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The transfer of quantum information between many-qubit states is a subject of fundamental
importance in quantum science and technology. We consider entanglement swapping in critical
quantum spin chains, where the entanglement between the two chains is induced solely by the Bell-
state measurements. We employ a boundary conformal field theory (CFT) approach and describe
the measurements as conformal boundary conditions in the replicated field theory. We show that
the swapped entanglement exhibits a logarithmic scaling, whose coefficient takes a universal value
determined by the scaling dimension of the boundary condition changing operator. We apply our
framework to the critical spin- 1

2
XXZ chain and determine the universal coefficient by the boundary

CFT analysis. We also numerically verify these results by the tensor-network calculations. Possible
experimental relevance to Rydberg atom arrays is briefly discussed.

Quantum information transfer and teleportation are
central themes in quantum science and technology [1, 2].
One of the key concepts there is entanglement swapping,
a process that entangles two systems solely by quantum
measurements [3–14]. After two decades from its first
realization [15], recent advances [16–20] have now enabled
quantum information transfer over distances exceeding
1000 km with high fidelity [21, 22], showing great promise
for realizing quantum cryptography [23] and quantum
networks [24–27].

Transfer of quantum information has also been an
intriguing theoretical subject, dating back to the pio-
neering works on the Bell inequality [28] and the Lieb-
Robinson bound [29]. An early study [4] has high-
lighted the possible advantage of entanglement swap-
ping in multiparticle setups, and subsequent studies
have explored the potential of using many-body sys-
tems for quantum information transfer [30–34]. From
a broader perspective, previous studies have revealed
various aspects of many-body states subject to mea-
surement backaction; examples include measurement-
induced phase transitions in quantum circuits [35–44] and
monitored fermions/bosons [45–58], long-range entangled
state preparation [59–65], measurement-enhanced entan-
glement [66–69], and critical states under measurements
or decoherence [70–87]. In particular, it has been demon-
strated in Refs. [79–87] that the effects of measurements
on critical spin chains can be described by using the
boundary conformal field theory (CFT) approach [88–
92].

Despite these remarkable developments, our under-
standing of how measurements enable quantum informa-
tion transfer between many-body states is still in its in-
fancy. Quantum critical states are particularly interest-
ing in this context since they possess large entanglement

originating from long-range correlations [93]. Motivated
by this, we consider entanglement swapping in critical
quantum spin chains. There, the entanglement between
the chains occurs without direct interactions but with
measurements, and a number of fundamental questions
arise. Does the swapped entanglement exhibit universal-
ity, and if yes, in what sense? How does it depend on
the number of measured qubits? These questions are di-
rectly relevant to recent experiments realizing measure-
ment and control of many-body systems at the single-
quantum level [94–97]. While the related questions have
been recently addressed in Refs. [33, 66], theoretical un-
derstandings of quantum information transfer between
critical chains induced solely by measurements are still
lacking.

To address the above questions, we utilize a bound-
ary CFT description and show that the swapped entan-
glement exhibits the universal logarithmic scaling as a
function of the number of measured qubits. We point
out that the Bell-state measurements can impose certain
conformal boundary conditions on the time slice of the

FIG. 1. Schematic illustration of the setup. The initial state
is a pair of independent identical critical ground states. The
Bell-state measurements are performed on l qubit pairs, ren-
dering the unmeasured parts A and A′ entangled.
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replicated CFT, leading to the universal coefficient deter-
mined by the scaling dimension of the boundary condi-
tion changing operator (BCCO). As a concrete example,
we study the critical spin- 12 XXZ chain described by the
Tomonaga-Luttinger liquid (TLL) [98, 99] and determine
the universal coefficient by the boundary CFT analysis.
We numerically verify the field-theoretical results using
the tensor-network calculations and discuss possible ex-
perimental relevance to Rydberg atom arrays.

Entanglement swapping in critical spin chains.— We
consider two initially separable critical spin chains
under periodic boundary conditions. Each of the
chains consists of L qubits labeled by j, j′∈{1, 2, . . ., L}
and is initially in the same critical ground state
|Ψ0⟩. The entanglement swapping is achieved by
performing the interchain Bell-state measurements
(Fig. 1). Namely, two qubits across the initially
independent chains are measured in the Bell basis,
|Bellb1b2⟩=( |0b1⟩+(−1)b2 |1b1⟩)/

√
2, which is labeled by

the four binary numbers b1b2 ∈{0, 1}⊗2. The projec-
tion operator on the Bell basis in qubits j, j′ is denoted
by P b1b2

jj′ =|Bellb1b2jj′ ⟩⟨Bellb1b2jj′ |. After obtaining measure-

ment outcomes m⃗=(m1,m2, . . . ,ml) (mj ∈{0, 1}⊗2
),

the post-measurement state becomes

|Ψm⃗⟩ = P m⃗ |Ψ0⟩⊗ |Ψ0⟩√
pm⃗

=

[
l⊗

j=j′=1

|Bellmj

jj′ ⟩

]
⊗ |Ψm⃗

AA′⟩ ,

(1)

where P m⃗ =
∏l

j=j′=1 P
mj

jj′ is the projection operator cor-

responding to the outcome m⃗, pm⃗ = ∥P m⃗ |Ψ0⟩⊗ |Ψ0⟩ ∥2
is the Born probability, and the unmeasured region in
each chain is denoted by A,A′, respectively (cf. Fig. 1).
The second expression in Eq. (1) follows from the fact
that the projective measurements separate the measured
qubits from the rest, rendering the unmeasured part a
pure state

∣∣Ψm⃗
AA′

〉
.

The key point is that the post-measurement state∣∣Ψm⃗
AA′

〉
now possesses the interchain entanglement be-

tween A and A′, which is generated solely by the
measurement. This measurement-induced entanglement,
which we refer to as the swapped entanglement, can be
quantified by the following entanglement entropy (EE),

Sm⃗
A = −Tr

[
ρm⃗A ln ρm⃗A

]
, (2)

where ρm⃗A = TrA′ [ |Ψm⃗
AA′⟩⟨Ψm⃗

AA′ |] is the reduced density
matrix on A. For the sake of later convenience, we
write Sm⃗

A =Sµ⃗
A in the case of uniform measurement out-

comes where the outcomes for all the pairs coincide, i.e.,
m⃗= µ⃗=(µ, . . . , µ) (µ∈{0, 1}⊗2). While Sm⃗

A describes
the entanglement properties specific to a measurement
outcome m⃗, we will also analyze the following averaged
EE as a quantity representing the typical behavior of the
swapped entanglement:

SA =
∑
m⃗

pm⃗Sm⃗
A . (3)

(a) (b)

(c)

FIG. 2. (a) Path-integral representation of Zn(A). A bound-
ary condition µ⃗ is imposed on the n-sheeted Riemann sur-
face in 0≤x≤ l, and branch points are located at x= l, L.
(b) Cylinder geometry under the periodic boundary condi-
tions with the uniform measurement outcomes µ⃗. (c) In gen-
eral, there exist multiple domains µ⃗i∈{1,2,...} where the out-
comes are uniform.

