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Highly complex novel critical behavior from the intrinsic randomness of quantum
mechanical measurements on critical ground states - a controlled renormalization
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We consider the effects of weak measurements on the quantum critical ground state of the one-
dimensional (a) tricritical and (b) critical quantum Ising model, by measuring in (a) the local
energy and in (b) the local spin operator in a lattice formulation. By employing a controlled
renormalization group (RG) analysis we find that each problem exhibits highly complex novel scaling
behavior, arising from the intrinsically indeterministic (‘random’) nature of quantum mechanical
measurements, which is governed by a measurement-dominated RG fixed point that we study within
an € expansion. In the tricritical Ising case (a) we find (i): multifractal scaling behavior of energy and
spin correlations in the measured groundstate, corresponding to an infinite hierarchy of independent
critical exponents and, equivalently, to a continuum of universal scaling exponents for each of these
correlations; (ii): the presence of logarithmic factors multiplying powerlaws in correlation functions,
a hallmark of ‘logarithmic conformal field theories’ (CFT); (iii): universal ‘effective central charges’
™ for the prefactors of the logarithm of subsystem size of the nth Rényi entropies, which are
independent of each other for different n, in contrast to the unmeasured critical ground state, and
(iv): a universal (“Affleck-Ludwig”) ‘effective boundary entropy’ Seg which we show, quite generally,
to be related to the system-size independent part of the Shannon entropy of the measurement record,
computed explicitly here to 1-loop order. — A subset of these results have so-far also been obtained
within the e expansion for the measurement-dominated critical point in the critical Ising case (b).
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I. INTRODUCTION

Effects of measurements have recently attracted
substantial attention especially in the context of
measurement-induced quantum phase transitions in deep
quantum circuits, and related problems, which exhibit
novel universality classes of phase transitions in such
non-equilibrium quantum systems [1-30]. Another class
of quantum systems subjected to measurements was re-
cently introduced in Ref. [31], and subsequent works [32—
34], considering the effects of measurements on one-
dimensional quantum critical ground states. Ref. [31]
considered a Luttinger liquid, and provided a field the-
ory formulation with measurements acting on the one-
dimensional zero-time slice in space-time, exhibiting
a version of the Kosterlitz-Thouless transitions, while
Ref. [32-34] similarly considered several types of mea-
surements, with and without postselection, performed on
the ground state of the critical one-dimensional quan-
tum Ising model.[35] The aim of the present paper is
to exhibit novel universality classes of critical behavior
with highly complex and novel scaling behavior that can
emerge when (weak) measurements are performed (with-
out postselection) on quantum critical ground states.
In the examples we discuss such critical behavior orig-
inates from a measurement-dominated fixed point occur-
ring at a finite measurement strength, which we treat
using a controlled renormalization group (RG) analysis,
i.e. an € expansion. Physically, the complexity of the
scaling behavior originates from the intrinsic indetermin-
istic (“random”) nature of quantum mechanical measure-
ments. While so-far analytically-based tools for under-
standing measurement-induced transitions in deep quan-
tum circuits have been largely elusive, problems involving
measurements performed on one-dimensional quantum
critical ground states are typically simpler technically,
and thus more susceptible to a controlled RG analysis,
as we demonstrate in the examples we study. Yet, they
exhibit similar complex scaling behavior as that in the
deep circuits.

b2

The first problem we study, “problem (a)”, consists
of measurements with the local energy operator on the
ground state of the tricritical quantum Ising model,
within a lattice formulation. After introducing replicas
this can be written as the field theory of the (1 + 1)-d
tricritical Ising model in space-time with a perturbation
acting solely on the 7 = 0 equal time-slice describing the
measurements. This perturbation is relevant in the RG
sense, and it flows to an infrared fixed point at finite mea-
surement strength which can be controlled within an € ex-
pansion. This is analogous to the Wilson-Fisher e = 4—d
expansion, except that here the dimension of space-time
is always two, and a small parameter € is obtained by
generalizing the tricritical Ising model to the tricritical
g-state Potts model, and expanding about ¢ = 4 where
the perturbation becomes marginal [which is in essence,
an expansion in the small parameter (4 — ¢)]. This al-
lows for a systematic calculation of all universal scaling

properties at the infrared fixed point.

One reflection of the complexity of the finite measure-
ment strength fixed point appears in correlation functions
of the spin and energy operator taken in the measured
ground state with measurement outcomes 7. When
raised to the Nth power and averaged over measurement
outcomes with the Born probability these Nth moments
decay, for spin and energy correlations, with independent
exponents, one for each moment order N. Thus, associ-
ated with each of the two observables (spin and energy)
there is an infinite hierarchy of scaling exponents, in con-
trast to standard critical behavior. This is referred to as
multifractal scaling. Since this scaling behavior has its
origin [29, 36] in a universal scaling form of the entire
probability distribution for the correlation function, also
the non-integer N moments will scale giving rise to a
continuous spectrum of scaling dimensions for each, the
spin and the energy correlations.

Another exotic feature of the measurement-dominated
fixed point that we find is that of a so-called “logarithmic
conformal field theory” [37—-40]. While at RG fixed points
associated with conventional critical points correlation
functions decay with powerlaws, here we observe in cer-
tain averaged correlation functions a powerlaw multiplied
by a logarithm. This arises because at the finite mea-
surement fixed point a rescaling of distances does not act
diagonally on all observables, but may act in the form of
a two-dimensional [41] non-diagonalizable “Jordan-form”
matrix. When translated into the behavior of averaged
correlation function this amounts to the presence of the
multiplicative logarithm.

The entanglement entropies exhibit further complex
universal behavior at the finite measurement strength
critical point. While the universal coefficients of the log-
arithm of subsystem size in the nth Rényi entropy of
the unmeasured ground state, %cn, are all related to the

central charge c, i.e. ¢, = £[1 + 1], at the finite mea-

. . . . ft
surement critical point the universal coefficients %c%e )

are all unrelated to each other and have a more com-
plicated n dependence already to first order in € which
we calculate, and which is further modified in higher or-
der in e. This represents another hierarchy of indepen-
dent universal quantities, similar to those encountered in
spin and energy correlations functions discussed above.
(Specifically, these are correlation functions of the “n-
twist field”, Sect. VI.) We furthermore show that the
universal quantities cgfﬂ) also appear in the coefficient
of the linear temperature dependence of the extensive
measurement averaged Rényi entropies of the full mixed
thermal Gibbs state of the system at finite temperature.

The problem of performing measurements on a quan-
tum critical ground state can be viewed as a problem of
the unmeasured critical (here conformally invariant) field
theory in space-time with a defect at the zero-time slice,
and the finite measurement strength fixed point repre-
sents a scale-invariant, in fact conformally invariant de-
fect. After folding along the slice it becomes a boundary



condition on the (doubled) unmeasured conformal field
theory (CFT). In general, to any boundary of a CFT
is associated a universal constant, the “Affleck-Ludwig”
boundary entropy [42]. Here we establish quite gener-
ally that for problems of measurements on 1d quantum
critical ground states, the corresponding universal “effec-
tive boundary entropy” Seg is the constant, system size
independent piece of the Shannon entropy of the mea-
surement record. (We have computed it here explicitly
to lowest order in the € expansion.) It may be viewed
as a boundary analog of the “effective central charge” at
measurement-induced transitions in deep quantum cir-
cuits, which arises from the universal finite-size depen-
dence of the Shannon entropy of the measurement record
of the (bulk) space-time of the circuit [29].

