, if the probability of boundary noise exceeds this
critical value, the information will be destroyed by the
quantum noises. We expect that a similar noise-induced
coding transition also exists in the presence of quantum
noise in the bulk with q = p/L. Furthermore, a com-
prehensive theoretical understanding of the connections
between noise-induced entanglement and coding transi-
tions is needed.

In this Letter, we investigate the entanglement phase
transition and coding transition in the presence of quan-
tum noises with size-dependent probability, and give a
more general phase diagram, Fig. 1 (c), for entangle-
ment structures in the presence of both measurements
pm and noises q = p/L. While the dashed line repre-
sents the original MIPT, pm = pcm, we identify a new
noise-induced phase transition in the original volume law
phase pm < pcm, denoted by the solid line. This transition
signifies that the system entanglement undergoes a tran-
sition from a volume law to a power law upon an increase
in the noise probability. Building upon our previous
works [55, 56], we attribute the power law entanglement
to the Kardar-Parisi-Zhang (KPZ) fluctuation [57, 66–
71] with an effective length scale Leff ∼ L/p. Besides,
we have also investigated the coding transition in the
presence of size-dependent quantum noises. The analyti-
cal picture of the coding transition is different from that
presented in Ref. [65], where quantum noises are only
applied on one spatial boundary. Theoretically, we have
revealed that the noise-induced entanglement phase tran-
sition and coding transition can be understood within
the same framework, giving the same critical properties.
The transitions are of first-order with critical exponent
ν = 2.0 [65]. To validate our theoretical findings, we have
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conducted large-scale stabilizer circuit simulations, pro-
viding compelling evidence for the existence and univer-
sal behaviors of noise-induced entanglement phase tran-
sition and coding transition.

The choice of the scaling exponent α for quantum
noises is crucial for the noise-induced phase transitions.
Previous studies focused on the disappearance of the en-
tanglement phase transition in the presence of quantum
noises [50–56], corresponding to α = 0.0. In this Let-
ter, we demonstrate that noise-induced phase transitions
only occur at α = 1.0. In terms of the effective statis-
tical model, this is because only a single dominant spin
configuration emerges for α ̸= 1. Without competition
between different spin configurations, the noise-induced
phase transitions disappear.

Setup and observables.— To investigate the noise-
induced entanglement phase transition, we consider a
one-dimensional system composed of L d-qudits initially
prepared in the state |0⟩⊗L, as illustrated in Fig. 1
(a). At each discrete time step, a layer of random two-
qudit unitary gates arranged in a brick-wall structure
is applied. The projective measurements and quantum
channels that characterize the quantum noises act on
each qudit with probability pm and q = p/Lα respec-
tively. To quantify the entanglement for the final mixed
state [72, 73], we calculate the logarithmic entanglement
negativity [74–83] between the left (A) and right (B) half
chain of the final state

EN = log ||ρTB ||1, (1)

where ρTB is the partial transpose of ρ in subsystem B
and || · ||1 is the trace norm. We also calculate the mutual
information

IA:B = SA + SB − SAB , (2)

where S is the entanglement entropy. Mutual informa-
tion gives qualitatively similar scaling to EN and provides
a more intuitive understanding within the framework of
the statistical model.

The setup for noise-induced coding transition is simi-
lar. The main difference is that one qudit of the system is
maximally entangled with a reference qudit to encode one
qudit quantum information into the system, as shown in
Fig. 1 (b). The choice of the qudit is arbitrary due to the
periodic boundary conditions. To quantify the informa-
tion remained in the system in the presence of quantum
noises with size-dependent probabilities, we measure the
mutual information IAB:R = SAB+SR−SAB∪R between
the system and the reference qudit. To compare the re-
sults of the entanglement phase transition and the coding
transition, we set their evolution times T to be equal.

Statistical model.— Here, we present the analytical un-
derstanding of these noise-induced phase transitions and
the theoretical predictions of the critical behaviors. We
focus on the discussions of mutual information for sim-
plicity. Please refer to Refs. [55, 56] for more details of

(a)

(c)

(b)

FIG. 1. Circuit setups with 6 qudits for (a) entanglement
phase transition and (b) coding transition. The red and
green circles represent the quantum channels and projective
measurements, respectively. In (b), a qudit is maximally en-
tangled with a reference qudit to encode one qudit informa-
tion. (c) Phase diagram of entanglement phase transition with
T = 4L. Red stars represent the critical points identified from
numerical results. The solid (dashed) curve denotes the noise
(measurement)-induced phase transition.

the effective statistical model and the perspective of log-
arithmic entanglement negativity.