General field-theoretical approach.— The universality
in the swapped entanglement can be understood by de-
veloping the CFT approach to the present problem. To
this end, we employ the Euclidean path-integral rep-
resentation and express the two spin chains by a two-
component (1+1)-dimensional field ϕ=(ϕ, ϕ′). The Eu-
clidean action S[ϕ] in the bulk is simply the sum of CFT
for each field. Meanwhile, the effects of measurements
can be described as the boundary interaction between
the two fields ϕ and ϕ′ [79], which, in the infrared limit,
can lead to certain boundary conditions imposed on the
fields. To analyze the swapped EE, we use the replica
trick [100–104] and evaluate the EE by taking n→1 in
−∂n Tr

[
(ρm⃗A )n

]
. To calculate the latter quantity, we need

to replicate the field n-times and sew them in region A,
while the boundary conditions due to the measurement
should be imposed on the spatial region in 0 ≤ x ≤ l; we
here set the lattice constant to be a=1.
For the sake of simplicity, we shall first consider Sµ⃗

A,
the swapped EE in the case of the uniform outcomes.
With proper normalization, the path integral of the cor-
responding replicated CFT reads (see Fig. 2 (a))

Tr
[
(ρµ⃗A)

n
]
=

Zn(A)

Zn
≡

∫
µ⃗,T

Dϕ⃗ e−
∑n

k=1 S[ϕ(k)](∫
µ⃗
Dϕ⃗ e−S[ϕ]

)n . (4)

Here, Dϕ⃗ = Dϕ(1) · · · Dϕ(n) is the measure of the
path integral for replicated fields ϕ(k) (k∈{1, 2, . . ., n}).
The boundary conditions are denoted by µ⃗ and T,
which correspond to the following conditions on the two-
dimensional sheet (x, τ) ∈ [0, L]×[0, β]:

µ⃗ : ϕ(k)(x, 0) = ϕ(k)(x, β) = ϕµ⃗(x) (0 ≤ x ≤ l), (5)

T :

{
ϕ
(k)
1 (x, β) = ϕ

(k)
1 (x, 0) (l < x ≤ L)

ϕ
(k)
2 (x, β) = ϕ

(k+1)
2 (x, 0) (l < x ≤ L)

. (6)

Here, ϕµ⃗(x) is the field configuration that corresponds to
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the low-energy description of the product of Bell states⊗l
j=j′=1 |Bell

µ
jj′⟩.

In general, a boundary of a CFT in the infrared limit
is described by a conformally invariant boundary con-
dition which is determined by the boundary condition
imposed at the microscopic scale. When two neighbor-
ing segments of the boundary are subject to conformally
invariant boundary conditions, we can interpret it as an
insertion of BCCO at the point separating the two seg-
ments. In the present case, Zn(A) and Z have the BC-
COs from µ⃗ to T and µ⃗ to F at x = l, respectively. Here,
F represents the free boundary conditions. Thus, if the
boundary condition µ⃗ is conformally invariant, the parti-
tion functions can be expressed as two-point correlation
functions of the BCCOs,

Zn(A)=
〈
BT|µ⃗(l)Bµ⃗|T(0)

〉
n
, Z=

〈
BF|µ⃗(l)Bµ⃗|F(0)

〉
1
,
(7)

where ⟨· · ·⟩n denotes an expectation value with respect
to the n replicated fields, and Bb|a(x) is the BCCO that
changes the boundary condition from a to b at point x.
Since two-point correlation functions in CFT can

be determined from the scaling dimensions of the
operators, we have ⟨BT|µ⃗(l)Bµ⃗|T(0)⟩n = l−2∆T|µ⃗ and

⟨BF|µ⃗(l)Bµ⃗|F(0)⟩1 = l−2∆F|µ⃗ , where ∆b|a denotes the
scaling dimension of Bb|a(x). More precisely, in the cylin-
der geometry considered here, the interval l should be
replaced by the chord length lc =(L/π) sin(πl/L). Con-

sequently, the swapped entanglement Sµ⃗
A obeys the loga-

rithmic scaling

Sµ⃗
A = − lim

n→1

∂

∂n

Zn(A)

Zn
∼ cµ⃗ ln

[
L

π
sin

(
πl

L

)]
. (8)

Here, we introduce the universal coefficient,

cµ⃗ = lim
n→1

2(∆T|µ⃗ − n∆F|µ⃗)

n− 1
, (9)

which is determined by the scaling dimensions of the BC-
COs.

The above argument can be extended to the case of
a general measurement outcome m⃗. Let xi denote the
boundary condition changing points for m⃗. Suppose that
the domains between those points, where the outcomes
are the same, extend over the regions longer than the lat-
tice constant so that the continuum description remains
valid. The path-integral representation of Sm⃗

A can then
be obtained as a multipoint correlation function of the
BCCOs as follows (Fig. 2 (c)):

Tr
[
(ρm⃗A )n

]
=

⟨
∏

i Bbi+1|bi(xi)⟩n
⟨
∏

i Bai+1|ai
(xi)⟩n1

. (10)

Here, bi is either the sewing condition (T) or a boundary
condition induced by any of the Bell bases (µ⃗), and ai is
the same as in bi except that T should be replaced by F.