Lastly, we address the problem of weak measurements
performed on the ground state of the critical Ising model
with the Pauli 67 operator at lattice sites 4, via an ex-
tension of the controlled RG analysis and € expansion de-
veloped for the tricritical Ising case. We find that these
measurements lead to similar complex scaling behavior
governed by another measurement-dominated RG fixed
point, occurring at a finite measurement strength. In par-
ticular, we obtain (to two-loop order) an infinite hierar-
chy of independent multifractal critical exponents for the
set of measurement averaged moments of the &7 correla-
tion function, leading again to a continuous spectrum of
critical exponents and an independent scaling exponent
of the typical connected correlation function. Moreover,
we find, in analogy to the tricritical Ising case, indepen-

dent coefficients %cgfﬂ) of the logarithm of subsystem size
for the measurement averaged n-th Rényi entropies for
different values of n, which we compute to leading order
in the € expansion. The presence of multiplicative log-
arithms in measurement averaged correlation functions
(logarithmic CFT features) is currently being studied as
well in the Ising case.

The remaining parts of the paper are structured in
the following manner: In Section II, we introduce the
O’Brien-Fendley model and discuss its zero temperature
phase diagram which has a critical point in the univer-
sality class of the tricritical Ising point. For this quan-
tum tricritical ground state, in Section III, we describe
a measurement protocol with explicit Kraus operators
corresponding to weak measurements. In Section IV, we
develop a replica field theory to analyze the problem of
described weak measurements on the tricritical ground
state. We analyze the infrared behavior of the obtained
replica field theory using a controlled perturbative RG
expansion and determine the new ‘non-trivial’ fixed point
in an e-expansion. In Section V, we determine the long
distance behavior of measurement averaged moments of
correlation functions for the spin 6% and the energy E
operator (defined in Section III) and demonstrate the
logarithmic CFT features of the measurement-dominated
fixed point. In Section VI, we calculate the measurement
averaged n'® Rényi entanglement entropies and the von
Neumann entanglement entropy. In Section VII, we dis-
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FIG. 1: Phase Diagram of the O’Brien-Fendley Chain

cuss the Shannon entropy of the measurement record and
the relationship of its constant universal part with the
‘effective boundary entropy’. In Section VIII, we discuss
the case of Ising critical point under measurements with
the 6% spin operator. Section IX is reserved for conclu-
sions and discussion of results.

II. THE O’BRIEN-FENDLEY MODEL

A variety of quantum mechanical systems in one-
dimensional space with different microscopic appearance
are known to exhibit a quantum critical point in the
universality class of the tricritical Ising model, see e.g.
Ref. [43-47]. In the present paper, we will consider one
such microscopic realization convenient for our purposes,
the O’Brien-Fendley chain introduced in Ref. 45. The
O’Brien-Fendley chain is a 1d quantum chain with spin-
% (qubit) degrees of freedom at each site and is described
by the Hamiltonian H

H = H;+ \3H; (1a)
Hy = =) (556541 +67) (1)

J

Hy =3 (6567110742 +0505,165,2)  (lo)
j

where 6% (a = z,y,z) are the standard Pauli matrices.
Note that at A3 = 0, the Hamiltonian H reduces to the
Hamiltonian H; of the critical 1d quantum Ising chain.
As seen by inspection, the term H3 in the Hamiltonian
is invariant under the Kramers-Wannier (K-W) transfor-
mation given by

P @

Since there are no RG relevant K-W self-dual operators
at the Ising critical point, for sufficiently small A3 # 0
the chain in Eq. 1la is described by a K-W invariant
line of second order transitions parametrized by As, all
in the Ising universality class. However, as discussed
in Ref. 45, for large enough A3 the spectrum becomes
gapped, and since the Hamiltonian is self-dual under the
K-W transformation, there is a line of first order phase
transitions on the phase boundary between the ferromag-
netic and the paramagnetic phase. The phase diagram
of the chain along the K-W line is shown in Fig. 1 (from
Ref. 45). The renormalization group (RG) unstable crit-
ical point at A3 = A, = 0.856, which separates the Ising
second order phase transition line from the first order



phase transition line, lies in the universality class of the
tricritical Ising model. In the present paper, we will con-
sider performing measurements on the ground state of
the tricritical quantum Ising Hamiltonain H of Eq.(1a)
at A = )\tc-

IIT. MEASUREMENT PROTOCOL AND
REPLICA TRICK

Coming first back to ordinary Ising case A3 = 0, the
ground state of the critical quantum Ising chain H; sub-
ject to measurements with operators 67 or 6307, has
been investigated in Ref. 32, 33 and 34. Measurements
with 6767, and 67 on the Ising critical ground state
result in the same universal effects [32], because both op-
erators represent (after subtraction of their expectation
values) the energy operator e of the Ising critical point
with scaling dimension X, = 1, up to corrections from
subleading operators which are RG-irrelevant. In other
words, their connected equal time correlation functions
(denoted by a subscript ) in the Ising critical ground
state, describing the correlations of the subtracted oper-
ators, decay asymptotically with the same exponent,

1 . 1
s A (070 ~

3)

~AZAZ AZAZ
<Uz‘Ui+1UjUj+1>cN

as |i —j| >> 1.

We now move on to the O’Brien-Fendley chain which,
as recalled above, has the same underlying lattice Spin—%
(qubit) degrees of freedom as the ordinary Ising chain.
Therefore, it is natural to study effects of measurements
of similar operators for the O’Brien-Fendley chain. In-
terestingly, equal-time correlation functions of the same
operators 6767, 1 and 675 in the ground state of the tricrit-
ical point of the O’Brien-Fendley chain decay asymptot-
ically (after subtraction of the expectation values) with
the critical exponent X¢ = % of the energy scaling oper-

ator £ of the Ising tricritical point [48],

<&f&f+1&j&j+l>c ~ i — j|2Xe

as |[i—j| > 1. Unlike the ordinary transverse field quan-

tum Ising model, the subdominant contributions to both
6307, and 67 are now not RG irrelevant. Specifically,
these two lattice operators are represented [48] by

5267, ~ x(z) = Al + BE(z) + C&'(z) + DE" + ..,
6% ~X'(z) = Al — BE(x) + C&'(z) — DE" + ...,
(A, B,C, D = non-universal constants),

(5)

where [ is the identity field with A the tricritical expec-
tation value of the corresponding lattice operator, while £

4

(with scaling dimension X¢g = %), &’ (with scaling dimen-
sion Xgr = 9), and £" (with scaling dimension Xz» = 3)
are the energy, the subdominant energy, and the further
subleading energy scaling operators at the Ising tricriti-
cal point, the first two of which are RG-relevant as bulk
operators; the ellipses denote more subleading operators.

Forming the difference of 6767, , and 67, we define the

operator E;, 1 given by

. 1
FE =

+% ﬁ(&j’&;-&-l - 47), (6)

which changes sign under the K-W duality transforma-
tion, Eq. 2. Owing to Eq. 5, this operator is a lattice
representation of the energy scaling operator £ of the
tricritical Ising critical point which is consequently also
odd under K-W duality, with corrections from solely RG
irrelevant (K-W odd) operators. For the same reason,
the linear combination

- 1

/

with the opposite sign than in Eq. 6, is even under K-W-
duality and is (after subtraction of its expectation value)
a lattice representation of the subleading energy operator
&' (x) which, consequently, is K-W even (together with all
occurring subleading operators) [49]. Note that Ej 41 lies
on the link of the lattice connecting site at j and j + 1,
and

(656511 +65), (7)

( j+%)2 =

Lo ... . xann
- 5((‘7,72‘Uf+1)2 + (Uf)Q — 05076511 —
implying that

E; , 1 has cigenvalues =+ 1. (8)

We note in passing that, as verified by inspection, the
operator E; +1 also squares to the identity and therefore
also has eigenvalues 1. [50]

In the following, we will describe a protocol for perform-
ing measurements on the ground state of the O’Brien-
Fendley chain.

