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We introduce a general approach to realize quantum states with holographic entanglement struc-
ture via monitored dynamics. Starting from random unitary circuits in 1+1 dimensions, we introduce
measurements with a spatiotemporally-modulated density. Exploiting the known critical properties
of the measurement-induced entanglement transition, this allows us to engineer arbitrary geometries
for the bulk space (with a fixed topology). These geometries in turn control the entanglement struc-
ture of the boundary (output) state. We demonstrate our approach by giving concrete protocols
for two geometries of interest in two dimensions: the hyperbolic half-plane and a spatial section of
the BTZ black hole. We numerically verify signatures of the underlying entanglement geometry,
including a direct imaging of entanglement wedges by using locally-entangled reference qubits. Our
results provide a concrete platform for realizing geometric entanglement structures on near-term
quantum simulators.

Introduction. Entanglement is a fundamental unifying
concept across the domains of many-body physics, quan-
tum information science and gravity. It plays an impor-
tant role in our understanding of equilibrium phases of
matter[1–3], nonequilibrium phenomena such as thermal-
ization [4, 5], and the holographic principle [6]. Quantum
circuits—models of dynamics composed of discrete, few-
body unitary interactions—have emerged as powerful toy
models for exploring these fundamental ideas, while also
enabling concrete experimental connections to recently-
developed digital quantum simulators and computers [7–
17].

In recent years, novel types of non-equilibrium phases
of matter defined by entanglement have been identified
in models of monitored dynamics, where unitary interac-
tions are interspersed with measurements [18–22]. The
most well-known manifestation of this phenomenon is the
measurement-induced entanglement transition (MIPT)
where, as a function of the spatiotemporal density of
measurements ρ ∈ [0, 1], late-time states of the dynamics
may show sharply different structures of entanglement—
“area-law” [23] or “volume-law” [24]—separated by a
critical point ρ = ρc described by a conformal field theory
(CFT) [25–27].

A notable aspect of the volume-law phase in these mod-
els is its geometric description. Namely the entanglement
of a subsystem A in the output (boundary) state is re-
lated to the area of a minimal membrane that bounds re-
gion A. Here we will focus on system in dimension 1+1,
where such membrane is a curve γ also known as the en-
tanglement domain wall [8, 28–30]. This description is
analogous to the Ryu-Takayanagi surface in holographic
duality [6], and in particular to its realization in holo-
graphic tensor networks which are important toy models
for the holographic duality [31–33]. Given this connec-
tion, it is interesting to ask whether suitably-designed
models of monitored dynamics may reproduce interest-
ing features of holographic or gravitational theories, and
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possibly bring them within reach of near-term quantum
simulators.

In this Letter, we show that this is the case by provid-
ing a general recipe for engineering a target entanglement
geometry by means of monitored quantum circuits with
a spatiotemporally-modulated density of measurements.
In other words, given a target Euclidian metric gij(x, t)
we give a density of measurements ρ(x, t) which, inserted
in a suitable family of circuits, gives the desired bulk
geometry. In particular, in output states of the circuit
the entanglement entropy SA of any interval A is propor-
tional to the geodesic distance—according to the target
metric g(x, t)—between the interval’s endpoints. Other
gravitational features, e.g. black hole horizons, can be
represented by initial states or suitable boundary condi-
tions.

We illustrate our proposal by focusing on two inter-
esting examples of 2D metrics that arise in gravity: the
Poincare patch of a two-dimensional hyperbolic space,
and the metric of a spatial section of a Bañados, Teit-
elboim and Zanelli (BTZ) black hole [34]. By numerical
simulations of Clifford circuit models, we show several
distinctive signatures of the underlying entanglement ge-
ometry. These include a direct imaging of the entangle-
ment wedge of a subsystem A, obtained from the mutual
information between A and a reference qubit R entan-
gled at a variable space-time location (x, t) during the
dynamics.