Via a mapping from the hybrid quantum circuit to
an effective statistical model by averaging over the Haar
random two-qudit unitary gates, the entanglement en-
tropy can be obtained from the free energy of a classical
ferromagnetic spin model with particular top boundary
conditions [55, 56]. The random space-time locations of
projective measurements and quantum noises remain as
quenched disorders on top of the spin model. In the large
d limit, the free energy and thus the entanglement en-
tropy of the hybrid circuits are determined by the domi-
nant spin configuration with the largest weight.

In the classical spin model corresponding to SAB , the
top boundary condition is fixed to C while the quan-
tum noises act as magnetic fields pinning the classical
spins in the I direction. The weight of the spin configu-
ration where all spins are fixed to C as shown in Fig. 2
(a) is d−|C|qLT , where |C| represents the unit energy and
qLT is the average number of quantum noises. Therefore,
the free energy of this spin configuration is proportional
to qLT . However, this spin configuration is not favored
compared to the spin configuration with a domain wall
between the top and bottom boundaries as shown in Fig.
2 (b) when the scaling exponent of the quantum noises
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is α = 0.0. The free energy of the latter spin configu-
ration with a domain wall when 0 < pm < pcm can be
obtained using the KPZ theory with the leading order
proportional to the domain wall length as s0L. There-
fore, when the scaling exponent is α = 1.0, there is a
competition between these two spin configurations. It is
worth noting that a spin configuration with a domain wall
is always favored for the classical spin model correspond-
ing to SA(B) due to the fixed top boundary conditions
and thus the leading term of free energy of SA + SB is
s0L. When the probability p < s0L/T , the spin con-
figuration with all spins fixed to C is dominant and the
mutual information is proportional to (s0−p)L, following
a volume law. On the other hand, when the probability
p > s0L/T , the leading terms cancel out and the mutual
information is determined by the boundary term of the
entanglement entropy, which follows a power law, specif-
ically IA:B ∼ (L/p)1/3 [55, 56].

Notably, this is a first-order phase transition arising
from the competition of different spin configurations.
Furthermore, the spin configuration with all spins fixed
to C always dominates with the scaling exponent α > 1.0
(volume-law entanglement), while the spin configuration
with the creation of a domain wall is always favored with
the scaling exponent α < 1.0 (power-law entanglement).
Therefore, this noise-induced phase transition only oc-
curs with scaling exponent α = 1.0. Though with the
same exponent α = 1, it is worth noting that the bound-
ary quantum noise is relevant for the power law phase,
and no phase transition between the volume law phase
and the power law phase [57].

Next, we consider the noise-induced coding transition.
In addition to the particular top boundary conditions
discussed above, the spin at the bottom corresponding
to the Bell pair is fixed by the top boundary conditions
of the reference qubit: I, C, C for SAB , SR and SAB∪R,
respectively, see Fig. 2 (c) and (d). SR remains constant
because the dominant spin configuration is that all spins
are I, regardless of the probability of quantum noises.
Therefore, the free energy is determined by the defect
created at the bottom due to the Bell pair. However, for
SAB and SAB∪R, there is also a competition between the
spin configuration with all spins fixed to C and the spin
configuration with a domain wall between the top and
bottom boundaries, as shown in Fig. 2 (c) and (d). As
a result, a noise-induced coding transition occurs, and it
should have the same critical probability and exponent as
the entanglement phase transition from the perspective
of the effective statistical model. In other words, the two
phase transitions are unified via the lens of the effective
statistical model.

Numerical results.— To validate our theoretical pre-
dictions, we conduct extensive simulations of large-scale
stabilizer circuits where random Clifford two-qubit uni-
tary gates form a unitary 3-design [84, 85] and thus give
qualitatively similar entanglement behaviors as the Haar

(a) (b)

(c) (d)

FIG. 2. The spin configurations of the effective statistical
model. (a)(b) show the two competing spin configurations
for SAB in the entanglement phase transition. The effective
length scale of the domain wall shown in (b) is determined
by the average distance between adjacent quantum noises.
In the presence of projective measurements, the domain wall
will fluctuate away from its original path. (c)(d) show the two
competing spin configurations in the coding transition. The
spin corresponding to the Bell pair is denoted as R and is fixed
to I and C for SAB and SAB∪R respectively. N represents
quantum noise and other quantum noises in the bulk are not
shown here.

random gates. To model the quantum noise, we employed
the reset channel defined as follows

Ri(ρ) = tri(ρ)⊗ |0⟩⟨0|i. (3)

We note that the conclusions are independent of the
choice of the quantum channels [56].