A. Measuring E on Even Links

i+1

Note that the operators EZ 41 0n neighbouring links
do not commute with each other, because 67 and 67 on
the same site do not commute. However, if we take E, +1

operators on alternate links, say even links (those where
i is even), all of them commute with each other (see Fig.
2). Our measurement protocol consists in measuring the

operators E; 1 on even links. [51] [52] Then on each
even link, we can define the (weak-) measurement Kraus
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FIG. 2: ‘Energy’ Operator on Even Links
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and the measurement operators E; 1 at different even

(9)

links will commute with each other. For notational con-
venience, we will drop the lattice-position offsets of +%

from now on and label both operators as K; and Ei, ie.
by just 4, which denotes the site at the left end of the
link. [53]

When A = 1, the Kraus operators in Eq. 9 reduce to
projection operators K ,,,, = 3(1+m;E;) onto the eigen-
states of E; with eigenvalues m; = +1. The parameter
0 < XA < 1 controls the ‘strength’ of the measurement.
When A = 0 no measurements are performed at all.

When the eigenvalue m; is measured at site ¢, the mea-
surement changes a (normalized) quantum state [¢) to
the following (normalized) state after this measurement

Ki,mi Q/J>

1K [0}

Each measurement outcome m; = £1 at an even link ¢
occurs with ‘Born-rule’ probability

) — (10)

pa(m;) = (W[(Kim,) K m,|0) = (11)
1

= ST (1 F A2+ 2mi/\<w|E,~|w>) :

which depends on the incoming state |¢)). The measure-
ment operators for each even i satisfy the condition

Z (sz)Tsz =1, (12)

mi::tl

where the right hand side denotes the identity opera-
tor [54]. This ensures the normalization of the Born-rule
probabilities pg(m;) defined above. Eq. (12) is referred
to as the POVM [55] condition.

Let us take the quantum state on which we perform
measurements to be the ground state |0) of the O’Brien-
Fendley chain at the tricritical point. Since the measure-
ment operators E; on the even links ¢ commute with each
other, the state obtained after measuring on all even links
with measurement outcomes M := {m;} is

— Hieeven Kiﬂ”z‘ 0> _ Km|0>
| HiEeven K11m1|0>|| <0|IA{:ﬁIA{7ﬁ|O>

Wim) , (13)

where
Kg= [] Kim,, (14)
1€Eeven
and
po(1m) = (0| K. K,5]0) (15)

is the Born-rule probability to obtain measurement out-
comes m = {m;}. We will refer to the state obtained
upon performing measurements and corresponding to a
particular set of measurement outcomes as a ‘quantum
trajectory’. It will be convenient to write the RHS of Eq.
9 as

. 1 ~ A
Ky = Nexp{:t)‘Ei}a (16)
where 0 < A = arctanh()\) < oo, and N is a suitable
normalization factor. Then we can write the product in
Eq. 14 in the following form

~ 1 ~ ~
Ky = VI exp{\ | Z m;E;}, (17)
1=even
where L denotes the number of sites. Let us define the
variable ¢; s.t.

Since the measurement outcome is m; = %1, the vari-
able t; takes on values £A. We can reformulate the mea-
surements by “softening” the variable t; = +\ to take
on continuous values —oo < t; < 400 drawn from some
distribution P(¢;) which we take to be symmetric under
t; — —t;. Sometimes, it may be convenient to choose a
Gaussian distribution whose variance is a measure of the
‘strength’ of measurements A. The formulation given in
Egs. 16,17 above in terms of discrete measurement out-
comes m; = *+1 is simply a special case of this where the
distribution P(t;) is the (normalized) sum of two delta
functions peaked at t; = +\. It turns out that only the
cumulants of the random variable ¢; determined by the
distribution P(t;) [56] will enter our formulation below,
and the essential physics will turn out to depend only on
the second cumulant and will thus be insensitive to other
details of the distribution P(¢;). This then also covers
the case where, with some probability, no measurement
is performed at a site, corresponding to the symmetric
distribution P(¢;) which is a (normalized) weighted sum
of three delta functions, peaked at t; = 0 and at t; = 4.

The corresponding reformulated Kraus operators

1 ~ -
Kf = W exp{ Z tzEz}7 t= {ti}ieevern (19)

i€even

with a suitable choice of normalization factor N/, satisfy
again the required POVM condition

1L (/a0

i€even
This follows from Eq. 11 for any P(¢;) symmetric under
ti = —t; [57]

(Kp)'Ky=1.  (20)




B. Calculation of Observables and Replica Trick

Consider now a general measurement average (denoted
by an ‘overbar’) of the quantum mechanical expectation
of N (potentially different) operators O1, Oy, ..., On,
where each of these we consider here to be a local oper-
ator or a product of local operators. We will compute
this average using the Born-rule probability distribution
po(m), Eq. 15. We will also assume, for now, that each
operator O; commutes with the Kraus operator Km, but
we will relax this assumption at the end of this section.
Then averaging over measurement outcomes we obtain
the measurement-averaged expectation values

[(O1)s---(On) ]
_ (0|KLO,K|0)...(0l KLON K 7|0
Po (1)
= lim <<0|Kjﬁ@1km|o>...<o|Kjﬁ@Nkm|o> X
R—1
<O Konl0) )
= lim <<0|c91KT K;3]0)..(0[OnK L K3 |0) x
R—1 4=

x[<oK;Km|o>JR-N). (22)

Note that when N = 1 the last factor in the above equa-
tion disappears since (R— N) — 0 in the required R — 1
limit. Thus, the average of a single expectation value of
an operator or of a product of operators O (such as e.g.
those appearing in a 2-point function) is unaffected by
measurements,

[(O1)m] = > (0|01 K K 5|0) =

m

(0101]0),  (23)

where the last equality follows from the POVM condition,
Eq. 12. Coming back to Eq. 22, if we replicate the Hilbert
space R times, Eq. 22 can be written as,

[(O1) .. (On)ii)
_ Igin ZR®<O|O(1)O(2) O(N)(KT K )®R|O>®R
= lim Tr(0}" 05" M (jo)(ol) ®RZ

(24)

Here, the trace ‘Ir’ is now performed in the replicated
Hilbert space, and superscripts on the operators indicate
which Hilbert space factor, in the R-fold tensor product
Hilbert space, they act on. For the measurement proto-
col discussed in subsection IIT A, after “softening” the
measurement outcomes to take on continuous values, we

can replace K, in Eq. 24 by K; in Eq. 19, and also
replace the sum ) . by the integral over ¢; as in Eq. 20.
Thus, we will make the following substitution in Eq. 24

([ ar)

1€even

SR K)o [

(K}Kf)m

(25)
Moreover, since E; is an hermitian operator, we have
Kti = Kj, and using Eq. 19, we can write

()

(26)

(KTK) (N') eXp{2 Z

i=even

As discussed in Section IITA, P(;) is a symmetric dis-

tribution under ¢; — —t;. Here {t;}iceven are indepen-
dent random variables with joint distribution P({t}) =
[Liceven P(ti), and the first and second moments of the
distribution are given by

ti:07

tit; = 200, ;. (27)

Here, A quantifies the strength of the measurements, and
we assume that higher cumulants of P(¢;) vanish; and
they will be shown to not change the physics at long
distances in App. A. Then using Eq. 26 and Eq. 27 we
obtain using the cumulant expansion [58]

/ H dt; P(t;)) (KLK)®"