Our results introduce new classes of monitored entan-
glement structures, including logarithmically-entangled
states generated by the Euclidean anti de-Sitter (AdS)
metric. Unlike the critical states generated by the dy-
namics at ρ = ρc, the logarithmic scaling of entanglement
is not due to a CFT but rather to a minimal-membrane
picture, much like that in the volume-law phase; how-
ever the length of AdS geodesics yields SA ∼ ln |A| in-
stead of the flat metric result SA ∼ |A|. Moreover, since
our method is based on Clifford circuits, these structures
may be accessible on digital quantum simulators supple-
mented with (polynomial-time) classical simulation [35],
paving the way for the realization of geometric entangle-
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ment structures in realistic experiments.
Geometry from measurement. We consider 1+1D cir-

cuits on L-qubit chains with periodic boundary condi-
tions. The circuits are made of random 2-qubit unitary
gates in a brickwork pattern and random single-qubit
measurement of qubit x at time t with probability ρ(x, t),
slowly varying with position x and time t. The circuit
depth and the initial state are to be specified in each case;
we aim to characterize the entanglement structure of the
final state. The setup is sketched in fig. 1.

With a uniform measurement rate ρ, prior works[18–
20] have shown that there is a phase transition in the final
state’s entanglement, from an area-law to a volume-law,
at a critical measurement rate 0 < ρc < 1. The entangle-
ment computation maps onto the statistical mechanics
of an effective spin model, where the “spin” variables de-
scribe the pairing of wavefunction replicas [16, 22, 25, 26];
the entanglement transition corresponds to an ordering
transition in this magnet. Specifically, the entropy SA of
a region A in the circuit maps onto the free energy cost
of flipping boundary conditions in A in the magnet: in
the ordered phase, this boundary twist seeds a domain
that extends into the bulk [26, 29, 30, 36]. The domain
wall carries a finite line tension, giving volume-law en-
tanglement entropy SA ∼ s|A|, with s the the entropy
density.

The entropy density s(ρ) in the vicinity of the critical
point scales as s(ρ) ∼ (ρc−ρ)ν , reflecting a divergent cor-
relation length ξ ∼ |ρc−ρ|−ν in the stat-mech model [21].
In the model we consider, the correlation length exponent
is known to be ν ≃ 1.28 [37]. Our goal is to leverage this
predictable scaling form to design a spacetime-dependent
measurement rate ρ(x, t) that induces an effective metric
g(x, t) in the bulk of the circuit, in the sense that the
entanglement domain wall for any given subsystem A is
given by a geodesic of g connecting the endpoints of A.
If the measurement rate varies sufficiently slowly with

x and t, then upon coarse-graining we have regions of
spacetime where the magnet is locally at equilibrium with
respect to the measurement rate ρ(x, t). Then domain
walls through that region have a well-defined line tension.
The free energy cost dF of a differential element dr =
(dx, dt) of the domain wall is

dF 2 ∼ gijdridrj = gxxdx
2 + gttdt

2 (1)

where the second step assumes spatial and/or temporal
inversion symmetry. By identifying the free energy ele-
ment dF in the magnet with the entropy element dS in
the circuit, we obtain

dS2 = s2(dx2 + v2Edt
2) (2)

where the functions s =
√
gxx and vE =

√
gtt/gxx play

the roles of local “entropy density” and “entanglement
velocity”, respectively[38].

Let us first consider the case of an isotropic metric gij ,

dS2 = s2(x, t)(dx2 + dt2). (3)

Metrics of this form can be systematically realized by
restricting the gates in the brickwork circuit to be dual-
unitary, i.e. unitary in both the space and time direc-
tions [9, 39] [40]. As already mentioned, near the critical
point (ρ ≲ ρc) the entropy density has a predicted scal-
ing s ∼ (ρc − ρ)ν , therefore an assignment of ρ(x, t) that
produces a target isotropic metric s2(x, t)(dx2 + dt2) is
given by

ρ(x, t) = ρc − κs(x, t)1/ν (4)

where κ is a positive constant.
More general metrics can be reduced to the

isotropic form by a suitable diffeomorphism (x, t) 7→
(x̃(x, t), t̃(x, t)). Crucially however, x̃ must act trivially
on the t = 0 slice, i.e., the distance between points in the
final state is a physical, invariant property that we are
not allowed to redefine (otherwise the notion of entan-
glement scaling with subsystem size loses meaning). For
metrics with space and/or time-reversal symmetry, as in
eq. (2), this can be achieved by a rescaling of the time
coordinate only such that ∂tt̃ = vE(x, t). This manifestly
preserves spatial distance in the final state.

In summary, given a target metric g(x, t) [eq. (2)], our
prescription is as follows: (i) reparametrize time to make
the metric isotropic [eq. (3)]; (ii) obtain the measure-
ment rate ρ(x, t) [eq. (4)]; (iii) run brickwork circuits with
dual-unitary gates and single-qubit measurement density
ρ(x, t) for t ∈ [−T, 0] (the circuit depth T and initial state
vary by case and are discussed below). This generates
ensembles of output states on the t = 0 surface whose
entanglement has a geometric description determined by
the target metric.

