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Measurement-induced phase transition (MIPT) describes the nonanalytical change of the entan-
glement entropy resulting from the interplay between measurement and unitary evolution. In this
paper, we investigate the relaxation critical dynamics near the MIPT for different initial states in
a one-dimensional quantum circuit. Specifically, when the initial state is in the volume-law phase
with vanishing measurement probability, we find that the half-chain entanglement entropy S decays
as S ∝ t−1 with the coefficients proportional to the size of the system in the short-time stage; In
contrast, when the initial state is the product state, S increases with time as S ∝ ln t, consistent
with previous studies. Despite these contrasting behaviors, we develop a unified scaling form to de-
scribe these scaling behaviors for different initial states where the off-critical-point effects can also be
incorporated. This framework offers significant advantages for experimental MIPT detection. Our
novel scheme, leveraging relaxation dynamical scaling, drastically reduces post-selection overhead,
and can eliminate it completely with trackable classical simulation.

Introduction— Monitored many-body systems sub-
jected to unitary evolution with interspersed projective
measurements can exhibit dynamical phase transitions
between the entangling phase and disentangling phase by
tuning the probability of the measurements [1–3]. This
phenomenon is called the measurement-induced phase
transition (MIPT) [1–3]. Different from conventional
phase transitions, which are usually characterized by the
appearance of a finite order parameter, MIPT is distin-
guished by distinct properties of the entanglement en-
tropy S on two sides of the transition point. When the
measurement probability is relatively low, unitary evo-
lution dominates and renders the entanglement entropy
S conform to a volume-law scaling [4–9]. On the other
hand, for higher measurement probability, local measure-
ments dominate and impede the spread of the informa-
tion to local degrees of freedom by collapsing the wave
function, such that the entanglement entropy obeys the
area-law scaling [10, 11]. These unique features have pro-
pelled the MIPT into a prominent position, galvanizing
a flurry of research activities in recent years. The contin-
uous commitment to exploring the MIPT is anticipated
to bear fruitful results, considering not only its profound
theoretical significance, such as its intimate connections
with percolation and conformal field theory, but also its
practical relevance. Indeed, the MIPT is believed to be
commonplace in the modern quantum devices, making it
a subject of great interest and potential [1–3, 12–45].

In conventional phase transitions, universal criti-
cal phenomena appear not merely in long-time steady
states [46] but also during short-time nonequilibrium re-
laxation processes [47]. Owing to critical slowing down,
the information encapsulated within the initial state can
be retained over a macroscopic timescale. The fasci-
nating interplay between this memory effect and the

long-wavelength critical fluctuations gives rise to a rich
tapestry of universal relaxation scaling behaviors. No-
tably, in classical phase transitions, it has been demon-
strated that for completely ordered initial states, the
evolution of the order parameter can be aptly charac-
terized by a power function with its exponent being a
combination of the equilibrium exponents and the dy-
namic exponent z [47–52]. Analogous scaling properties
have also emerged in quantum phase transitions [53–68].
It was shown that such dynamic scaling theory can be
used to determine critical properties efficiently in various
systems, even including sign-problematic fermion mod-
els [69, 70]. Moreover, the relaxation critical dynamics
in quantum phase transitions has been realized in exper-
iment [71].
To date, the majority of investigations concerning the

MIPT have predominantly centered around the charac-
teristics of steady states. Although there have been sev-
eral pioneering studies [1, 2], research on non-equilibrium
dynamics remains an area that calls for further explo-
ration and advancement [72]. In particular, a crucial
question emerges: for volume-law initial states, does the
relaxation dynamics of entanglement entropy S exhibit
universal scaling behaviors? And furthermore, can scal-
ing behaviors for different initial states be encapsulated
by a unified scaling form?
To answer these questions, we delve into the relaxation

critical dynamics of MIPT within a (1+1)D hybrid stabi-
lizer circuit [1, 3]. We prepare two distinct initial states:
the volume-law state, which emerges as the steady state
without measurement, and the product state, which can
be regarded as the steady state with full measurement.
Near the critical point, during the relaxation process, we
uncover a plethora of scaling behaviors. For the volume-
law initial state, we find a new dynamic scaling relation:
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FIG. 1. Sketch of relaxation critical dynamics in
MIPT. Dark blue rectangles represent two-site random Clif-
ford gates and purple circles denote local projective measure-
ments that are performed with a probability p. |ψ(0)⟩ corre-
sponds to the initial state, which is chosen as the steady state
of random quantum circuits and the product state. The unit
of time is set as two evolution steps.

the half-chain entanglement entropy S decays as S ∝ t−1,
with the coefficient proportional to the system size. In
contrast, for the product initial state, we confirm that S
increases with time according to S ∝ ln t, consistent with
previous reports [2]. Moreover, we find that these scal-
ing behaviors can be described by a unified scaling form,
in which the scaling function shows different asymptotic
behaviors for different initial states. Additionally, we
can incorporate off-critical-point effects into this scaling
form. We also point out that our findings can facilitate
the experimental research of MIPT [36–38].