We may also express the averaged swapped EE SA by
employing the replica trick. To see this, we introduce the
unnormalized density matrices ρ̃m⃗= pm⃗ |Ψm⃗⟩⟨Ψm⃗| and
ρ̃m⃗A= pm⃗ρm⃗A . The averaged one then reads

SA = lim
n→1
s→0

∑
m⃗

Tr
[
ρ̃m⃗

]
Tr

[
(ρ̃m⃗A )n

]s − Tr
[
ρ̃m⃗

]ns+1

s(1− n)
. (11)

This expression corresponds to a path integral of ns+1
replicas with certain boundary interactions. When the
boundary conditions are conformally invariant, the aver-
aged swapped EE SA also obeys the universal logarithmic
scaling as demonstrated below.
Entanglement swapping in critical XXZ chains.— As

a concrete example, we consider the entanglement swap-
ping in the two copies of the spin- 12 critical XXZ chain,

H =

L∑
j=1

(σx
j σ

x
j+1 + σy

j σ
y
j+1 +∆σz

jσ
z
j+1), ∆ ∈ (−1, 1],

(12)
whose effective field theory is given by a c=1 CFT
with the TLL parameter K =π/(2π− 2 cos−1 ∆) [105].
We recall that the TLL is described by a boson
field ϕ and its dual θ, which are compactified as
ϕ∼ϕ+πn, θ∼ θ+2πm (n,m∈Z). These fields can be
related to the j-th qubit σα

j (α=x, y, z) by

σz
j ≃ 2

π
∂xϕ+

(−1)j

πγ
cos(2ϕ), (13)

σx
j ± iσy

j ≃ e±iθ

√
πγ

[
(−1)j + cos(2ϕ)

]
, (14)

where γ is a nonuniversal constant of order unity. The
bosonic fields corresponding to each of the two chains are
denoted by ϕ, ϕ′, respectively, and we write their duals
as θ, θ′.
To determine the universal coefficient cµ⃗ in Eq. (8),

we first need to identify the conformal boundary condi-
tions induced by the measurement operator P µ⃗. Using
the path-integral representation and the bosonization re-
lation, we can represent the Bell-state measurement as
a boundary perturbation P µ⃗ = e−δS with the boundary
action δS being given by

δS = − lim
g→∞

g

∫ l

0

dx

∫ β

0

dτδ(τ)
[
(−1)b2 cos θb1

+ (−1)b1
cos(2ϕ+) + cos(2ϕ−)

2πγ

]
, (15)

where ϕ± =ϕ ± ϕ′, θ± = θ ± θ′, and θb1=0/1 repre-
sents θ+/−, respectively. The resulting boundary con-
dition is the configuration that minimizes δS. Con-
sequently, there are four possible boundary condi-
tions depending on the measurement outcomes, where
the boson fields are locked at the boundary such
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FIG. 3. (a,b,c) Numerical results of Sµ⃗
A at different ∆ plotted

as a function of l/L. Markers are changed for l even and
odd. The black curves are obtained by fitting the results to
Eq. (17). The fitting parameters at ∆=0.75, 0.0, and −0.25
are (cµ⃗, c1, c2) = (0.165,−0.44, 0.05), (0.168,−0.24, 0.12), and
(0.170,−0.15, 0.13), respectively. (d) The universal coefficient
cµ⃗ plotted against K. Error bars indicate variations when the
region used for the fitting is varied.

that (ϕ−, θ+)=(0, 0), (ϕ−, θ+)=(0, π), (ϕ+, θ−)=(π/2, 0),
and (ϕ+, θ−)=(π/2, π) for µ=00, 01, 10, 11, respectively.
These mixed Dirichlet-Neumann conditions are known
to be conformally invariant [91]. We note that the con-
figuration corresponding to µ=10 (µ=11) has been also
known to represent the rung singlet∗ (rung singlet) phase
in the spin-12 XXZ ladder [106–109].

We next derive the scaling dimensions of the BCCOs
BT|µ⃗ and BF|µ⃗. For this purpose, we note that the scal-
ing dimension of Bb|a can be related to the ground-state
energy of the corresponding CFT on a strip geometry
where boundary conditions a and b are imposed on each
side [110] (see Supplemental Material (SM) [111] for de-
tails). This correspondence allows us to obtain

∆T|µ⃗ =
n

6
− 1

24n
, ∆F|µ⃗ =

1

8
. (16)

From Eq. (9), we thus have cµ⃗ =1/6 as the universal
coefficient in the entanglement swapping in TLLs.

To numerically test the above results, we perform ma-
trix product states (MPS) calculations of the entangle-
ment swapping in the XXZ chains. Since the swapped en-
tanglement Sµ⃗

A takes the same value for all four Bell bases
µ⃗ in the present case, it suffices to focus on a particular µ⃗
here. This is because the Bell bases relate to each other
by a qubit-wise unitary operator, and the initial state is
invariant under this unitary operation due to the global
Z2 symmetry. Figure 3 (a,b,c) verifies the predicted log-

arithmic scaling of Sµ⃗
A as a function of the number of

measured qubits l. Additionally, we observe an even-odd

FIG. 4. (a,b) Numerical results of the averaged swapped
entanglement SA at (a) ∆=0.75 and (b) ∆=−0.25. Fit-
ting curves are shown in the legend as a function of
lc=(L/π) sin(πl/L). Statistical errors are small enough com-
pared to the size of the markers.

oscillation depending on l. This parity effect is analogous
to what has been found in the entanglement entropy of
an XXZ chain with open boundary conditions [112–114],
indicating that the projective measurements effectively
create open ends in the chains. Following Refs. [112–
114], we consider the fitting function that includes this
oscillation term,

Sµ⃗
A=cµ⃗ ln

[
L

π
sin

(
πl

L

)]
+c1(c2+(−1)l)

[
L

π
sin

(
πl

L

)]−K

,

(17)
where c1, c2 are nonuniversal constants whose values are
provided in the caption of Fig. 3. Figure 3 (d) shows the
estimated value of the coefficient cµ⃗ at different K, which
confirms the predicted universal value cµ⃗ =1/6 within
the error bars. We note that the data points close to
the edges (l∼ 0, L) are not included in the fitting since
they substantially deviate from the logarithmic behav-
ior due to the short-distance effect. The error bars in
Fig. 3 (d) are mainly due to the fact that the estimated
values of cµ⃗ exhibit relatively large fluctuations depend-
ing on whether the number of those excluded data points
were even or odd.

We next numerically evaluate the averaged swapped
entanglement SA, where the ensemble average is taken
over all the possible measurement outcomes (see Eq. (3)).
Interestingly, as shown in Fig. 4, we find that SA again
exhibits the logarithmic scaling and the parity effect,
which are akin to what we find in the uniform outcome
cases above. In particular, the estimated value of the
coefficient in the logarithmic term (0.17) is close to that
of the uniform case cµ⃗ =1/6. These results suggest that
the measurement-induced boundary interactions in the
CFT of ns+1 replicas in Eq. (11) lead to certain confor-
mal boundary conditions, and the scaling dimension of
the corresponding BCCO should be the same as in the
uniform case (see SM [111] for further discussions).