(E5)) e

X exp {A Z
x exp {m 3 E§“>E§b)} (20)
i=even a,b=
a;ﬁbl

where in Egs. 28 and Eq. 29, we have dropped unim-
portant overall multiplicative constants and consequently
replaced the equality signs by proportionality signs, and
in Eq. 29 we have used E? = 1 (see Eq. 6). Using
Eqgs. 24, 25 and 29, we can then write the measurement
averaged moments of expectation values as

[(O1) .. (On) ] o lim Tr((9§ o8 oM x

R—1

><(|0><0|)®Rexp{4A 3 ZR: E§a>E§b>}>

i=even a,b=1
a#b
(30)

In the derivation of Eq. 30, we assumed that opera-
tors @; commute with the Kraus operator K; [59]. We
will close this section by discussing the case when this
assumption is not satisfied. See also the discussion at
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FIG. 3: The action in the path integral of Eq. 31 is
defined on the above cut cylinder geometry. The
direction along the axis and along the circumference of
the cylinder are labeled by space coordinate z and
imaginary time 7, respectively. Note that the line
T =+06/21is ‘glued’ to 7 = —/3/2 line, and the field
configurations on these two lines are identified with
each other, i.e. ¢(x,4+08/2) = ¢(x,—3/2) for all .

the end of App. A. Since each operator O; is either a
‘local’ operator or a product of ‘local’ operators, it will
commute with most Kraus operators Kj ,, in the prod-

uct Km =

only a few

I, Kj’mj, and it might not commute with
K j,m; which have support on the same sites

J as the operator O;. We expect such local commuta-
tor terms of operator O; to generically be subleading in
scaling dimension [60], such that the leading order long
distance behavior of the measurement averaged moments
of the ground state expectation value of operator O; is
still given by Eq. 30.

IV. FIELD THEORY REPRESENTATION AND
MEASUREMENT RG FIXED POINT

A. Field Theory Representation

In field theory language, the ground state density ma-
trix of the O’Brien-Fendley chain at the Ising tricritical
point can be written as a path integral [61] over the cut
cylinder shown in Fig. 3,

H
001 = Jim ©— = [ DoeS jote,07) (0.0
(31)
S, = /df/dx{;(8m¢)2+ %(87(;5)2 +g§¢>6}, (32)
+8/2
Dp= [ []dé(=7)
r=—p/2 @

where |0) is the ground state of the tricritical Ising
Hamiltonian, and S, is the effective Landau-Ginzburg

(-Zamolodchikov [62]) fixed point action of the Ising tri-
critical point, defined on the 2d space-(imaginary)time
geometry in Fig. 3. [63]

We can insert the path integral representation from Eq.
31 into Eq. 30, and replace the local operators (or prod-

ucts of local operators) O; with the corresponding con-

tinuum fields OEai)(x, 07) in the respective replica copy

a;”. Following Egs. 5, 6, we can also replace the mea-
surement operator E‘ga) in Eq. 30 by the corresponding
continuum energy scaling operator £(* in replica copy
“a”. The field £ is expressed in terms of the Landau-
Ginzburg field ¢ by

E(x,7)=:¢: (2,7),
where ‘: :” indicates standard ‘normal ordering’ [64] of the
field ¢2 [62]. Thus, in continuum language, we obtain the
following expression for the averages

(33)

[(O1)i(On)m] o
& (1) H(2) (N)
. (a) 1)~ (2 N) _s
lim [1:[1 D@ | 01057 ... 0 e™S (34)
¢7(a)(x 0 a=
_¢(a) (z 0+)
where, —S = Z S’(a) + A/ dx ®(x) (35)
a=1
R ~
O(z) = Z ED(x,0)E®) (x,0)and A = (constant) x A.
a&l;:ljl
(36)
Due to the trace in Eq. 30, the 7 = 0~ and 7 = 0%

boundaries of the cut cylinder in Fig. 3 will be glued,
and the field configurations ¢(®(z,07) and ¢(® (z,0%)
are identified for all replica indices “a” as shown in Eq.
34 [65].

A different perspective to verify the form of defect
interaction appearing in Eq. 35 and 36 is to consider
symmetries of the system, and in particular Kramers-
Wannier duality. Note that although our ground state
|0) is invariant under Kramers-Wannier duality, an indi-
vidual quantum trajectory will generally not be invariant
under it. However, since we average over all measure-
ment outcomes, we expect this symmetry to be restored
in an average sense. Thus, the K-W symmetry will ap-
pear as an average (“weak”) symmetry of the ensemble
of quantum trajectories. This implies, in particular, that
although the total replica action (in IR) will be not in-
variant if we take £(®) — —£(@ in a single replica, the
action will be invariant if we perform the transforma-
tion £(® — —£(@) for all replica indices (a) simultane-
ously. The most RG relevant perturbation supported on
the 7 = 0 time-slice and in the presence of this average
(“weak”) symmetry is of the form £@E® for replica in-
dices a # b [66]. Finally, we must consider the sum of



terms £(@EW®) over all possible pairs of unequal replica
indices for the action to be symmetric under permutation
of replica indices. This gives us Eq. 35 with ®(x) in Eq.
36 back [67].

B. Controlled Perturbative Renormalization
Group Analysis

At the Ising tricritical point, the scaling dimension of
the field &€ = : ¢? :is X¢ = 1 [68]. Thus, the RG
eigenvalue of the coupling constant A in Eq. 35 is ya =
1—-2X. = 3/5 > 0, implying that the perturbation is
relevant. To study the effect of this perturbation, we will
use a perturbative RG analysis, controlled by a small
parameter €. To obtain such a small parameter €, we will
consider the following generalization of the action in Eq.
35, where

R “+o00
5=y (-1 + A/ dz O(z)
a=1 -
R (37)
O(x) = Y ED(@,0£0(x,0).
a,b=1
a#b

But now we consider, instead of Eq. 32, the more general
fixed point described by the action

(38)

where
E=¢""%, (39)

and where m > 4 is an even integer.

Note that setting m = 4 in the above equations, we
recover the problem at hand, i.e. the action and the field
& given by Eq. 32 and 33, respectively. For any integer
m > 3 (even or odd), the fixed point action in Eq. 38
describes exactly [62] the multi-critical points famously
known as the m™ unitary minimal model conformal field
theories (CFTs) of central charge [68, 69]

c(m)=1-— ﬁ (40)

(The same comment as in footnote [63] applies to this
Landau-Ginzburg action.) We note that for arbitrary in-
teger values m > 3, the operator £ in Eq. 39 is no longer
the ‘energy’ field of the Ising multi-critical point de-
scribed by the Landau-Ginzburg action in Eq. 38 (which
would be : ¢? :). However, we will restrict ourselves to
only even values of m [70], and keep using the symbol &
for the field in Eq. 39 for the following reason. For the
central charges ¢(m), Eq. 40, with even integer values of
m > 4, there is another critical model with the same cen-
tral charge, in addition to that described by the action in

Eq. 38. This is the tricritical g-state Potts model, where
the value of ¢ is given [71-75] by

\/(5220051, m >4 (even). (41)
m

When ¢ = 2, this is of course the tricritical Ising model,
which is described by the Landau-Ginzburg action in
Eq. 32 above, but for other values of the number g of
Potts states in Eq. 41, e.g. for ¢ = 3, it is a slighly differ-
ent theory than the one in Eq. 38, with the same central
charge [76, 77]. This will not be of relevance for the ob-
servables of interest to us, which turn out to be present in
both theories (see also below). For example and of par-
ticular interest to us, when m > 4 is even, the operator
& from Eq. 39 is precisely the same operator as the en-
ergy (‘thermal’) operator in the tricritical g—state Potts
model of the same central charge [73-75]. (In CFT lan-
guage, that operator is the so-called Kac-Table primary
operator ;2 which has the scaling dimension listed in
Eq. 42 below.) When m — oo, the value of ¢ approaches
q = 4, describing the ¢ = 4 state tricritical Potts model,
which turns out to be the same as the critical (ordinary)
q = 4-state Potts model at central charge ¢ = 1 [73-
75]. Moreover, for even m, all operators that appear
when performing repeated operator product expansions
of £ with itself are operators present simultaneously in
both, the tricritical g-state Potts model and the Landau-
Ginzburg multicritical point described by Eq. 38 [78§],
and all correlation functions of an arbitrary number of £
operators are exactly the same in both systems. Since,
as we will discuss shortly, we will be interested in com-
puting the RG equation (beta function) for the coupling
constant A in the generalized model Eq. 38 for even val-
ues of m, which is uniquely determined [79] (to arbitrary
loop order) by the set of the correlation functions of an
arbitrary number of £ operators (which, as just men-
tioned, are the same for both systems), we can use either
the Landau-Ginzburg formulation of Eq. 38 or equiv-
alently the tricritical g-state Potts model formulation,
both yielding the same result for this RG equation [80].