Two testbeds. We test this procedure on two metrics
that are of interest in gravity. The first is the Poincare
AdS metric

dℓ2 =
dx2 + dt2

t2
. (5)

with t < 0. x is compactified into a circle with period L.
This is already in the isotropic form, with s(x, t) = 1/|t|
and thus ρ(x, t) = ρc − κ|t|−1/ν . This corresponds to
starting the dynamics (at t = −∞) at the critical point
ρ = ρc, and then gradually lowering ρ into the volume-
law phase. l ≡ κν is the AdS radius. Note that as the
metric diverges for t → 0−, the required measurement
density becomes negative; we stop the evolution when
ρ = 0. This corresponds to placing the state at a finite
radius rather than on the asymptotic boundary of the
space.
The second metric represents a spatial slice of the

(2+1)-dimensional BTZ metric [34], given by

dℓ2 =
l2dr2

r2 − r2h
+ r2dϕ2 (6)

where r and ϕ are radial and angular coordinates respec-
tively, rh is the radius of the black hole horizon (we will
focus on the non-rotating BTZ black holes with a single
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FIG. 1. Visualizing the experimental setup and geodesics.
Subfigure (a) shows a dual unitary circuit with random mea-
surements (red) as a function of spacetime and an minimal
cut (turquoise). Notice that boundary conditions are impor-
tant for the BTZ case, but not for the AdS case in which, in
principle, has an infinitely deep circuit. In subfigure (b) we
show how a large circuit approximates a continuous space-
time with a geodesic. Subfigures (c) and (d) show entan-
glement geodesics for AdS and a constant-time slice of BTZ
respectively, corresponding to states on the boundary in the
Poincaré disk model. Notice that the entanglement geodesics
vary continuously with size of the subregion in the AdS case
while they jump in the BTZ case due to the presence of a
horizon.

horizon) and l is the AdS radius. We map the angular
coordinate to position, x ≡ Lϕ/2π (L is the number of
qubits in the chain with periodic boundary conditions),
and the radial coordinate to time via

t ≡ T

[
2

π
arctan

(√
(r/rh)2 − 1

)
− 1

]
, (7)

with T ≡ Ll/4rh being the circuit depth (−T < t <
0). The initial time t = −T corresponds to the horizon
(r = rh), while the final time t → 0 corresponds to the
boundary (r → ∞). The aspect ratio of the space is fixed
by the size of the black hole horizon in units of the AdS
radius: L/T = 4rh/l.
The mapping in eq. (7) reduces the metric to the

isotropic form [eq. (3)] with entropy density

s(x, t) =
πl

2T
csc

(
π|t|
2T

)
. (8)

For t → 0− this reduces to the AdS case, s ≃ l/|t|. How-
ever unlike the AdS case, where the initial state is in-
finitely far in the past and thus irrelevant (due to purifi-
cation [21]), in the BTZ case the initial state is a time
T = O(L) in the past and plays an important role as we
will see below.

Numerical verification. We begin with a direct com-
parison of the entanglement entropy SA of contiguous

subsystems in the final state to the lengths of the geodesic
γ(A) connecting the subsystem’s endpoints. We numeri-
cally simulate 1D brickwork circuits of dual-unitary Clif-
ford gates, interspersed with single-qubit Pauli measure-
ments with probability ρ(x, t) [eq. (4)] for the AdS and
BTZ metrics. These circuits can be simulated efficiently
by the stabilizer method [35] and the entanglement tran-
sition occurs at ρc = 0.2050(5), see Ref. [41] and Supple-
mentary Material (SM) [42].

Numerical results for the entanglement entropy SA

are shown in fig. 2 against analytical expressions for the
length of the geodesic γ(A). In comparing the two, one
must take into account the UV-regularization induced by
the lattice spacing and circuit time step, which is done by
including appropriate fit parameters in the expression for
the geodesic distance. Each panel of fig. 2 shows the aver-
age over circuit realizations of the entanglement entropy
SA of the final state as a function of the size (number
of qubits) of region A. For the AdS metric, fig. 2(a),
we find good agreement with the prediction based on the
geodesic length in hyperbolic space, SA ∼ ln |A| (note
that while in principle the dynamics starts at t = −∞,
we find well-converged results starting at t = −L). This
quantitative agreement demonstrates the robustness of
this state-preparation procedure.