Experimental accessibility.— Our consideration should
be relevant to current experiments. The key require-
ments for the entanglement swapping proposed in this
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paper are the preparation of the critical states, the
Bell-state measurements, and the evaluation of the EE.
All these techniques are within reach of current pro-
grammable quantum platforms [115, 116], such as Ry-
dberg atom arrays [94, 95]. We note that our setup does
not include mid-circuit measurements as in hybrid quan-
tum circuits [97], and the post-measurement state is pure.
Also, the signature of the universality in the swapped en-
tanglement is appreciable even in a small system with,
e.g., ten qubits. Thus, an experiment with brute-force
postselections and/or quantum state tomography might
be feasible. To circumvent the exponential overhead for
a larger number of qubits, it might be useful to em-
ploy recent suggestions of mutually unbiased bases quan-
tum state tomography [117], MPS tomography [118, 119],
machine-learning approaches [120, 121], classical shad-
ows technique [122, 123], and classical simulation-assisted
schemes [124, 125].

Conclusion.— We have shown that the swapped en-
tanglement in critical spin chains can exhibit the univer-
sal logarithmic behavior. We have provided a boundary
CFT prescription for calculating the universal coefficient
when the Bell-state measurement outcomes are uniform
(cf. Eqs. (8) and (9)). The field-theoretical results have
been confirmed in the case of critical XXZ chains through
numerical calculations (cf. Fig. 3). A similar universal be-
havior has been observed numerically when the ensemble
average is taken over all the measurement outcomes (cf.
Fig. 4).

There are several intriguing directions for future stud-
ies. First, it merits further study to understand entan-
glement swapping of critical states in a different univer-
sality class, such as the Ising criticality. Our initial anal-
ysis suggests that the universal logarithmic behavior can
also be found in the Ising class, while its full understand-
ing requires a further investigation (see SM [111] and
Refs. [126, 127]).

Secondly, it is of practical importance to identify what
would be the most efficient entanglement swapping pro-
tocol. One can, for instance, optimize a choice of the
type/number of the initial chains and/or the measure-
ment basis to maximize the amount of the swapped en-
tanglement. Our findings suggest that, among all the
possible measurements that lead to the conformal bound-
ary conditions, the one with the highest scaling dimen-
sion should be the optimal choice.

Lastly, it would be worthwhile to consider a possible
extension of our boundary CFT analysis to the prob-
lem of quantum state learning [128–131]. While there
have been significant advances in our understanding of
the effects of measurement backaction on critical states,
their implications from a perspective of the learnabil-
ity of quantum states is largely unexplored. Our ap-
proach allows for a quantitatively accurate characteriza-
tion of long-distance entanglement properties in a post-
measurement state, which might be useful also in this

context. We hope that our study stimulates further stud-
ies in these directions.
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Supplemental Material for “Entanglement swapping in critical spin chains”

SI. DERIVATION OF THE SCALING DIMENSIONS OF THE BCCOS

In this section, we derive the scaling dimensions of the BCCOs in the case of the entanglement swapping in the
XXZ chains (Eq. (16) in the main text). To this end, we first review the procedure to calculate the scaling dimension
of a BCCO. We then derive the logarithmic scaling of the entanglement entropy of a CFT from the viewpoint of the
boundary CFT. Finally, we extend this method to the present case to determine the universal coefficient cµ⃗ in the
main text.

A. The scaling dimension of a BCCO

We first review the procedure to calculate the scaling dimension of a BCCO [110]. Consider a BCCO Bb|a(x) which
changes the boundary condition from a to b on the upper half-plane (τ ≥ 0 with coordinates z = x + iτ). If the
boundary condition b is imposed on the interval [x1, x2], the partition function of this theory is calculated from the
two-point correlation function of the BCCOs as:

⟨Bb|a(x1)Ba|b(x2)⟩ =
1

(x1 − x2)
2∆b|a

. (S1)

Under a conformal map z = deπw/d that maps the upper half-plane to an infinite strip with finite width d, the
two-point correlation function (Eq. (S1)) transforms as:

⟨Bb|a(u1)Ba|b(u2)⟩ =
(
dw

dz

)−∆b|a

z=x1

(
dw

dz

)−∆b|a

z=x2

1

(x1 − x2)
2∆b|a

=

[
2d

π
sinh

π

2d
(u1 − u2)

]−2∆b|a

→
(π
d

)2∆b|a
exp

(
−
π∆b|a

d
(u1 − u2)

)
(u1 − u2 → ∞). (S2)

Here, x1 = deπu1/d and x2 = deπu2/d. If we consider the quantization in such a way that the horizontal axis in the
strip corresponds to the imaginary time (cf. Fig. S1), the two-point correlation function can be also calculated as
follows:

⟨Bb|a(u1)Ba|b(u2)⟩ = ⟨Bb|a(0)Ba|b(∆u)⟩ = ⟨aa; 0| Bb|a(0)e
−Hab∆uBa|b(0)e

Haa∆u |aa; 0⟩

=
∑
n

| ⟨aa; 0| Bb|a(0) |ab;n⟩|
2
e−[En

ab(d)−E0
aa(d)]∆u

→ | ⟨aa; 0| Bb|a(0) |ab; 0⟩|
2
e−[E0

ab(d)−E0
aa(d)]∆u (∆u = u1 − u2 → ∞). (S3)

Here, Hab (Haa) is the Hamiltonian of the segment of length d with boundary conditions a and b (a and a) on
each side, En

ab(d) (E
n
aa(d)) is the n-th energy eigenvalue of this Hamiltonian, and |ab;n⟩ ( |aa;n⟩) is the corresponding

eigenstate (see Fig. S1). Comparing the two expressions (Eq. (S2) and Eq. (S3)) for the two-point correlation function,
we obtain the following relation:

π∆b|a

d
= E0

ab(d)− E0
aa(d). (S4)

Thus, we can calculate the scaling dimension ∆b|a of a BCCO Bb|a from the ground-state energy of the CFT on an
infinite strip of width d, where the boundary conditions a and b are imposed on each side. Determining the ground-
state energy for a general geometry is not an easy task. However, if the CFT is on a cylinder (as will be discussed
later), the ground-state energy is known to be the Casimir energy:

E = −π

6

c

L
. (S5)

Here, L is the circumference of the cylinder, and c is the central charge.
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FIG. S1. The upper half-plane maps to an infinite strip under a conformal map z = deπw/d. Quantization along the strip gives
two different Hamiltonians Hab and Haa depending on the boundary conditions.