Model and steady-state properties— We focus on the
(1 + 1)D circuits with the regular brick-wall struc-
ture, as illustrated in Fig. 1. The evolution can be
decomposed into the unitary layers and the measure-
ment layers. The unitary layer is made up of the
random Clifford gates, which in each step are given
by U(t) =

[∏
x−odd U(x,x+1),2t

] [∏
x−even U(x,x+1),2t+1

]
starting from t = 0. In addition, the measurement
layer consists of the projective measurements on each
qubit with probability p. The projector operator P± ≡
(1±Z)/2 is randomly applied to the spatial wave function
according to the Born rules, followed by a normalization
procedure [1, 3]. The periodic boundary condition is im-
posed in the spatial direction.

As a paradigmatic model hosting the MIPT, the criti-
cal properties of the steady state of this model have been
extensively explored. For large p, the projective measure-
ment dominates and the steady state is in the area-law
phase. For small p, the unitary evolution dominates, and
the steady state is in the volume-law phase. In between,
there is a critical point pc = 0.15995(10) [22]. Near the
MIPT, the half-chain entanglement entropy S obeys a
scaling form [3]

S(p, L) = α lnL+ F (gL1/ν), (1)

in which g = p− pc, α = 1.57(1) [22], ν = 1.260(15) [22],
and F is the scaling function. This scaling form demon-
strates that at the critical point g = 0, S ∝ lnL. More-
over, in the area-law phase S tends to a constant as
S ∝ lnξ ∝ ln(g−ν) when g > L−1/ν , whereas in the
volume-law phase, g < 0, S ∝ L and F (gL1/ν) satisfies
F (gL1/ν) ∝ (gL1/ν)ν [1, 3].
General relaxation scaling form— Now we consider the

relaxation critical dynamics of the MIPT for above cir-
cuit model, as illustrated in Fig. 1. For the nonequilib-
rium process, the time t with its exponent z = 1 must
be an indispensable scaling variable. Moreover, in con-
trast to the equilibrium case, which only depends on the
measurement probability p, the relaxation dynamics also
depends on the initial states as the result of the diver-
gence of the correlation time. Accordingly, by incorpo-
rating the steady-state scaling form (1) [3], we obtain the
general relaxation scaling form of S as

S(t, g, L) = αlnL+G(tL−z, gL1/ν , X0), (2)

in which X0 represents the initial information. For
t → ∞, Eq. (3) recovers the scaling form of the steady
state, i.e., Eq. (2). Although here the half-chain entan-
glement entropy is mainly studied, Eq. (2) can readily be
generalized to the case for the entanglement entropy de-
fined on a subsystem with size A, wherein an additional
scaling variable AL−1 should be included [72].
In this paper, we focus on two kinds of initial states:

one is the volume-law state prepared as the steady state
for p = 0, and the other is the product state corresponds
to the steady state for p = 1. Note that both p = 0 and
p = 1 are the fixed points of the scale transformation of
p. Accordingly, for these states, Eq. (2) can be simplified
as

S(t, g, L) = αlnL+G1(tL
−z, gL1/ν), (3)

in which X0 disappears and G1 depends on the initial
states implicitly.

Relaxation dynamics from volume-law initial state—
We start with the relaxation dynamics from the volume-
law steady state for p = 0. We first focus on the case of
g = 0. In this case, Eq. (3) reduces to

S(t, L) = αlnL+G2(tL
−z). (4)