Specifically, we will proceed as follows. We are in-
terested in the properties of the replica field theory in
Eq. 37 — 39 when m = 4, describing the effects of
the quantum mechanical measurements on the tricritical
Ising ground state, as described in the previous sections.
We will study the generalization of this field theory to
large even values of the parameter m which, as already
mentioned, provides an expansion parameter e that is
small when m (even) is large. This is a pure field the-
ory problem. We will find that for large even values of
m, the field theory in Eq. 37 will exhibit a fixed point
at a non-vanishing value A, of the coupling constant A,
controlled by the parameter € = 3/(m + 1), small when
the even integer m is large. At this fixed point, we com-
pute universal properties (including critical exponents)
of a variety of observables perturbatively controlled by
the small parameter e. This is the same logic as in the
familiar Wilson-Fisher ¢ = 4 — d expansion in dimensions



d smaller than 4. In contrast, here we always remain in
2 = (1 4 1) dimensions, but we vary the central charge
¢(m) by varying the even integer m [81]. (This type of
e-expansion within conformal perturbation theory in two
dimensions was first performed in Refs. [82-84] and sub-
sequently used in many works.). This approach allows us
to establish that at the finite-A, fixed point the system
has an extremely rich universal scaling behavior (to be
discussed in subsequent sections), which we can access
in a controlled manner perturbatively in € (in the sense
of an e-expansion). Physically, this rich scaling behav-
ior originates, as m — 4, from the intrinsic randomness
resulting from the indeterministic outcomes of the quan-
tum mechanical measurements performed on the ground
state of the Ising tricritical point. We now proceed to
discuss the RG equation for the coupling constant A in
Eq. 37. For an arbitrary even integer m > 4, the scaling
dimension of £ in Eq. 39 (with action S, in Eq. 38) is
(68, 85],

1 3

Xe=c— "
72 2(m+1)

(42)

Thus, the RG eigenvalue of the coupling constant A is

3 def

yA—l XA—l 2Xg—(m+1)—6 (43)
which is greater than zero, implying that the perturba-
tion is relevant and we will flow away from the unper-
turbed fixed point at A = 0 for any given m. To obtain
the 1-loop RG equation for the coupling constant A, we
will need the OPE of the operator ®(z) (from Eq. 37 with
€ from Eq. 39) with itself (see for example Refs. 84, 86—
88). For any conformal minimal model with even m > 4
in Eq. 38, the fusion rule [89] of & =: ¢™ 2 : with itself
is given by,

ExE=T+E (44)

where £ =: $?™~* : is another scaling field in the m'"

Landau-Ginzburg theory and it is irrelevant on the 1-
dimensional 7 = 0 time slice, for any m > 4 [90]. In
tricritical g-state Potts language where, as mentioned
above, £ is the (leading) energy operator, £ is simply
the subleading energy operator. From Eq. 37,44, one ob-
tains the OPE

B(a1)B(az) ~ () + .
where
b=4(R—2), (45)

and the ellipsis indicates fields which are irrelevant when
supported on the 7 = 0 time-slice for m > 4 (which
includes the m = 4 Ising tricritical case, Eq. 35), and
can be ignored. To 1-loop order, the RG equation is
then given by [86], [84], [87]

% = yaA + DA + O(A3). (46)

Thus, when the number of replicas is R < 2, there is a
new fixed point at a non-vanishing positive value

-1
A= 3 A +O(ya) =
3

m+1

€

m + 0(62) >0 (47)

We are interested in the limit R — 1 relevant for mea-
surements (satisfying the Born rule) [21, 22], and since A
describes a second cumulant, we are interested in a non-
negative value A > 0. Finally, we also note that the RG
analysis for the replica action from Eq. 37 (with action
S, in Eq. 38 and m > 4) has been performed to two loop
order [91] in Ref. [92], and from this analysis we obtain
the following fixed point coupling up to second order in
€,

€ 62

A*:4(2—R)+4(2—R)

S+O0(S),  (48)

a result that will be used further below. Note that the
1-loop results in Eq. 47 and Eq. 48 match as they should
because the 1-loop contribution b to the RG equation is
independent of the used RG scheme.

V. CORRELATION FUNCTIONS

In this section, we will discuss measurement-averaged
moments of various correlation functions in the ground
state of the tricritical O’Brien-Fendley chain. Following
the logic of the preceding section, we will first express
these measurement-averaged moments at the Ising tri-
critical point as correlation functions of corresponding
fields in the replica Landau-Ginzburg field theory de-
scribing the Ising tricritical point as in Eqgs. 32, 35, 36.
Subsequently, we will consider the generalization of these
correlation functions to the sequence of field theories with
parameter m > 4 (even) in Egs. 37, 38, 39, which possess
a small expansion parameter ¢ when m is large. We will
identify the generalization of the fields of the Ising tri-
critical point to general values of (even) m, and calculate
their correlation functions in the replica field theory at
the RG fixed point controlled by e (discussed in the pre-
ceding section). This provides, analogous to the ordinary
Wilson-Fisher € = (4 — d)-expansion, a controlled expan-
sion of critical exponents and other universal properties
in an expansion in €. Just as in the case of Wilson-Fisher
expansion the case of d = 2 and d = 3 dimensions is of
particular interest, of particular interest to us is the case
of m = 4.

A. Measurement-averaged moments of the
spin-spin correlation function (6767)N

If we consider two lattice spin operators 6* at the Ising
tricritical point at sites ¢ and j (also see footnote [59]), we



can use Eqgs. 32, 34, 35, 36 to express the measurement-
averaged N*" moment of their ground state correlation
function in replica field theory language: At long wave-
lengths and to leading order in scaling dimension, the
lattice operator 6% is represented [48] at the Ising tri-
critical point of the O’Brien-Fendley chain by the spin
field o(x) = ¢ appearing in the action Eq. 32. The N-th

moment average (6767

76%)N is then given in continuum lan-
guage by the following correlation function in the replica
field theory for the Ising tricritical point, discussed in

Egs. 32, 34, 35, 36

(G755 )V ~ (&l (@, 0081y, 0)),  (49)
where we have defined G{®:}(z, 1) as
N
& a, 1) = Ho“i)(w)] : (50)
i=1

and 1 < a; < R are pairwise distinct replica indices
in the R-replica theory. As R — 1, the physics at
long distances is determined by the new, measurement-
dominated fixed point discussed in the previous section,
and the correlation function in Eq. 49 will asymptotically
exhibit power law behavior,

1
(&t (2,0) &1 (y,0)) o ——— 5= (51)
o — XN
as |r—y| = o00.
Here the power law exponent XI(\‘;)’R:1 characterizes

the scaling behavior of the measurement averaged N}
moment of the (6767%) correlation function at the Ising
tricritical point.