B. Entanglement entropy of a finite interval in a CFT

Here, we derive the well-known result [100, 101] on the entanglement entropy of a finite interval in a CFT, in
terms of BCCOs. Although our derivation is essentially identical to the original ones, it is clarifying and also allows
a systematic generalization to a variety of problems as we will discuss next in subsection SIC. Let us assume that a
CFT is described in terms of a field ϕ. In the path-integral representation, the matrix element of the reduced density
matrix of a finite interval I reads:

ρI(ϕ1(x), ϕ2(x)) ∝
∫

Dϕ⃗ e−S[ϕ⃗], (S6)

where S[ϕ⃗] is the action of the doubled CFT, which is described in terms of the two-component field ϕ⃗ = (ϕ1, ϕ2)
defined on the upper half-plane τ ≥ 0. In the bulk τ > 0, the action is just the sum of the actions for ϕ1 and ϕ2,
i.e., the two fields are only coupled at the boundary τ = 0. Outside the interval I, the boundary condition ϕ1 = ϕ2

is imposed, which corresponds to taking the partial trace over I. For normalization of ρI , we need to divide the right
hand side of Eq. (S6) with the partition function:

Z =

∫
Dϕ⃗ e−S[ϕ⃗]. (S7)

Here, the boundary condition ϕ1 = ϕ2 is imposed on the entire boundary. Since this does not contain any change to
the boundary, it only gives a nonuniversal constant independent of the interval length.

The entanglement entropy SI = −Tr[ρI ln ρI ] can be obtained from the n→1 limit of −∂n Tr[(ρI)
n]. To calculate

Tr[(ρI)
n], we use the replica trick, i.e., we consider the partition function of 2n replicas as follows:

Tr[(ρI)
n] =

Zn(I)

Zn
. (S8)

Here Zn(I) is the path integral of 2n replicas (ϕ1, ϕ2, . . . , ϕ2n) with the boundary conditions

A : ϕ2j−1 = ϕ2j (x /∈ I), (S9)

B : ϕ2j = ϕ2j+1 (x ∈ I). (S10)

Here, ϕ2n+1 ≡ ϕ1. The partition function Zn(I) can be interpreted as a two-point function of BCCOs BA|B inserted
at the ends of I (see Fig. S2).

As explained in the previous subsection, the scaling dimension of the BCCO BA|B is related to the ground-state
energy E0

AB(d) of the CFT on an infinite strip of width d, where the boundary conditions A and B are imposed on
each side (see Fig. S2(a)). Suppose that we impose the boundary condition A on the left and B on the right. Let us
start from ϕ1 and follow it to the left. At the left boundary, this is connected to ϕ2 as ϕ1 = ϕ2. Now following ϕ2 to
the right, it is connected to ϕ3. Repeating this process 2n times, we return to ϕ1. Namely, the replicas form a single
loop. Thus, the ground-state energy E0

AB(d) is identical to the ground-state energy of the original (single-component)
CFT on a cylinder of circumference 2dn:

E0
AB(d) = −π

6

c

2dn
= − πc

12dn
. (S11)

This is to be compared with the ground-state energy E0
AA(d) of the 2n-component CFT on the same strip geometry

with the boundary condition A on both sides. Each component of the field is coupled to its partner (ϕ2j−1 and ϕ2j)
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at both sides. Now, the replicas form n loops by paring up with partners. Thus, the ground-state energy E0
AA(d) is

given by n times the ground-state energy of the original CFT on a cylinder of circumference 2d:

E0
AA(d) = −π

6

c

2d
× n = −πnc

12d
. (S12)

The scaling dimension ∆A|B of the BCCO BA|B is now calculated from Eq. (S4) as

π∆AB

d
= E0

AB(d)− E0
AA(d) =

πc

12d

(
n− 1

n

)
, (S13)

which implies

∆AB =
1

12

(
n− 1

n

)
. (S14)

Using the BCCOs, the partition function Zn(I) reads

Zn(I) = ⟨BAB(l)BBA(0)⟩ = l−2∆AB = l−
1
6 (n−

1
n ), (S15)

leading to the well-known formula for general CFTs:

SI = lim
n→1

− ∂

∂n
ln

Zn(I)

Zn
=

c

3
ln l + const. (S16)

Note that since Z is independent of the interval length l, the denominator only gives a nonuniversal constant to the
entanglement entropy SI . Although the normalization is relatively simple in this problem, it will be more nontrivial
and interesting in our setup for the entanglement swapping.

(a) (b)

(c)

FIG. S2. (a) The two boundary conditions A and B. A corresponds to taking the partial trace and B is the sewing condition.
(b) The strip of width d with the boundary conditions A and B on each side. (c) The same strip geometry with the boundary
condition A on both sides.

C. The swapped entanglement between two TLLs

We now extend the above discussion to the setup of the entanglement swapping in the two TLLs and derive the
scaling dimensions of the BCCOs (BT|µ⃗ and BF|µ⃗ in the main text), which give the universal coefficient in the swapped
entanglement. Consider two decoupled TLLs of length L. We measure l qubits in the Bell basis, and the unmeasured
intervals of length lI = L − l get entangled. If the measurement outcomes are uniform in one of the Bell bases, say
|Bell00⟩ = ( |00⟩+ |11⟩)/

√
2, the following boundary condition is imposed on the measured interval:

ϕ− ≡ ϕ1 − ϕ2 = 0, (S17)

θ+ ≡ θ1 + θ2 = 0. (S18)

Here, ϕ1 and ϕ2 are the boson fields describing the TLLs, and θ1 and θ2 are their duals.
In the doubled-Hilbert space formalism above, the density matrix for the present system is obtained by the partition

function of a four-component free boson field theory. On the measured interval, the boundary conditions are

ϕ1 − ϕ2 = ϕ3 − ϕ4 = 0, (S19)

θ1 + θ2 = θ3 + θ4 = 0. (S20)
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Here we adopt the convention that ϕ3,4 are the counterparts of ϕ1,2 in the doubled-Hilbert space. We note that
the Dirichlet condition on θ+ is equivalent to the Neumann condition on ϕ+. Since the first condition in Eq. (S19)
implies ϕ1 = ϕ2 on the boundary, the Neumann condition on ϕ+ = ϕ1 + ϕ2 is the same as the Neumann condition on
ϕ1 (= ϕ2). Thus, we do not need to consider the conditions for θ explicitly when we formulate the problem in terms
of ϕ fields. Let us denote this boundary condition in Eq. (S19) by µ⃗.