We note that this family of logarithmically-entangled
states is different from the critical states that arise at
ρ = ρc. In particular the “central charge” c in SA ∼
c
3 ln |A| (which is universal for critical states at ρ = ρc)
is predicted to be proportional to the AdS radius, c ∝ l.
We verify numerically (see SM [42]) that c ≃ al+b, where
the constant offset b comes from the background critical
state (l → 0 yields ρ → ρc).

Moving on to the BTZ metric, fig. 2(b) considers a
product initial state at t = −T , and shows a sub-
stantial disagreement with the prediction. In particu-
lar the entanglement entropy plateaus at a subsystem
size |A| < L/2 rather than displaying the expected cusp
at L/2. This happens because, with a disentangled ini-
tial state, it becomes convenient for the geodesic to exit
through the t = −T boundary of the circuit. This causes
SA to saturate when the entanglement domain wall splits
into two disjoint pieces on either side of A. To resolve
this problem we instead use a highly entangled initial
state (prepared by a random unitary circuit of depth 2L),
fig. 2(d), which gives excellent agreement with the ana-
lytical prediction. This corresponds to the fact that the
entropy density of a black hole is the maximum entropy
density allowed on a surface due to the Bekenstein bound
[43]. Geometrically this forces the entanglement geodesic
to remain within the circuit, giving the length we expect
based on the BTZ geometry.

Transitions in the entanglement wedge. As noted
above, a distinctive feature of the geometric picture is
that it predicts sharp transitions in the entropy of subsys-
tems [44] (seen as cusps in SA vs |A| in fig. 2). Consider
two disjoint intervals A and B on the boundary. Their
mutual information I(A : B) involves the joint entropy
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FIG. 2. Analyzing the relationship between entanglement en-
tropies and geodesic lengths. Subfigures (a) and (c) show the
entanglement entropy of a single interval of varying size on
the boundary, such as those shown in 1. Subfigure (a) shows
the entanglement entropy of a region on the boundary of hy-
perbolic space, while subfigure (c) shows the entanglement
entropy of a region on the boundary of a space containing a
BTZ black hole with a product state (blue, dotted) or a max-
imal volume-law state (pink, solid) placed on the horizon. In
subfigure (b) we depict the mutual information between two
regions of size π

4
as a function of their separation. No free

parameters are needed to establish the mutual information
model, as the entropy per unit length is derived from the fit
in subfigure (a).

SAB , whose minimal surface can take two inequivalent
configurations: γ(A) ∪ γ(B), or γ(C) ∪ γ(ACB), where
C is the shortest interval between A and B. The former
gives SAB = SA + SB and thus I(A : B) = 0, the latter
can give nontrivial mutual information. Thus we expect
a transition when the lengths of the two configurations
are equal. [29].

Having already determined the entropy per unit length
of geodesic from fitting to the single-region case, we
can now do a parameter-free comparison between the
numerically-computed I(A : B) and the analytically de-
rived minimal geodesic length. If the geodesic lengths
of the two configurations S1 and S2 are very differ-
ent, we have S ≃ min(S1, S2). If they are compara-
ble, we must take into account both saddles, yielding
S ≃ − log

(
e−S1 + e−S2

)
. Results for the mutual infor-

mation between two regions of equal size as a function
of their separation are shown in fig. 2(d). There is again
close agreement between the analytical prediction and
the numerics, though the geometric analysis predicts a
more sharply decreasing mutual information than that
seen in the numerics. This is likely due to fluctuations
around the saddle points near the transition which are
not taken into account in the RT formula. Nonetheless
the overall agreement shows that the geometric perspec-
tive holds also beyond single intervals.