Fig. 2 (a1) shows the numerical results of the evolution of
S for different L. In Fig. 2 (a2), we plot the curves of (S−
αlnL) versus tL−z. We find that these curves collapse
well onto a single curve, confirming that the relaxation
dynamics of S can be described by Eq. (4).
Next, we explore the short-time dynamics of S for this

initial state. As illustrated in Fig. 2(a1), in the short-time
stage, the evolution of S conforms to a power function,
and the exponents are fairly similar for all L. Fitting
the curve for L = 1024 demonstrates that the exponent
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FIG. 2. Relaxation dynamics of entanglement entropy
S from the volume-law initial state. (a) At g = 0, curves
of S versus t before (a1) and after (a2) rescaling for different
sizes. The inset in (a2) shows the linear dependence of S
versus L for the time marked (vertical dashed line) in (a1).
Double logarithmic scales are used in (a). (b) Curves of S

versus t with a fixed gL1/ν > 0 for different L before (b1)
and after (b2) rescaling. (c) Curves of S versus t with a fixed

gL1/ν < 0 for different L before (c1) and after (c2) rescaling.
Semi-logarithmic scales are used in (b) and (c).

is close to one, which in turn leads to the short-time
scaling relation for S,

S(t, L) ∝ t−1. (5)

This scaling relation, Eq. (5), requires thatG2 for small
t must obey

G2(tL
−z) ∼ (tL−z)−1/z ∼ Lt−1, (6)

in which z = 1 has been set as input. In Fig. 3 (b2),
by fitting the rescaled curve, which is just the curve of
G2(tL

−z), with a power function in the short-time stage,
we find that the exponent is quite close to one. More-
over, for a fixed t in the short-time stage, as marked in

Fig. 2 (a1), we find that S ∝ L as shown in the inset of
Fig. 2 (a2). These results confirm the asymptotic form
of G2(tL

−z).
To understand the physical reason for Eqs. (5) and (6),

we note that S in the initial state satisfies the volume
law. At the critical point, as a result of critical slow-
ing down, this volume-law characteristic endures dur-
ing the macroscopic short-time stage. This dictates that
G2(tL

−z) must satisfy G2(tL
−z) ∝ L and dominates over

the logarithmic term, thus leading to Eq. (5). Accord-
ingly, Eqs. (5) and (6) vividly reflect the consequence of
the interplay between the volume-law initial state and
the divergent relaxation time at the critical point.
Then we turn our attention to the examination of

Eq. (3) for g ̸= 0. As shown in Figs. 2 (b) and (c), for a
fixed gL1/ν [noting that g > 0 in (b) and g < 0 in (c)],
it can be observed that the rescaled curves of (S−αlnL)
versus tL−z collapse onto each other well. These results
firmly verify that Eq. (3) provides an apt description on
the relation critical dynamics of S from the steady state
for p = 0.
Relaxation dynamics from product initial state—Now

we turn to the relaxation critical dynamics of S from a
product initial state. At first, we study the relaxation
scaling property of S at pc. In this case, Eq. (3) reduces
to

S(t, L) = αlnL+G3(tL
−z). (7)

Although it seems that Eq. (7) is similar to Eq. (4), we
will find that the scaling functions are remarkably differ-
ent for two cases. Fig. 3 (a1) shows the evolution of S for
different L. By rescaling the S and t as (S − αlnL) ver-
sus tL−z, respectively, we find that the rescaled curves
match well with each other, confirming Eq. (7).
Then we investigate the short-time dynamics of S.

Fig. 3 (a1) shows that in the short-time stage, the growth
of S versus t obeys S ∝ ln t (straight line in semi-
logarithmic scale) and scarcely depends on L. This re-
quires G3 to obey

G3(tL
−z) = δln(tL−z) + c, (8)

in which c is a nonuniversal constant and δ = α/z such
that the L-dependent term can be cancelled. Accord-
ingly, one can obtain the scaling relation of S in the
short-time stage,

S(t, L) = δlnt+ c. (9)

As shown in Fig. 3 (a1), by fitting the curve of S ver-
sus t for L = 1024 with a logarithmic function, we ob-
tain δ = 1.55(2), which is consistent with the value of
α within the error bar, confirming Eq. (9). In addition,
the curve of (S − αlnL) versus tL−z displayed in Fig. 3
(a2) just corresponds to the scaling function G3(tL

−z).
The logarithmic fitting on this curve demonstrates that
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FIG. 3. Relaxation dynamics of entanglement entropy
S from the product initial state. (a) At g = 0, curves
of S versus t before (a1) and after (a2) rescaling for different

sizes. (b) Curves of S versus t with a fixed gL1/ν > 0 for
different L before (b1) and after (b2) rescaling. (c) Curves of

S versus t with a fixed gL1/ν < 0 for different L before (c1)
and after (c2) rescaling. Semi-logarithmic scales are used in
all figures.

the coefficient of ln(tL−z) is also close to the value of α,
confirming Eq. (8).