We set the scaling exponent of quantum noises α = 1.0
and the probability of measurements pm < pcm. The
numerical results of logarithmic entanglement negativity
EN and mutual information IA:B in the presence of pro-
jective measurements with a fixed probability pm = 0.2
and quantum noises with varying probabilities are shown
in Fig. 3 (a) and (b). The y-axis represents the rescaled
entanglement within the system, denoted as EN/L1/3 or
IA:B/L

1/3. In the power-law entanglement phase with
large probabilities of quantum noises, the data obtained
from different system sizes should collapse onto a single
curve. Conversely, in the volume entanglement phase,
the rescaled entanglement should increase as the system
size increases. We observe a crossing point at a criti-
cal probability, pc, indicating the noise-induced entangle-
ment phase transition. To determine this critical proba-
bility, we employ data collapse with a scaling function

S(p, L)/L1/3 = F
Ä
(p− pc)L

1/ν
ä
, (4)

where S represents EN or IA:B , ν is the critical expo-
nent that is fixed to 2.0 arising from the randomness of
quantum noises [65]. The data collapse is shown in the
insets of Fig. 3. Similarly, we show the IA:B ∼ (L/p)1/3

scaling as illustrated in Fig. 3 (c) and (d). Therefore,
we have demonstrated the noise-induced entanglement
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FIG. 3. The probability of reset channel is q = p/L and the
probability of projective measurement is pm = 0.2. We set
T = 4L. (a) shows the rescaled mutual information within
the system IA:B/L

1/3 vs noise probability p; (b) shows the
rescaled logarithmic entanglement negativity within the sys-
tem EN/L1/3 vs noise probability p. There is a noise-induced
entanglement phase transition from a volume law phase to a
power law phase with the increase of noise probability p. The
insets show the data collapse with pc = 0.0593 and ν = 2.0.
(c)(d) show the fitting of the mutual information. The ob-
tained power is very close to the theoretical predictions, show-
ing that IA:B ∼ (L/p)1/3 in this noise-induced power law en-
tanglement phase.

phase transition from a volume-law phase to a power-law
phase numerically. Additional numerical results can be
found in the Supplemental Material (SM) [86]. In the
absence of projective measurements, there is an area-law
entanglement phase instead of a power-law entanglement
phase when the probability of quantum noise is large [86].

Next, we numerically investigate the noise-induced
coding transition with the setup shown in Fig. 1 (b).
The numerical results of mutual information IAB:R be-
tween the system and the reference qubit are shown in
Fig. 4 (a). When the quantum noises are sparse with
a small probability, the encoded quantum information
can be perfectly protected in the thermodynamic limit,
i.e., IAB:R = 2.0. We note that the information is par-
tially protected when the boundary noise probability is
below the critical point, and a pre-scrambling process is
necessary for perfect information protection [65]. Fur-
thermore, in contrast to the setup shown in Fig. 1 (b),
where the numerical results for finite d match well with
the theoretical analysis from large d limit, when quantum
noises occur at the spatial boundary and T/L < 1, the
coding transition exists with finite d while it is absent in
the large d limit due to the entropy contribution. The
detailed discussions of the qualitative distinctions in the
schematic phase diagram between these two setups can
be found in the SM [86]. When p is large, the information
is destroyed, and the mutual information IAB:R = 0.0.
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FIG. 4. (a) shows the noise-induced coding transition in the
presence of quantum noises with scaling exponent α = 1.0.
The probability of projective measurement is pm = 0.2 and
we set T = 4L. The inset shows the data collapse with
critical probability pc = 0.0543(73) and critical exponent
ν = 2.052(556) which are consistent with those of noise-
induced entanglement phase transition. (b) shows the mu-
tual information IAB:R with scaling exponent α = 0.8 and (c)
shows the mutual information IAB:R with scaling exponent
α = 1.2. The noise-induced phase transitions disappear when
scaling exponent α ̸= 1.0.