To obtain the n-th power of the reduced density matrix Tr
[
(ρµ⃗I )

n
]
, we need the partition function of the replicas

Zn(I) and the original partition function Z for normalization. As mentioned above, we emphasize that the original
partition function Z also depends on the interval length lI nontrivially in the present case. We can calculate Z by
taking the trace over the unmeasured interval I, which is described by the following boundary conditions:

ϕ1 − ϕ3 = ϕ2 − ϕ4 = 0. (S21)

Let us denote this boundary condition by F. Accordingly, Z is given by a two-point function of the BCCO BF|µ⃗
inserted at the ends of the interval I. The scaling dimension of BF|µ⃗ is determined from the ground-state energy
E0

Fµ⃗(d) of the four-component boson field theory on a strip of width d with boundary conditions F and µ⃗ on each side
(see Fig. S3). We see that the four boson fields form a closed loop of length 4d. Thus

E0
Fµ⃗(d) = −π

6

1

4d
= − π

24d
. (S22)

When the boundary conditions are F on both sides, the four fields form two loops with their partners. Thus, the
ground-state energy E0

FF(d) is two times the ground-state energy of the c = 1 free boson CFT on a cylinder of
circumference 2d, namely,

E0
FF(d) = −π

6

1

2d
× 2 = − π

6d
. (S23)

The scaling dimension ∆F|µ⃗ is then obtained from the following relation:

π∆F|µ⃗

d
= E0

Fµ⃗(d)− E0
FF(d) =

π

8d
, (S24)

which implies ∆F|µ⃗ = 1/8. Thus, the original partition function Z has a nontrivial dependence on the interval length
as follows:

Z = ⟨BF|µ⃗(l)Bµ⃗|F(0)⟩1 ∝ l−1/4. (S25)

In a system with finite size L under the periodic boundary conditions, l should be replaced by the chord length
lc = (L/π) sin(πl/L).

(a) (b)

(c)

FIG. S3. (a) Boundary conditions F and µ⃗. F corresponds to taking the trace and µ⃗ is the boundary condition induced by the
measurements. (b) The strip of width d with the boundary conditions F and µ⃗ on each side. (c) The same strip geometry with
the boundary condition F on both sides.

However, in the above analysis, the nonuniversal boundary energy density was not taken into account. The boundary
condition F corresponds to just folding the bulk, so there should be no boundary energy. On the other hand, the
boundary condition µ⃗ can have a nonvanishing nonuniversal boundary energy ϵµ⃗ per unit length. Including this effect,
we have

Z ∼ e−ϵµ⃗l

(
L

π
sin

πl

L

)−1/4

. (S26)



14

FIG. S4. Numerical results of the l dependence of the partition function Z, which corresponds to the Born probability of
obtaining a uniform measurement outcome. The power-law correction to the exponential decay is crucial for the precise fitting.
The fitting to Eq. (S26) leads to ϵµ⃗ = 0.693(≈ ln 2). This means that the probability of obtaining a uniform outcome is
approximately pµ⃗ ≈ 2−l.

Note that we cannot replace l by lc in the exponential factor. The original partition function calculated here is actually
the Born probability pµ⃗ = ∥P µ⃗ |Ψ0⟩⊗ |Ψ0⟩ ∥2 for obtaining the uniform measurement outcomes. The above relation
has been confirmed by the numerical calculations as shown in Fig. S4.

We will now calculate Zn(I), which is the partition function of a 4n-component free boson with certain boundary
conditions. On the measured interval, the boundary conditions are

ϕ4j−3 − ϕ4j−2 = ϕ4j−1 − ϕ4j = 0, (S27)

θ4j−3 + θ4j−2 = θ4j−1 + θ4j = 0, (S28)

for j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n}. This is just the boundary condition µ⃗ imposed on each replica, and we use the same symbol µ⃗
for this boundary condition. On the unmeasured interval, the boundary conditions are

ϕ4j−2 = ϕ4j , ϕ4j−1 = ϕ4j+1, (S29)

for j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n} and ϕ4n+1 ≡ ϕ1. This corresponds to taking the trace for the second TLL and sewing the replicas
for the first TLL (see Fig. S5). Let us denote this boundary condition by T.

Again, the scaling dimension of the BCCO BT|µ⃗ is obtained from the ground-state energy of the 4n-component free
boson field theory on an infinite strip of width d with boundary conditions µ⃗ and T on each side. We can see that 4n
fields form a single loop. Thus, E0

µ⃗T(d) is given by the ground-state energy of the c = 1 free boson CFT on a cylinder
of circumference 4dn:

E0
µ⃗T(d) = −π

6

1

4dn
= − π

24dn
. (S30)

On the other hand, E0
µ⃗µ⃗(d) is given by 2n times the ground-state energy of the c = 1 free boson CFT on a cylinder

of circumference 2d, since there are 2n loops formed by 2n pairs of boson fields ϕ2k−1 and ϕ2k (k ∈ {1, 2, . . . , 2n}.

E0
µ⃗µ⃗(d) = −π

6

1

2d
× 2n = −πn

6d
. (S31)

The scaling dimension of the BCCO BT|µ⃗ is determined from

π∆T|µ⃗

d
= E0

µ⃗T(d)− E0
µ⃗µ⃗(d) =

πn

6d
− π

24dn
, (S32)

and this implies ∆T|µ⃗ = n/6− 1/24n.
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(a)
(b)

(c)

FIG. S5. (a) Boundary conditions µ⃗ and T. µ⃗ is the boundary condition induced by the measurements, and T corresponds to
taking the trace on the second TLL, while sewing the replicas in the first TLL. (b) The strip of width d with the boundary
conditions µ⃗ and T on each side. (c) The same strip geometry with the boundary condition µ⃗ on both sides.

Altogether, we obtain

∆F|µ⃗ =
1

8
, (S33)

∆T|µ⃗ =
n

6
− 1

24n
, (S34)

Tr
[
(ρµ⃗I )

n
]
=

Zn(I)

Zn
=

⟨BT|µ⃗(l)BT|µ⃗(0)⟩n
⟨BF|µ⃗(l)BF|µ⃗(0)⟩

n
1

∼ l−2∆T|µ⃗+2n∆F|µ⃗ = l−
1
12 (n−

1
n ). (S35)

Therefore, the entanglement entropy of the swapped entanglement is

SI =
1

6
ln

(
L

π
sin

πl

L

)
+ const. (S36)

Additionally, the n-dependence of the Rényi entropy S
(n)
I is apparent from this result:

S
(n)
I =

1

1− n
ln

Zn(I)

Zn
=

1

12

(
1 +

1

n

)
ln

(
L

π
sin

πl

L

)
+ const. (S37)

We confirmed this behavior by numerical calculations (see Fig. S6).