We can evaluate the power law exponent X ](\}7 MR iy
an expansion in € = % at the new fixed point A,
discussed in the previous Section IV B, by computing the
above correlation function with the generalized replica
action in Eq. 37 — 39. To this end, we use the spin field
of the generalization of the Ising tricritical point to the
tricritical ¢g-state Potts model for /@ = 2cos % with m >

4 even, which has scaling dimension [73]

m? —4

Xo =7
8m(m+1)

(m >4, even), (52)
and which we denote by the same symbol o(z) as that
used above in the tricritical Ising case. The tricritical
Potts spin field is known [93] to have a natural OPE

with the tricritical Potts energy operator,

ox€&=0+0, (53)

where the subleading tricritical Potts spin field o’ has
2

scaling dimension X, :%. We note in passing

that the scaling dimensions of the tricritical g-state Potts

spin and subleading spin fields also match those of the

following fields in the Landau-Ginzburg formulation [94],

o(x)=¢F1:(z) o(x)=:¢*FV:(2). (54)
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At m = 4, this gives back the spin field and the sublead-
ing spin field of the tricritical Ising CFT, o(z) = ¢ and
o(x) =:¢3:.

Let us denote, for general even values of m, the coeffi-
cient of the field o in the OPE of £ and ¢ in the tricritical
g-state Potts model by cyg,. Then, the OPE of Slai}
(recalling its definition in Eq. 50) with ®(x) is given by
N(N -1)

02
oto gloid(z,0) + ...

O(x) - 6{0‘i}(y,0) ~ P S

(55)

where the ellipsis indicates fields which, at ¢ = 0
(m = 00), have scaling dimensions different from those of
&l@it(z,0). Upon using the OPE in Eq. 55, the 1-loop
RG equation for &1} (z,0) is given by

dg{a.y
dr

= (1= NXo)g{aiy + 2N(N = 1) e Agiay + - -
(56)

where the scaling dimension X, of the tricritical Potts

spin field o(z) was recalled in Eq. 52, and we have
defined gy,,; as the coupling constant for the term
[ dr &t} (2,0) when added to the action. The ellip-
sis in the above equation indicates not only the higher
order terms but also quadratic terms involving couplings
other than g;,,; and A. This yields the decay exponent
for the correlation function of the replicated product of
tricritical Potts spins (i.e. Gi®}(x,0)) at the new fixed
point A, of the field theory Eq. 37 — 39 to first order in
67

1
{ai} {ai} - -
(17} @,0) 811 1,0) o
" N(N — 1)
X](\J )’R — NXO_ _ <2(23%C)U&7 € + O (62) . (57)

The OPE coeflicient ¢,¢, can also be expanded in pow-
ers of € about € = 0 (corresponding to m = oo). The
m = oo conformal minimal model corresponds to the 4-
state tricritical Potts model, and we can replace the OPE
coeflicient ¢,¢, in the above equation by its value in the
4-state tricritical Potts model [95]; any e-dependence of
the OPE coefficient c,¢, will only yield contributions of
order O(e?) to Eq. 57. The OPE coefficient in the tri-
critical 4-state Potts model is equal [95] to cogo = —=

\/57
yielding
@.r_ N[ L/ 6N-1) 2
XNt = 8{1 3<1+ C-R) e+0O (%) |. (58)

In the limit R — 1 the above expression provides, as
m — 4, an expansion in € = 3/(m+1) (in the sense of the
e-expansion) of the scaling dimension of the measurement
averaged N'" moment of the (6767%) correlation function
at the Ising tricritical point,

N 1

XJ(\«;),R=1 -2 [1_3 (1+6(N—1)) e+0 (62)]. (59)



Note that this expression shows that for the first mo-
ment, N = 1, the first order correction in € to the ex-
ponent X, (observed without measurements) vanishes,
consistent with the expected absence of corrections to
X, arising from Born-rule measurements in the tricriti-
cal Ising case, m = 4, to any order in € due to the result
in Eq. 23.

B. Measurement averaged moments of the

energy-energy correlation function (Ei+%Ej+% W

Let us now consider, again at the Ising tricritical point,
two energy operators E (given in Eq. 6) on links i + 3
and j + 1 of the lattice (also see footnote [59]). We can
again use Eqs. 32, 34, 35, 36 to express the measure-
ment averaged N th moment of the correlation function
(E; 1 E; +%> in field theory language. In continuum lan-

guage, as discussed in Section III, the lattice operator E
is given by the energy scaling field £ at the Ising tricriti-
cal point. Thus, from Eq. 35, the measurement averaged
N moment of (E;E;) (as before, we have dropped the
lattice offset +1/2 on the E operators for notational sim-
plicity) can be written as

(EEj)N ~ (€l (2, 0) €t (y,0) (60)

where we have defined,

N
eloid(z, 1) .= [H 5(%)(%7)1 (61)
i=1

and «; are pairwise distinct replica indices in the R-
replica field theory. Again, as R — 1, the physics at
long distances is determined by the new, measurement-
dominated fixed point discussed in the previous section,
and the correlation function in Eq. 60 will asymptotically
exhibit power law behavior,

1
(et (z,0) €l (y, 0)) o = (62)
[ = yPXN"
as |r—y| = o00.
Here the power law exponent Xl(\f)’R=1 characterizes

the scaling behavior of the measurement averaged N th
moment of the (E,;FE;) correlation function at the Ising
tricritical point.

Analogous to the discussion of the moments of the spin

operator in the preceding subsection, we can evaluate the
power law exponent X ](5 PR in an expansion in € = mi_H
at the new fixed point A, discussed in the previous Sec-
tion IV B, by computing the above correlation function
with the generalized replica action in Eq. 37 — 39. Un-
like the product &1} of replicated spin fields in Eq. 50,
the product &1} of replicated energy fields doesn’t turn

out to be [36, 92] a scaling operator at the new RG fixed

11

point (even to 1-loop order). The corresponding scaling
operators at the new fixed point are instead given by a
linear superposition of &%} with different possible sets
of replica indices {51, - -+, Bn}. These scaling operators
at the new fixed point transform in irreducible represen-
tations of the permutation group Sg of the R replicas
(as introduced in Ref. [36]). Thus, the correlation func-
tion (€@} (x,0) ¢l*i}(y,0)) will be expressed as a sum
of power laws which, at large distances, turn out to be
dominated [36, 92] by the leading (smallest) scaling di-
mension in the sum. Details are provided in App. B. In
a theory with R replicas, we obtain

1
<Qf{o"'}(:£,0) Qf{o‘i}(y, 0) X ———&= |T—yl—ox
o — yPXN"

(63)
where for the case of Born rule measurements (R — 1),

x@r=1_ Lo 64
N=1 T 57T (€”) (64a)

= N

xELE=t = 7 |1+ e= (BN =5)¢ +0()|. (64b)

Analogous to the case of the moments of the spin oper-
ator, as m — 4, the above expression for Xl(f)’R=1 pro-
vides an expansion in € = 3/(m + 1) (in the sense of the
e-expansion) of the scaling dimension of the measurement
averaged N*® moment of the (E; E;) correlation function
at the Ising tricritical point.

We note that for the first moment, N = 1, the above
scaling dimension matches with the scaling dimension of
the energy operator X¢ (from Eq. 42) at the unperturbed
fixed point up to second order in € = 3/(m + 1). This is
again consistent with Eq. 23 which implies that, in the
tricritical Ising case, m = 4, there should be no correc-
tions to X¢ at any order in € arising from measurements
following the Born-rule.