The inset of Fig. 4 (a) shows the data collapse, and
we relax the constraint of the critical exponent. The
obtained critical probability and exponent are consistent
with those obtained from the noise-induced entanglement
phase transition. See more numerical results in SM [86].

Furthermore, as discussed above, the scaling exponent
α = 1.0 is crucial for these noise-induced phase transi-
tions. Here, we show the numerical results of mutual
information IAB:R with scaling exponents α = 0.8 and
α = 1.2 as shown in Fig. 4 (b) and (c) respectively.
The encoded information will always be destroyed in
the presence of quantum noises with scaling exponent
α < 1.0 while the information will be perfectly protected
in the presence of quantum noises with scaling exponent
α > 1.0, in the thermodynamic limit.

Conclusions and discussion.— We have investigated
the noise-induced entanglement phase transition and cod-
ing transition in the presence of quantum noises with
scaling exponent α = 1.0. Theoretical analysis reveals
that these phase transitions can be understood by the
competition between different spin configurations within
an effective statistical model. Through numerical simula-
tions, we have identified these noise-induced phase tran-
sitions and critical behaviors. We have generalized the
framework of MIPTs to the cases with quantum noises as
shown in Fig. 1. Additionally, the influence of the scaling
exponents has also been discussed. Moreover, we inves-
tigated the (L/p)1/2 timescale of information protection
of the steady states, to further validate our theoretical
analysis [56, 86].

Furthermore, we note that the noise-induced entan-
glement or coding transitions have a slightly different
statistical model picture compared to the noise-induced
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computational complexity transition in random circuit
sampling [58–60]. In the latter case, there is no need to
introduce replicas, and the critical probability pc is inde-
pendent of the choice of the ratio L/T which is analyti-
cally predicted as pc ≈ 1. However, for noise-induced en-
tanglement or coding transitions discussed in this Letter,
pc ∼ L/T . If L/T → 0, these noise-induced phase transi-
tions vanish, which is consistent with the fact that the en-
coded information is ultimately destroyed in the presence
of quantum noises. To demonstrate these differences, we
have conducted simulations to investigate noise-induced
computational complexity transition in Clifford circuits.
The obtained critical probability pc is close to the the-
oretical prediction 1.0 [60] and the critical exponent is
ν ≈ 1.0. See more numerical results and discussions in
the SM [86].
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I. DISTINCTION BETWEEN BULK QUANTUM NOISES AND BOUNDARY QUANTUM NOISES IN
THE ENCODING TRANSITION

In this section, we clarify the differences between the setup discussed in the main text with bulk quantum noises and
the setup investigated in Ref. [65] with boundary quantum noises. The space-time distributions of quantum noises
result in qualitative differences in information protection and the schematic phase diagram of the coding transition.

Firstly, we analyze the competition between different spin configurations in the large d limit to provide analytical
predictions of the coding transition with quantum noises on the left boundary. Since SR remains constant, we only
consider the classical spin models corresponding to SAB and SAB∪R. One possible spin configuration is that all
spins are fixed to C (see Fig. S1 (a) and (d)) resulting in a free energy (on average) of (qT + 1)|C| and qT |C| for
SAB and SAB∪R respectively. Consequently, the mutual information between the system and the reference qudit is
IAB:R = 2 log(d), indicating that the encoded information is protected. On the other hand, when T/L < 1, another
spin configuration is to create a domain wall that starts from the left boundary at time t0 and is annihilated at the
bottom such that the Bell pair lives in the domain I and the mutual information is zero. Thus, the quantum noises
between 0 and t0 reside in the domain C and other quantum noises reside in the domain I, as shown in Fig. S1
(b). The free energy of this spin configuration is (qt0 + (T − t0))|C|, which is larger than that of the former spin
configuration. Therefore, the boundary noise-induced coding transition is absent in the large d limit. We note that
the path of the domain wall with fixed t0 is not unique (see Fig. S1 (b)) and thus there is an entropy contribution
to the free energy at finite temperature, i.e., finite d. Consequently, the boundary noise-induced coding transition
with critical point qc = 1 − O(d−2) occurs where the information is partially protected below the critical point [65].
When T/L > 1, another spin configuration is to create a domain wall that starts from the left-top corner and is
annihilated by the right boundary with free energy L|C|. The competition between this spin configuration and the
spin configuration with all spins fixed to C results in the first-order coding transition with critical point qc ∼ L/T .
The schematic phase diagrams with infinite d and finite d are depicted in Fig. S2 (a) and (b) respectively. The
presence of the pre-scrambling process [65] will not change the argument above in the large d limit.