FIG. S6. The n-dependence of the coefficient of the logarithmic scaling part of the Rényi entropy.
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SII. DETAILS OF NUMERICAL CALCULATIONS

Our numerical calculations use matrix product states (MPS) to represent many-body wave functions. The mea-
surement process is represented as a contraction of matrix product operators (MPOs) with MPS. The initial state
|Ψ0⟩⊗ |Ψ0⟩ is prepared in 2L-qubit MPS as shown in Fig. S7. This state is the ground state of the Hamiltonian
H ⊗ H, obtained by running the DMRG algorithm. Here, H is the L-qubit Hamiltonian of the critical spin chain.
We can use the same method for other models simply by changing the Hamiltonian.

FIG. S7. The initial state |Ψ0⟩⊗ |Ψ0⟩ represented as a 2L-qubit MPS. This MPS is obtained by running the DMRG algorithm
with the Hamiltonian H ⊗H.

Measurements are performed by expressing the projection operator P b1b2
j,j′ = |Bellb1b2jj′ ⟩⟨Bellb1b2jj′ | with an MPO. We

measure the qubit pairs in the order (L,L+1), (L− 1, L+2), . . . , (L− l+1, L+ l), so that the subsystems A and A′

become (1, 2, . . . , L− l) and (L+ l+1, . . . , L), respectively. If we naively continue this procedure, the bond dimension
between qubits L and L+ 1 becomes exponentially large as l increases, making the calculation very inefficient. This
is because the entanglement between both sides is large due to the Bell states created by the measurements. To avoid
this difficulty, we switch the site labels so that the center bond does not carry Bell states on both sides (see Fig. S8).
Switching site labels in MPS can be done at an affordable cost with singular value decompositions (SVD).

B S M

B S M

B S M

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

FIG. S8. Steps to avoid the exponentially growing bond dimension in the center. After creating a Bell state with measurement,
we switch site labels so that the Bell states do not overlap. The red zig-zag displays the bipartitioning point.

Finally, we calculate the entanglement entropy by bipartitioning the MPS into A and the rest of the chain. Although
this bipartition includes regions A,A′, it gives the same EE as Sm⃗

A . In this way, we can efficiently calculate the swapped
entanglement while dealing with two spin chains.

SIII. BOUNDARY CONDITIONS FOR THE AVERAGED SWAPPED ENTANGLEMENT

As discussed in the main text, the averaged swapped entanglement SA can be calculated by the replica trick, where
the measurement-induced boundary interactions are expected to lead to certain conformal boundary conditions. Here,
we discuss the possible boundary condition realized in this replicated theory by focusing on the case of the XXZ critical
chains.
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To this end, we recall that the averaged swapped entanglement is expressed as follows:

SA = lim
n→1

1

1− n

∑
m⃗

pm⃗ lnTr
[
(ρm⃗A )n

]
= lim

n→1

1

1− n

∑
m⃗

Tr
[
ρ̃m⃗

](
lnTr

[
(ρ̃m⃗A )n

]
− ln

(
Tr

[
ρ̃m⃗

])n)
= lim

n→1
lim
s→0

1

s(1− n)

∑
m⃗

Tr
[
ρ̃m⃗

](
Tr

[
(ρ̃m⃗A )n

]s − Tr
[
ρ̃m⃗

]ns)
= lim

n→1
lim
s→0

1

s(1− n)

∑
m⃗

[
Tr

[
ρ̃m⃗

]
Tr

[
(ρ̃m⃗A )n

]s − Tr
[
ρ̃m⃗

]ns+1
]
. (S38)

The boundary action δS for the R = ns+1 replicated theory can be extracted from this expression as

e−δS =
∑
m⃗

(P m⃗)⊗R =
∑

m1,m2,...,ml

(Pm1)⊗R · · · (Pml)⊗R

δS = −
l∑

j=1

ln

∑
mj

(Pmj )⊗R

. (S39)

We want to rewrite the sum of four operators
∑

m(Pm)⊗R into a single exponential. This can be done by expressing
the operator (P 00)⊗R as a sum of the elements in a stabilizer group ⟨S⟩, where the generator S is

S = {XX(1), ZZ(1), . . . , XX(R), ZZ(R)}. (S40)

Here, XX(k), ZZ(k) is the product of two Pauli matrices in the k-th replica. The other three operators (m = 01, 10, 11)
have the same stabilizer group, but with different signs for XXs and ZZs. Thus, if we take the summation over the
measurement outcomes, only the elements generated with an even number of XXs and ZZs each can remain. The
sum of the operators can then be expressed as a sum of the elements in a stabilizer group ⟨S̃⟩, where the generator
S̃ is

S̃ = {XX(1)XX(2), ZZ(1)ZZ(2), . . . , XX(R−1)XX(R), ZZ(R−1)ZZ(R)}. (S41)

From this expression, we can rewrite the sum of the operators in a single exponential:

∑
m

(Pm)⊗R =
1

22R−2

∑
M∈⟨S̃⟩

M =
∏
s∈S̃

1 + s

2
∝ lim

g→∞
exp

g
∑
s∈S̃

s

 (S42)

This results in the following boundary action

δS = − lim
g→∞

g

∫ l

0

dx

∫
dτδ(τ)

(
XX(1)XX(2) + ZZ(1)ZZ(2) + · · ·+ ZZ(R−1)ZZ(R)

)
. (S43)

To ensure the U(1) symmetry, we can safely add the Y Y (k)Y Y (k+1) term as adding this term does not alter the
resulting operator in the limit g → ∞. Using the bosonization relation:

XX(k) ∼ cos θ
(k)
− + cos θ

(k)
+ , (S44)

Y Y (k) ∼ cos θ
(k)
− − cos θ

(k)
+ , (S45)

ZZ(k) ∼ cos 2ϕ
(k)
+ + cos 2ϕ

(k)
− , (S46)

we can write the boundary action in terms of the boson fields ϕ
(k)
± , θ

(k)
± as

XX(1)XX(2) + Y Y (1)Y Y (2)