We can go beyond the indirect diagnostics used above,
and directly image the entanglement wedge of arbitrary
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FIG. 3. Imaging the entanglement wedge of two intervals
in the BTZ metric. Color plots show mutual information
I(R : AB) between a reference qubit R entangled at space-
time location (x, t) and the union of two intervals A, B. The
intervals contain 102 qubits each and are separated by (a)
δx = 16, (b) δx = 32, (c) δx = 64 qubits. Orange lines de-
note contours with I = 0.75, clearly showing a transition in
the structure of the entanglement wedge as a function of sepa-
ration δx. The system size is L = 512 and we set rh = l = 0.5,
giving T = 128. Data averaged over 4 × 103 realizations of
Clifford circuits.

subsystems by entangling additional “reference qubits”
at specific space-time points (x, t) during the state-
preparation process [45, 46] [47]. Then, the mutual infor-
mation between the reference and a subsystem A of the
final state can be used to determine the entanglement
wedge. Indeed, if the point (x, t) where the reference is
entangled lies inside the entanglement wedge of A, then
the operators XR ≡ X(x,t) and ZR ≡ Z(x,t) can be re-
constructed from A with finite probability [48], implying
I(A : R) > 0. If (x, t) is outside the wedge, then the
operators cannot be reconstructed, and I(A : R) = 0.

Entanglement wedges imaged with this technique for
the BTZ metric are shown in fig. 3. Despite the pres-
ence of fluctuations which blur the contours of the en-
tanglement wedge, the crossover between the two possi-
ble geodesic configurations is clearly visible as the two re-
gions A, B are moved further apart. When they are close
together they share the same wedge, when they are far
away the wedge separates into disconnected components,
and near the crossover point both configurations are vis-
ible, demonstrating the effects of both saddle points.

Discussion. We have introduced a method for con-
structing ensembles of states with holographic entangle-
ment structure whose bulk geometry can be arbitrarily
engineered. The method uses 1D arrays of qubits with lo-
cal couplings, making it well-suited to near term quantum
computer architectures. The protocol is dynamical, with
time playing the role of a bulk dimension, and boundary
states produced at the final time. The bulk geometry
is induced by a spatiotemporally-modulated density of
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projective measurements ρ(x, t). By examining the AdS
metric as a testbed of our proposal, we have identified
a new class of logarithmically-entangled output states of
monitored dynamics, illustrating the new possibilities of-
fered by spatiotemporal modulations of the measurement
rate [49].

A practical limitation of our proposal is that the de-
sired entanglement structure is lost when averaging over
measurement outcomes. Post-selection of outcomes in-
curs an exponential sampling overhead. One way around
this issue is to use adaptive circuits which contain feed-
back operations to correct any “unwanted” measurement
outcomes (generally via a global unitary) and drive the
system to a desired trajectory. In Clifford circuits with
Pauli measurements, such corrective operations can be
found with efficient classical algorithms [45]. Another
approach is to view our proposal as a classical algorithm
for generating ensembles of stabilizer states with the de-
sired holographic properties; such stabilizer states can
then be compiled, by a polynomial-time algorithm, into
unitary Clifford circuits of depth O(N) acting on a fidu-
ciary state such as |0⟩⊗N . The unitary circuits can then
be straightforwardly implemented on quantum hardware.

This method is hardware-efficient relative to other toy
models of holography based on discrete qubit arrays [31–
33] since it does not require the geometry to be hard-

coded into the hardware connectivity—nearest-neighbor
interactions in flat space are sufficient. It is also qubit-
efficient since it takes advantage of time as an extra di-
mension, so no extra qubits are needed to model the bulk
(all physical qubits contribute to the boundary state).
However on noisy hardware, finite coherence would prac-
tically limit the evolution time and thus the size of real-
izable geometries.

In this work we have focused on a saddle-point analysis,
taking entanglement to be represented exactly by the size
of the minimal surface. While this is borne out with
good accuracy in numerics, it is known that fluctuations
around the saddle point play an important role [30, 50].
An interesting goal for future work is to systematically
analyze such fluctuations beyond the flat metric case.
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S1. ENTANGLEMENT TRANSITION

Here we locate the measurement-induced entanglement transition in the class of circuits used in the main text: 1D
brickwork circuits of dual-unitary Clifford gates and projective measurements. This model was already studied in
Ref. [41]; we independently verify this to ensure consistency of the other simulations in our work.

To locate the transition, we use the tripartite mutual information I3(A : B : C) between three regions A = [0, L/4),
B = [L/4, L/2), C = [L/2, 3L/4) (the system, of length L, has periodic boundary conditions). This quantity is known
to have limited finite-size drift at the critical point [37]. Results shown in Fig. S1 indicate a phase transition at
ρc = 0.2048(5) and critical exponent ν = 1.30(5), consistent with what is reported in Ref. [41]. We use these values
in the rest of our work.
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FIG. S1. Entanglement phase transition in brickwork circuits of dual-unitary Clifford gates and single-qubit measurements. (a)
Tripartite mutual information I3(A : B : C) between contiguous segments of length L/4 as a function of measurement density
ρ for different system sizes L. Data averaged over between 250 and 104 realizations (depending on L) and over time steps
2L < t < 4L. A finite-size crossing is visible near ρ = ρc ≃ 0.2048 (vertical dashed line). (b) Scaling collapse of the data as a

function of (ρ− ρc)L
1/ν , with correlation length critical exponent ν = 1.30.