For the setup considered in the main text, when the scaling exponent of quantum noise is α = 1.0, i.e., q = p/L,
the free energy (on average) of the spin configuration with all spins fixed to C is (pT + 1)|C| and pT |C| for SAB and
SAB∪R respectively. However, the free energy of the spin configuration with a domain wall is O(L|C|) which does not
depend on Tscr and ratio T/L. Consequently, even when T/L < 1.0, the noise-induced coding transition always exists
and is independent of whether there is a pre-scrambling process. Moreover, below the critical point pc ∼ L/T , the
information is perfectly protected even Tscr = 0. The numerical results are shown in Fig. S3. Furthermore, because
of the unitary constraint, the dominant domain wall configuration is unique and large d limit analytical results can
relate to the finite d numerical results. The schematic phase diagrams with infinite d and finite d are shown in Fig.
S2 (c) and (d) respectively.
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(a) (b)
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scr

FIG. S1. (a) and (d) show the spin configurations with all spins fixed to C with T/L < 1 and T/L > 1 respectively. (b) and (e)
show the spin configurations with a domain wall. In (b), the black line shows another possible path for the domain wall with
the same t0. (c) and (f) show the domain wall configuration with quantum noises in the bulk without and with the scrambling
process respectively.

-2
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FIG. S2. Schematic phase diagrams for coding transition without pre-scrambling process. (a) left-boundary noises and d = ∞;
(b) left-boundary noises and d = 2 [65]. (c) bulk noises and d = ∞; (d) bulk noises and d = 2. In the presence of bulk quantum
noises, the schematic phase diagrams are the same for d = 2 and d = ∞. The red line represents a first-order transition while
the blue line represents a continuous phase transition.

II. NOISE-INDUCED ENTANGLEMENT PHASE TRANSITION

In this section, we present additional numerical results of the noise-induced entanglement phase transition. The
numerical results for the mutual information and logarithmic entanglement negativity with fixed probability of mea-
surements pm = 0.1 and T/L = 4 are shown in Fig. S5. In the absence of projective measurements, the noise-induced
entanglement phase transition still occurs. However, when the probability of noise p exceeds the critical value pc, the
entanglement within the system follows an area law, as illustrated in Fig. S6 and Fig. S8 (a). As discussed in the
main text and the last section and shown in Fig. S3, the critical probability of noises will decrease with the ratio L/T
decreases. Besides the phase diagram of entanglement phase transition with T/L = 4 in the main text, we also show
a schematic phase diagram with varying ratio L/T in Fig. S4. In the limit L/T → 0, the noise-induced entanglement
phase transition disappears, and the entanglement always obeys power law (area law) in the presence (absence) of
projective measurements. From the perspective of coding transition, it is consistent with the fact that the encoded
information is ultimately destroyed by the quantum noises.

Moreover, to validate our analytical understanding, we also investigate the timescale of information protection for
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FIG. S3. The probability of reset channels is q = p/L and the probability pf measurements is pm = 0. Tscr = 0 in the left
panel and Tscr = L in the right panel. (a-b), (c-d), and (e-f) show the mutual information IAB:R with T/L = 1/4, 1/2, 1
respectively. Insets show the data collapse with pc = L/T and ν = 2.0.
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FIG. S4. Schematic phase diagram: pc decreases with the ratio L/T decreases.

the steady states in this noise-induced power or area law entanglement phase. As discussed in our previous work [56],
this timescale is q−1/2, i.e., (L/p)1/2 when p is much larger than pc and can be understood as the analogy of the
Hayden-Preskill protocol for black holes [87] in noisy hybrid quantum circuits. Consequently, the dynamics of mutual
information IAB:R can be collapsed with rescaled time t/(L/p)1/2. The numerical results with pm = 0.2 and pm = 0.0
are shown in Fig. S7 and Fig. S8 (b) respectively.
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FIG. S5. The probability of reset channels is q = p/L and the probability of measurements is pm = 0.1. We set T = 4L. (a)
shows the rescaled mutual information within the system IA:B/L

1/3 vs noise probability p; (b) shows the rescaled logarithmic
entanglement negativity within the system EN/L1/3 vs noise probability p. The insets show the data collapse with pc = 0.123
and ν = 2.0
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FIG. S6. The probability of reset channels is q = p/L and the probability of measurements is pm = 0.0. We set T = 4L. (a)
shows the rescaled mutual information within the system IA:B/L

1/3 vs noise probability p; (b) shows the rescaled logarithmic
entanglement negativity within the system EN/L1/3 vs noise probability p. The insets show the data collapse with pc = 0.252
and ν = 2.0.