∝ cos θ
(1)
− cos θ

(2)
− + cos θ

(1)
+ cos θ

(2)
+

∝ cos θ
(1)
− +θ

(2)
− + cos θ

(1)
− −θ

(2)
− + cos θ

(1)
+ +θ

(2)
+ + cos θ

(1)
+ −θ

(2)
+

=cos(θ1−θ2+θ3−θ4) + cos(θ1−θ2−θ3+θ4) + cos(θ1+θ2+θ3+θ4) + cos(θ1+θ2−θ3−θ4), (S47)
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and

ZZ(1)ZZ(2)

∝(cos 2ϕ
(1)
+ + cos 2ϕ

(1)
− )(cos 2ϕ

(2)
+ + cos 2ϕ

(2)
− )

∝ cos 2(ϕ1+ϕ2+ϕ3+ϕ4) + cos 2(ϕ1+ϕ2−ϕ3−ϕ4) + cos 2(ϕ1−ϕ2+ϕ3+ϕ4) + cos 2(ϕ1−ϕ2−ϕ3−ϕ4)

+ cos 2(ϕ1+ϕ2+ϕ3−ϕ4) + cos 2(ϕ1+ϕ2−ϕ3+ϕ4) + cos 2(ϕ1−ϕ2+ϕ3−ϕ4) + cos 2(ϕ1−ϕ2−ϕ3+ϕ4). (S48)

Here, we wrote θ
(1)
1 = θ1, θ

(1)
2 = θ2, θ

(2)
1 = θ3, θ

(2)
2 = θ4 and the same for ϕ.

From the scaling dimensions (2K for ϕ and 1/2K for θ), we may argue that the condition on θ is the most relevant

one. Thus, the resulting boundary condition should be θ
(k)
1 = θ

(k)
2 = 0 for all the replicas. This is the Neumann

boundary condition for ϕ, which is conformally invariant. Interestingly, all the ϕ components end up completely
decoupled through the interactions induced by the measurements. To test the above prediction, we need to determine
the scaling dimensions of the corresponding BCCOs, which we leave to a future work.

SIV. CASE STUDY OF THE TRANSVERSE FIELD ISING MODEL

Another prototypical example of a critical spin chain is the critical transverse field Ising model (TFIM), which
realizes a c = 1/2 Ising CFT. The lattice Hamiltonian of the critical TFIM is given as

H = −
L∑

j=1

(σz
jσ

z
j+1 + σx

j ). (S49)

The ground state of the TFIM respects the Z2 symmetry, i.e., G |Ψ0⟩ = |Ψ0⟩ where G =
∏

j σ
x
j . Thus, the two pairs

of the Bell bases µ = 00, 10 and µ = 01, 11 give the same swapped entanglement Sµ⃗
A because they can be related to

each other by the unitary I ⊗G.
Numerical calculations of Sµ⃗

A for µ = 00 and µ = 01 are shown in Fig. S9. For µ = 00, the swapped entanglement
scales logarithmically with l, implying that the boundary condition µ⃗ for µ = 00 is conformally invariant. Meanwhile,
for µ = 01, we find a qualitatively different behavior. Namely, when the number of measured qubits l is odd, the
swapped entanglement precisely takes a value of Sµ⃗

A = ln 2, while it saturates towards a constant for large L when l is
even. This implies that boundary conditions induced by the measurement outcomes µ = 01 and µ = 11 are not likely
to be conformally invariant.

FIG. S9. (a) Numerical results of Sµ⃗
A for µ = 00 in the TFIM. Data is fitted to the curve Sµ⃗

A = cµ⃗ ln[(L/π) sin(πl/L)] + const,

leading to cµ⃗ = 0.097. The constant is the same for all four curves. (b) Numerical results of Sµ⃗
A for µ = 01.

We have also calculated the averaged swapped EE SA as shown in Fig. S10. Despite the fact that the boundary
conditions induced by the measurement outcomes µ = 01 and µ = 11 should not be conformally invariant, the
averaged value SA recovers the logarithmic scaling with l. Interestingly, the value of the coefficient in the logarithmic
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scaling is close to that of the uniform outcome case, in the same manner as in the case of the TLLs discussed in the
main text.

FIG. S10. Numerical results of SA. Statistical errors are small compared to the size of the markers.

These numerical results strongly indicate that the swapped entanglement can exhibit the universal behavior also
in the case of the TFIM. To understand its origin, one needs to identify the conformal boundary conditions realized
by the Bell-state measurements. Here we shall give a brief discussion. Following the path-integral approach used in
the main text, we can express the measurement operator P µ⃗ by the field operators. The measurement operator for
µ = b1b2 in terms of Pauli matrices reads:

P µ⃗ = lim
g→∞

1

4 cosh2 g
exp

[
g

l∑
j=1

(
(−1)b2σx

j σ
x
j′ + (−1)b1σz

jσ
z
j′
)]
. (S50)

(We can add a term −(−1)b1+b2σy
j σ

y
j′ in the exponential, as done in the main text.) The Pauli matrices are related

to the Ising CFT primary fields ε, σ as follows:

σx
j − ⟨σx⟩ ∼ ε, (S51)

σz
j ∼ σ. (S52)

Here, ⟨σx⟩ is the ground-state expectation value of σx
j . When there are two independent Ising CFTs, it can be

bosonized into a single free boson φ as follows [92, 126, 127]:

ε1ε2 = (∂xφ)
2 + (∂τφ)

2, (S53)

ε1 + ε2 = cos(2φ), (S54)

σ1σ2 = cosφ. (S55)

Through this bosonization, the measurement operator can be rewritten as

P µ⃗ ∝ lim
g→∞

exp
{
g

∫ l

0

dx

∫ β

0

dτδ(τ)
[
(−1)b2

(
(∂xφ)

2 + (∂τφ)
2 + h cos(2φ)

)
+ (−1)b1 cosφ

]}
. (S56)

Here, h is a constant that corresponds to ⟨σx⟩. This expression leads to the boundary action,

δS = −g

∫ l

0

dx

∫ β

0

dτδ(τ)
[
(−1)b2

(
(∂xφ)

2 + (∂τφ)
2 + h cos(2φ)

)
+ (−1)b1 cosφ

]
. (S57)

Our numerical calculations indicate that if b2 = 0, then the configuration that minimizes this boundary perturbation
in the limit g → ∞ should lead to a conformal boundary. Identifying this boundary condition as a known conformal
boundary remains an open question.
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