S2. DERIVATION OF THE MEASUREMENT RATE FOR BTZ METRIC

The metric for a general (rotating) BTZ black hole is [34]

dℓ2 = −
(r2 − r2+)(r

2 − r2−)

l2r2
dt2 +

l2r2dr2

(r2 − r2+)(r
2 − r2−)

+ r2
(
dϕ− r+r−

lr2
dt
)2

, (S1)

where r+ and r− the radii of the two horizons, and l is AdS radius. Because the type of metrics we can access
are Euclidean and not Lorentzian we choose a constant time slice so that t = 0. Also for simplicity we choose a
non-rotating black hole, so that r− = 0 and

dℓ2 =
l2dr2

r2 − r2h
+ r2dϕ2. (S2)

We look for a reparametrization (x(r, ϕ), t(r, ϕ)) such that the metric assumes the isotropic form dℓ2 = s(x, t)2(dx2+
dt2) used in the main text. Let us make the ansatz that ϕ(x, t) = ϕ(x) and r(x, t) = r(t). Then, using the invariance
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of dℓ2 under this reparametrization and varying only x or only t yields

l√
r2 − r2h

dr = s(x, t)dt, (S3)

rdϕ = s(x, t)dx. (S4)

We can further set ϕ = 2πx/L (note that x ∈ [0, L) while ϕ ∈ [0, 2π)) so that

s(x, t) =
2π

L
r(t), (S5)

Ll

2πr
√
r2 − r2h

dr = dt. (S6)

Upon integration, the latter yields

t = −T

1− 2

π
arctan

√(
r

rh

)2

− 1

 (S7)

where we have set T = Ll/4rh and chosen the additive constant of integration in such a way that t ∈ [−T, 0], with
r = rh giving t = −T (initial state) and r → ∞ giving t = 0 (final state). Inverting this relation for r(t) yields

r(t) = rh

∣∣∣∣sec [π2
(
1 +

t

T

)]∣∣∣∣ = rh csc

(
π|t|
2T

)
. (S8)

Finally, we obtain the entropy density s(t) reported in the main text:

s(t) =
2π

L
r(t) =

πl

2T
csc

(
π|t|
2T

)
. (S9)

Notice that, once T is set, the AdS radius l only controls the scale factor of the metric and thus will not affect the
shape of the geodesics.

S3. DERIVATION OF THE GEODESIC LENGTH FOR THE BTZ METRIC

Now we would like to compute the distance between two points on the boundary. Because we cut off the evolution
before the measurement density, ρ, becomes negative, our state is effectively at a finite radius, r. In other words our
discretization of the space won’t allow us to reach infinite radius. Using the result in equation 2.5 for the distance,
along with the parameterization in equation 3.2 from [51] at t = 0 allows us to compute the distance between two
points at location ϕ1 and ϕ2 and at the same radius r. This radius models the actual, finite, radius the state is located
at due to the cutoff. A straightforward substitution and calculation yields

d(ϕ1, ϕ2) = min
n∈Z

cosh−1

[
r2

r2h
(cosh (rh(ϕ1 − ϕ2 + 2πn))− 1) + 1

]
, (S10)

where minimizing over all n ∈ Z follows from the fact that we want the shortest path, avoiding geodesics which wind
around the black hole. We can therefore fit the metric on the boundary with these two parameters along with an
additional parameter for the entropy per unit length in the space. Of course there is one additional fact we should
take care of, which is that the maximum entropy is limited in our discrete model since we impose an explicit UV
cutoff. Therefore the entropy fitting should be given by the minimum of the distance and the number of qubits in the
region, since we cannot have more entropy than the number of qubits.