We close this section by noting that it turns out [96]
that the Nth moments of the correlation function of the
subtracted energy operator describing the deviation from
its expectation value in a fixed quantum trajectory,

5El = Ei - <EZ>, (65)
(0, 6E;) = (E; E;) — (Ei) (E)),

decay with a single power law, and not with a sum of dif-
ferent power laws as the Nth moments listed in Eq. 60.
That is, at the Ising tricritical point, the moments of the
resulting connected correlation function of energy opera-
tors decay with a single power law,

T - .~ N . A s N

(OB: 0B,) = |(B.iE)) — (B)(E))] o« (66)
1

X e Mt

where the expression for XJ(\‘;:)’R:1 is that on the right
hand side of Eq. 64b, however now valid for all positive



integers N, including N = 1. In the language of the
replica field theory, this is written in the form

1

(EnNR(7,0) ENNR(Y,0)) X ————F7m=1>
|z — y|* X~

(67)
as |z —y| — o0

where the field €xprr(z,0), transforming in a specific
irreducible representation of the permutation group Sgr
of the replicas, is defined in Eq. B1 of App. B.

C. Multifractality of Scaling Dimensions

We know from the POVM condition, Eq. 23, that the
measurement-averaged first moment of correlation func-
tions such as (676%) and (E; E;) exhibits the same power
law behavior as in the unmeasured ground state of the
tricritical Ising Hamiltonian. (This has also been verified
within the € expansion to the order we have evaluated
it - see Egs. 59, 64a above.) From Eqs. 59 and 64b,
however, one sees that for each of the two operators 67
and 6 E; we have obtained an infinite number of indepen-
dent scaling dimensions which are associated with the
measurement-averaged higher integer moments of their
correlation functions. This is a signature of multifrac-
tality. In a fixed quantum trajectory both correlation
functions (6767) and (0E;dE;) are bounded from above
and are non-negative for sufficiently weak measurement
strength [97]. This is in line with the field theory calcu-
lation which represents a controlled perturbative RG cal-
culation in the (weak) strength of measurements. Then,
the Nth moments of these correlation functions for inte-
ger values of NV are known to determine the entire proba-
bility distribution of these correlation functions (and are
analytic functions of N). (See e.g. Refs. 36, 98-101.)
Thus, the exponents X &%= and X &"#=", while ini-

) p N N ’
tially defined for integer values of N, are in fact defined
for real values of N (by analytic continuation). Hence,
to each of the two operators 67 and 8 E; is associated a
continuous spectrum of scaling dimensions, obtained by
continuously varying N.

Moreover, physically, while correlation functions rep-
resent random observables which are not self-averaging
(as also reflected by the non-linear dependence of Egs.
59 and 64b on the moment order N), their logarithm
is self-averaging, and a cumulant expansion in the loga-
rithm of the correlation function corresponds to a Tay-
lor expansion of XI(\‘;)’Rzl and XJ(\‘;:)’Rzl in N about
N = 0 (see, e.g. Refs. 13, 24, 29, 36, and 102). This
provides the typical scaling exponents,

x(@)»R=1 _ 1 ﬂ (68)
typ N>0 N

- _ X(&),R:l

XEBE= = iy TN

typ N0 N
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where

log(676%) = —2Xt(;’p)’R:1 log |z — yl,

log(0E;0E) = —QXt(ygp)’Rzl log |z — y.
Specifically, Eq. 59,

— 1 )
X = 3 [1 + et 0(62)} , (69)

and Eq. 64b,

~ - 1

X =g itetse 0], (10)

provide, as m — 4, an expansion in € = 3/(m + 1) of the
scaling exponents of, respectively, the typical spin-spin
and the typical (connected) energy-energy correlation
function with Born-rule measurements on the ground
state of the tricritical Ising Hamiltonian.

D. Logarithmic Correlation Functions

Until now, we have used the replica field theory for-
malism with an arbitrary number R of replicas and its
R — 1 limit to evaluate various quantities averaged with
Born-rule probabilities (see Eq. 24). In taking the R — 1
limit, the scaling dimensions of two operators which are
distinct when R # 1 may become equal at R = 1. Such
a collision of scaling dimensions while taking replica lim-
its can give rise to “logarithmic correlation functions”
at the measurement-dominated fixed point. The corre-
sponding logarithmic factors multiplying the power law
decay of certain correlation functions at criticality are a
hallmark of so-called logarithmic CFTs, which are a class
of non-unitary CFTs. (See e.g. Ref. 37-40, 96, and 103).
We demonstrate in the present subsection that the inde-
terministic (random) nature of measurement outcomes
performed on a critical ground state generates critical
states that carry these hallmarks of logarithmic CFTs.
In this section, we address these logarithmic CFT fea-
tures of the measurement-dominated fixed point, and in
particular, highlight correlation functions which contain
multiplicative logarithms of distance on top of a power
law decay.

As discussed in Sect. VB, the scaling operators at
the new fixed point A,(e) (Eq. 48) transform in irre-
ducible representations of the symmetric group Sr and
the correlation functions of such operators exhibit a pure
power law decay at the new fixed point. Let us consider
two operators O and O both transforming in irreducible
representations of the symmetric_group Sg s.t. the two
correlation functions (OO) and (OO) are pure power law
decaying at the new fixed point A,(e), i.e.

(O.00(0) = D ()
00000 = 0 @



Let us suppose that the correlators have colliding scaling
dimensions in the replica limit R — 1,
Ilziml(X'(R) — X(R)) =0 (but X(R)# X(R)if R# 1),
—
. (73)
and that the amplitudes A(R) and A(R) of the correla-

tors can be normalized s.t.

lim (A(R) + A(R)) = K, (74)

R—1

where /C is a constant.
Then as R — 1, we can write,

AR) =-AR)+K (75)
X(R) =X(R)+a(R-1) (76)

where a # 0 is also a constant independent of R.
Then in the limit R — 1,

(O(x,0)0(y, 0)) + (O(z,0)0(y, 0)) =

_ AR) A(R)
|x_y|25{(R) ‘x—y|2X(R)
AR +K A(R)
|z — yPX(R)+2a(R=T) T |z — y2X(R)
- m [KC + 20 A(R)(R — 1) log | — 3] +

+O((R-1))] (77)

Now the last term in the above equation clearly vanishes
as R — 1 and therefore we are left with,

lim [(O(z,0)0(y, 0)) + (O(z,0)0(y,0))] =

R—1
. K+4+2adA(R)(R—1)log|z — y|
= lim .
R—1 |;13 — y|2X(R:1)

(78)

Therefore, in addition to Eq. 73 and 74, if we have

lim A(R)(R — 1) = finite (79)
R—1
or equivalently,
AR) =0 =1 (80)
- \R-1

we see that the following correlation function will be log-
arithmic at the new fixed point,

lim [(O(x,0)0(y,0)) +(O(z,0)0(y, 0] (81)

In App. B, we identify two such operators @ and O
which transform irreducibly under the symmetric group

SR7

R

1 1 o ob

O_RileQOR_ﬁaglgs (82)
aztb
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and

(83)

Here the field €x /g, transforms in a specific irreducible
representation of the symmetric group Sg and is defined
in Eq. Bl of App. B. The normalization factors in front
of Eyyr and Eyop are chosen such that they satisfy the
criterion in Egs. 74 and 80. (See App. B.)