III. MEASURMENT-INDUCED ENTANGLEMENT PHASE TRANSITION IN THE PRESENCE OF
QUANTUM NOISES

In the section, we show more numerical results of measurement-induced entanglement phase transition in the
presence of quantum noises with scaling exponent α = 1.0. As shown in Fig. S9, there is a measurement-induced
entanglement phase transition from power law to area law with the increases of measurement probabilities. The critical
probability of measurements pcm and critical exponent νm are consistent with those in MIPTs without quantum noises.
We note that in the presence of quantum noises at spatial boundaries, the critical probability is also the same as that
without quantum noises but the critical exponent changes which may be caused by the limited system sizes [57].

IV. NOISE-INDUCED CODING TRANSITION

In this section, we present additional numerical results of the noise-induced coding transition. The numerical results
of mutual information IAB:R between the system (AB) and the reference qubit R with measurement probabilities
pm = 0.1 and pm = 0.0 are shown in Fig. S10 and Fig. S11 respectively. The critical exponent ν is close to 2.0 and
the critical probability pc increases as the probability of measurements decreases.

V. NOISE-INDUCED COMPLEXITY TRANSITION IN RANDOM CIRCUIT SAMPLING

In addition to the noise-induced entanglement and coding transitions, there is also a noise-induced computational
complexity transition in random circuit sampling [58–60]. When the quantum noise is strong, the wavefunction of
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FIG. S7. The probability of reset channels is q = p/L and the probability of measurements is pm = 0.2. The dynamics of
mutual information IAB:R can be collapsed with rescaled time t/(L/p)1/2.
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FIG. S8. The probability of reset channels is q = p/L and the probability of measurements is pm = 0.0. (a) shows the mutual
information IA:B of the steady states vs system size L with the probability of noise p > pc. The entanglement within the
system obeys area law. (b) shows the dynamics of mutual information IAB:R vs rescaled time t/(L/p)1/2.

the system can be approximately represented by multiple uncorrelated subsystems. This makes the quantum system
vulnerable to spoofing by classical algorithms that only represent a part of the system. However, when the quantum
noise is sufficiently weak, correlations span the entire system restoring its computational complexity. We demonstrate
this transition numerically by the crossing of the ratio of the fidelity and the linear cross-entropy benchmarking (XEB).
The noise-induced computational complexity transition is illustrated in Fig. S12 with noise probability q = p/L. When
α ̸= 1.0, this complexity transition also disappears, see Fig. S13 for more details.
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FIG. S9. The probability of reset channels is q = 0.252/L and T = 4L. (a) IA:B vs pm. Inset shows the data collapse with
pm = 0.3 and νm = 1.3. (b) IA:B vs L1/3. As the measurement probability increases, there is an entanglement phase transition
from power law to area law.
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FIG. S10. The probability of reset channels is q = p/L and the probability of measurements is pm = 0.1. We set Tscr = T and
T = 4L. Inset shows the data collapse with pc = 0.115(6) and ν = 2.241(487).
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FIG. S11. The probability of reset channels is q = p/L and the probability of measurements is pm = 0.0. We set Tscr = T abd
T = 4L. Inset shows the data collapse with pc = 0.251(2) and ν = 2.280(356).
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FIG. S12. The probability of quantum noises is q = p/L. The ratio of the fidelity and XEB vs noise probability p. There is a
noise-induced complexity transition. The inset shows the data collapse with pc ≈ 0.96 and ν ≈ 1.
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FIG. S13. Similar to cases of noise-induced entanglement and coding transitions, the complexity transition only exists with
α = 1.0. (a)(b) show the ratio of the fidelity and XEB vs noise probability p with scaling exponents α = 0.5 and α = 1.5.
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