S4. LOGARITHMICALLY-ENTANGLED STATES FROM HYPERBOLIC METRIC

Here we show the results of additional numerical simulations of the states produced from the circuits based on the
AdS metric. The measurement rate is set to

ρ(t) = ρc

[
1−

(
l

l + |t|

)1/ν
]

(S11)



S3

0 2 4 6
 (AdS radius)

25

20

15

10

5

0

I 3

(e)

data
3.622 + 0.461

200 150 100 50 0
t

0.000

0.025

0.050

0.075

0.100

0.125

0.150

0.175

0.200

0.225
(t)

(a)

8000 4000 0
t

10 3

10 2

10 1

c
(t)

 (AdS radius)
1
2
4
6

101 102 103

|A|

0

10

20

30

40

50

60

70

80

90

S A

(c)  (AdS radius)
1
2
4
6

0

5

10

15

20

25(d) data
2.873 + 2.265

0 500 1000 1500 2000
|A|

0

10

20

30

40

50

60

70

80

90

S A

(b)

 (AdS radius)
1
2

4
6

FIG. S2. Logarithmically-entangled states from the AdS metric. (a) Measurement density as a function of time: ρ(t) =

ρc[1 − (1 + |t|/l)−1/ν ], for different values of the parameter l which plays the role of AdS radius. The dashed horizontal line
indicates ρc = 0.2050. Inset shows ρc − ρ(t) in semilogarithmic scale. (b) Entropy SA of an interval A as a function of the
interval length |A| for several values of l. Data from stabilizer simulations of a system of L = 2048 qubits, averaged over > 2000
circuit realizations. (c) Same data (for |A| ≤ L/2) in semilogarithmic scale, against fits to α log |A|+ const. (dashed lines). (d)
Values of the entropy coefficient α, extracted from fits to the data in (c), vs AdS radius l. We find α = al + b (dashed line).
(e) Tripartite mutual information I3 (for consecutive intervals of length L/4) vs AdS radius l.

in such a way that ρ(t = 0) = 0 (the circuit ends when the measurement density vanishes). Curves for ρ(t) for different
values of l are shown in Fig. S2(a). We then simulate Clifford circuits with this measurement rate on L = 2048 qubits.
Note that while in principle one should start the dynamics at t = −∞, in practice we start at t = −4L. For t between
−4L and ≈ −2L the measurement rate is within our error bars on ρc [see inset in Fig. S2(a)], so we effectively run a
critical circuit of depth O(L) at the start of our dynamics and there is no need to extend the circuit further back.

Results for the entropy of intervals A are shown in Fig. S2(b) for different values of the “AdS radius” parameter
l. The data are found to be in good agreement with the geometric expectation SA ≃ α log |A| based on the length of
AdS geodesics. Moreover, the geometric picture implies a scaling of α ∝ l (as the metric is dℓ2 = l2(dx2 + dt2)/t2).
We test this conjecture in Fig. S2(d), finding good agreement up to an additive constant, α = al + b. The additive
constant comes from the background critical dynamics: taking l → 0 yields ρ(t) = ρc for all t ̸= 0, so we recover the
universal scaling of entanglement at the MIPT, SA

c
3 log |A| where c is the central charge. An offset b = c/3 is thus

expected. This becomes negligible if we take l ≫ 1 and look at even larger systems |A| ≫ l.
Finally, a signature of the geometric picture for entanglement is the fact that the tripartite mutual information

I3 is negative. Plugging in the ansatz SA = SB = SC = SABC = α log(L/4), SAB = SBC = α log(L/2), and
SAC = 2α log(L/4) (the scenario with a connected wedge on AC gives a slightly larger cost 2α log(L/4) + α log(3))
we obtain

I3(A : B : C) = 2α log(L/4)− 2α log(L/2) = −2 log(2)α. (S12)

Thus we expect I3 = a′l+ b′ with a′ = −2 ln(2)a (a being the fit coefficient in α = al+ b). We verify these prediction
in Fig. S2(e): I3 is negative, scales approximately linearly with the AdS radius l, and the fit coefficients a, a′ are such
that 2 ln(2)a/a′ ≃ 1.1, close to the ideal prediction of 1.

S5. DETAILS OF ENTANGLEMENT WEDGE SIMULATION

In all of our numerical simulations we use clifford circuits, for which efficient simulation algorithms exist [35]. Here
we explain the specific procedure used, and any tricks which allow for more efficient simulation.

Because we restrict to dual unitary circuits, the gate set is generated by SWAP and iSWAP two-qubit gates (in
a 1 : 9 ratio) along with random single-qubit operations applied on their incoming and outgoing legs. The random
measurements are performed as single qubit random Pauli measurements.