Note that as an archetypal setup of the MIPT, the
dynamics of S from the product state was also studied
in previous works [1, 2] and the logarithmic growth of S
was also discovered [2]. Here, the discussion we presented
above give a more systematic understanding based on the
dynamic scaling analyses.

For the off-critical-point cases with g ̸= 0, we examine
Eq. (3) in Fig. 3 (b) and (c). For a fixed gL1/ν [g > 0
in Fig. 3(b) and g < 0 in Fig. 3(c)], we find that the
rescaled curves of (S − αlnL) versus tL−z collapse well
onto each other, confirming that Eq. (3) provides a uni-
fied description for both the volume-law initial state and
the product initial state.
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FIG. 4. Short-time dynamics of entanglement entropy
S from product initial state. (a) Curves of S versus t
for different p near the critical point. (b) Curves of S − δ ln t

versus gt1/νz for L = 400 and L = 600. Semi-logarithmic
scales are used in both figures.

Moreover, Fig. 3 demonstrates that for all g close to
the critical point, the evolution of S in the short-time
stage can be approximated as S(t, L) ∝ lnt and the finite-
size effect is weak. The reason for this lies in the fact
that, starting from a product initial state, the correlation
length ξ increases as ξ ∼ t1/z in the short-time stage.
When ξ is much smaller than L, the size effects can be
disregarded. Consequently, we can obtain the short-time
scaling form of S from a product initial state as

S(t) = δlnt+G4(gt
1/νz). (10)

Eq. (10) offers an effective way to determine the crit-
ical properties of MIPT. To illustrate, we compare the
curves of S versus t in semi-logarithmic scale for differ-
ent p near the critical point in Fig. 4 (a). We observe that
at the critical point, the curve is a straight line, while on
different sides of MIPT, the curves show distinct trends:
downward for p > pc and upward for p < pc. Thus, using
this approach, we can identify the critical point in the
short-time stage with a much lower cost.
Moreover, for p < pc, although it was shown that S

increases with t as S ∝ t in the long-time stage and
eventually saturates to S ∝ L [2], we find that Eq. (10)
is still applicable in the short-time critical region. Fig. 4
(b) confirms this conclusion by showing that for differ-
ent sizes the rescaled curves of S versus t collapse well
according to Eq. (10) after a transient time scale in the
short-time stage for g < 0, although apparent deviations
appear in the long-time stage.
Discussion—In experimental research on MIPTs, the

post-selection problem is a major hurdle as the proba-
bility of identical trajectories decays exponentially with
measurement number [36–38]. In other words, the over-
head associated with the post-selection complexity is pro-
portional to exp (pLt). This means that to track the
steady-state properties, the number of independent ex-
periments has to reach the magnitude level of exp (pLteq)
with teq being the equilibration time. Given that we can



5

explore the MIPT in the short-time scale, which is much
less than teq, it is evident that the overhead of the post-
selection can be reduced considerably.

Furthermore, our method can be combined with the
cross-correlation protocol [73] to completely eliminate
the post-selection problem. The cross-correlation pro-
tocol in MIPT was devised as an ingenious method by
estimating the entanglement entropy with appropriate
cross-correlations which can be obtained with the help of
classical simulations to mitigate the post-selection prob-
lem [73]. However, the capacity of the classical computer
still hinders the investigation of the volume-law regime
since S is proportional to L in the steady state. Now,
we have shown that Eq. (10) is applicable to p < pc in
the short-time stage with much smaller S. Consequently,
it is expected that the relaxation dynamic scaling, com-
bined with the cross-correlation protocol, can facilitate
the experimental study of the MIPT by alleviating the
post-selection problem.

Summary— In this paper, we have conducted an in-
depth study on the relaxation critical dynamics of the
MIPT in a (1 + 1)D hybrid stabilizer circuits. For re-
laxation dynamics from the volume-law initial state, our
investigations have led to the discovery that the entan-
glement entropy S satisfies S ∝ t−1 at pc. In contrast,
for relaxation dynamics from the product initial state,
we have verified that S at pc satisfies S ∝ ln t, which
aligns well with the findings of previous works. Despite
these differences, we have confirmed that the dynamics
of the entanglement entropy S can be aptly character-
ized by a unified relaxation scaling form, in which the
scaling function has different asymptotic properties for
different initial states. Moreover, we have discussed that
the present work offers a feasible approach to investigate
the MIPT on realistic quantum devices by significantly
mitigating the post-selection problem [36–38].
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