The time complexity of performing a 2-qubit gate on a state of W qubits (which includes both physical qubits and
ancillas) is O(W ) while the time complexity of performing a measurement is O(W 2). Because our circuits have a
finite density of measurement, it is the latter which dominates the runtime of the simulation. If we run the circuit for
a depth T then the total runtime is O(W 2 ·LT ), where L is the number of physical qubits so that LT is proportional
to the total number of measurements.
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To produce a map like Fig. 3 we näıvely need to repeat such a simulation for each point (x, t) of space-time, which
would take O(LT ) runs of complexity O(L3T ) each, or a total computation time of O(L4T 2). For the case of interest,
T ∝ L, this becomes O(L6). This is however not necessary. First of all, we can obtain data for all values of x from
a single simulation by simply translating the interval A in the output state (only the relative coordinate matters).
Secondly, as we explain next, we can also obtain data for all values of t from a single simulation by making use of
ancilla qubits.

The main technical innovation we introduce is making use of the random measurements already present in the
dynamics to efficiently insert multiple non-interfering ancillas while simulating the circuit. For each layer, t, we
prepare an ancilla qubit, Rt. Out of all qubits that are measured in layer t, we pick one at random, Bt, and prepare a
maximally-entangled Bell pair state 1√

2
|00⟩+ 1√

2
|11⟩ on RtBt. Rt is never acted on for the rest of the dynamics. At

the termination of the circuit we are therefore left with a state on L+T qubits (L system qubits and T ancillas {Rt})
where the system size is L and the depth of the circuit is T . Simulating this circuit takes O((L+ T )2LT ) = O(L4).
To compute the mutual information between the ancilla Rt and a region A on the final timeslice of the circuit we

first perform projective measurements in random Pauli bases on all ancillas R′
t with t′ ̸= t. This has the effect of

preparing the same final state as if the only ancilla inserted is Rt; all of the other ancillas have in effect been prepared
in the states they would have been after measurement, at the times they were inserted. From this point we can
directly compute the mutual information between Rt and A as desired, without interference from the other inserted
ancillas.

For an arbitrary extensive subsystem each computation of the mutual information takes O(L3) time, but since our
subsystems consist of intervals, or intervals and an ancilla, we can simplify this computation by placing the stabilizers
in the clipped gauge [8]. Let us now assume that W = L+1, as we have measured, and traced over all but one ancilla.
After placing the stabilizers into the clipped gauge and locating their endpoints, which requires O(L3) time, the
entanglement entropy for an aribtrary interval can be computed in O(L) time. To compute the mutual information
between all intervals of size l and Rt requires computing the entropy of Rt, which can be done in O(L) time after
preprocessing, the entropy of all size l intervals which can be done in O(L2) time after preprocessing, and the entropy
of all intervals together with Rt which can be done in O(L3) time including preprocessing when l = O(L) as is the
case in our experiments.

Näıvely computing the entropy of an interval and the ancilla takes O(L3) time even with preprocessing
because the joint subsystem is not contiguous. To avoid this we insert the ancilla Rt at locations i ∈
{n⌊ 2L

l ⌋ | n ∈ Z ∧ 0 ≤ n⌊L
l ⌋ ≤ L} by shifting all qbits from i to L one step to the right and then placing Rt at i.

After this all intervals of the form [j, j + l+1] containing i correspond to the original subsystem [j, j + l]∪Rt. Hence
for each location i and for all corresponding j such that i− l ≤ j ≤ i+ l we can compute the entropy of [j, j + l] ∪A
in O(L) amortized time with O(L3) preprocessing. Notice that every choice of j is covered by at least one choice of
i by design. As there are

⌈
L
2l

⌉
= O(1) possible locations for i this corresponds to the aforementioned O(L3) time.

Computing the mutual informations with all T ancillas therefore takes O(L4) time and is comparable to the time
required for state preparation.

This procedure has an overall complexity of O(L4) whereas the complexity of running a different simulation for
each value of t and entangling only one ancilla per run at step t is O(L5), so we find an O(L) speedup using our
procedure. This advantage comes at the expense of some more correlation among different datapoints (as a single
circuit realization provides data for all values of t).


	Engineering entanglement geometry via spacetime-modulated measurements
	Abstract
	References
	Entanglement transition 
	Derivation of the measurement rate for BTZ metric 
	Derivation of the Geodesic Length for the BTZ Metric
	Logarithmically-entangled states from hyperbolic metric 
	Details of entanglement wedge simulation 