In App. B, we show that the scaling dimensions of above
two operators (which have unequal scaling dimensions at
a generic R # 1) become equal to each other at R = 1.
Then, following our analysis above, the correlator (see
App. B for its detailed form)

lim [(O(y,0)O(z,0)) + (O(y,0)0(,0))] =

R—1
AN (y, 0" (2, 0)E(y, 0)E°(w, 0))
- 3<51 (y7 0)52(% 0)53 ('T7 0)54($7 O)>
(84)

is logarithmic at all fixed points A, (e) parameterized by
even m. In particular, as m — 4, we obtain the result
that the following correlator averaged over measurements
with Born-rule probability should be logarithmic at the
Ising tricritical point,

log lj il +O(1)
X (&), R=1
N=2

(85)

(£),R=1 . .

where X ;25" is given by Eq. 64b and O(1) denotes
a constant.
Finally, we note that in logarithmic CFT's the dilation op-
erator of the scale transformations is not diagonalizable,
and the logarithmic correlation functions are associated
to Jordan cells of the dilation operator [37, 38, 103]. In
particular, the Jordan cell or the ‘logarithmic pair (C, D)’
associated to the logarithmic correlation function in Eq.
84 is formed by the following scaling operators in the
R — 1 replica limit,

BB B Br) ~3(EP (B x 2

D=0+0
R R R
ey e 1y et - Y gver, (86)
a#l a#2 a,Bf=1
o#B
and

C = (X(R)— X(R)O — —a x XR: P (87)

a,f=1
a#B
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FIG. 4: Comparing with the Riemann surfaces that
appear in the calculation of entanglement entropies for
translationally-invariant (non-random) CFTs (see Ref.
[104] or [105]), we have k n—sheeted Riemann surfaces

for the calculation of the measurement averaged n*"
Rényi entropy. In total, we have R = nk + 1 copies of

the theory, where the standalone copy comes from
Born-rule probability factor, and all nk 4+ 1 copies are
interacting with each other (but not with themselves)
on the defects shown in red lines. The explicit form of

the interaction is given in App. C (Eq. C10).

where the universal constant a is defined in Eq. 76. The
correlation functions of the operators C and D are given
by,

A(R)
|z — y|2X (R)
A(R)(X(R) — X(R))
|z — y[2X(R)

AR(X(R) - X(R)?
o —yPX®

A(R)
y—aPX

(D(,0)D(y,0)) =

(83)

(C(2,0)D(y,0)) =

)

(C(z,0)C(y,0)) =

and thus in the limit R — 1 (see Eq. 78),

2¢ x (log |z —y| + O(1))
| |2X(E)R 1 )

—C (89)
o — P

(D(z,0)D(y,0)) —

(C(z,0)D(y,0)) —

(C(z,0)C(y

where ¢ :=limp_,; a(R — 1)A(R).

VI. ENTANGLEMENT ENTROPIES

At long wavelengths, the n'® Rényi entanglement en-
tropy of the ground state of a translationally invariant,
i.e. non-random (1 + 1)d CFT can be expressed as the
logarithm of the correlation function of two n-twist fields
by considering n copies of the corresponding 2D CFT
[104]. (See also Ref. 106.) Following our calculations of
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measurement averaged moments of correlation functions
and, in particular, the measurement averaged logarithm
of correlation functions in Sect. V C, we will now also cal-
culate the average of the logarithm of the twist field corre-
lation functions (which are the Rényi entropies) using the
controlled perturbative RG expansion. This will involve
calculating the correlation function of multiple copies of
twist fields in the generalized replica action given in Eq.
37 — 39. Since the twist fields are geometrical in nature,
their generalization to higher m theories appearing in Eq.
38 is natural. This will allow us to evaluate the universal
coeflicient of the logarithm of subsystem size of the mea-
surement averaged Rényi entanglement entropies at the
tricritical Ising point in an expansion in € = 3/(m + 1).

To calculate the n'" Rényi entropy, we will have to
consider n copies of a state, corresponding to a given set
of measurement outcomes, and ‘glue’ the copies to form
a n—sheeted Riemann surface (see App. C). Moreover,
to be able to perform the average over measurement out-
comes of the logarithm of the n-twist field correlation
function, we will have to introduce another replica in-
dex k. Overall we need to introduce R = nk + 1 replica
copies, where the additional copy comes due to the Born
rule probability factor pg(m) (analogous to Eq. 21), and
the limit £k — 0 or R — 1 will correspond to the Born-
rule measurement averaged Rényi entropy(s) [22]. The
details of these calculations are given in App. C and
we obtain the following expression for the measurement
averaged n'® Rényi entropy Sy, 4

k

I1 (71”(%0)(7;“))-1@,o>)>A*

k=0 j=1

1 d
1—ndk

SmA =

(90)
Here, T )(u,O) denotes the twist field, where the su-
perscript j specifies which copy of the Riemann surface
(out of k copies) the twist field corresponds to, and the
subscript n signifies that we are dealing with twist fields
for a n-sheeted Riemann surface (compare Fig. 4). The
subscript A, indicates that the correlation function is
evaluated at the measurement-dominated fixed point.
We now evaluate the scaling dimension of the repli-
cated twist field, occurring in the correlation function in
Eq. 90, in the replica field theory Eq. 37, 38, 39 to 1-loop
order in the € expansion using the OPE. The coefficient
of the twist field in the OPE of the twist field with the
perturbation ®(z) is calculated in App. D and is equal
to kI,, where I, is defined as

oo 1— n—1
I = / ds —— 5
27 Jo (I-9)(1+sm)
Then the 1-loop RG equation for the scaling dimension

of the twist fields [Hf 7,0 )} can be obtained as usual,
e.g., from the RG equation for a coupling constant g(,, i

for the term [ dx[]_[f T,U )] when added to the action.
This yields
dg(n k)

dl

+0(e). (91)

=(1—kdp)gni +2kALGn i + ... (92)



where d,, := 5 (n — 1) is the scaling dimension of twist
field 7,, in the unperturbed CFT [107], and the ellipsis
represents terms that will end up contributing only to
corrections of second order in €. Then [108]

a

ko | w2
(T (79 w007 w0, o ()

where, d . = kd,, — 2kA L, + O((AL)?).

(93)

Here, we have inserted a short distance cutoff a to
make the final result dimensionless. The measurement-
averaged n'" Rényi entanglement entropy for an interval
of length [ = |u — v| is then given, using Eq. 90, by

(eff) l
" In—+ O(1) where, (94)
a

SnA =

)

= c(m)<1 +21/n> ) (r?fll)6 O @)

where c¢(m) is the central charge of the unperturbed the-
ory, Eq. 40, while I, is the integral in Eq. 91. To obtain
the measurement-averaged von Neumann entanglement
entropy, we take the limit n — 1 in the above equation.
From Eq. 91, one obtains
o0

= S ds

-1 27 Jo

dr,

In(s) =
o —. (96)

$2-1 8

n

Thus, using Eqs. 94, 95 and 96, the measurement-
averaged von Neumann entropy is

(eff) l

Sia=lim S, 1= =1l = 4+ 0(1), (97)
’ n—1 3 a
where cgbef% at the measurement-dominated fixed point

A, is given by

cgfzﬁ% =c¢(m) — %Te + O(e). (98)
This provides, as m — 4, an expansion in € = 3/(m + 1)
of the “effective central charge” at the measurement-
dominated fixed point of the tricritical Ising ground state.
Note that, unlike in translationally invariant (i.e., un-
measured and thus non-random) CFTs [104], here the
measurement averaged n*® Rényi entanglement entropies
Sy A are not simply a %(1 + 1) multiple of the von Neu-
mann entropy. Rather, the universal coefficients of the
logarithm of subsystem size are all independent of each
other for different measurement averaged Rényi entan-
glement entropies. This feature is similar to having a
hierarchy of independent (“multifractal”) scaling dimen-
sions for measurement-averaged moments of correlation
functions of operators, as discussed in Section V C. Note
that the n'™ Rényi entropy being %(1 + 1) times the
von Neumann entanglement entropy plays a central role
in the calculation of entanglement spectrum shown in
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Ref. 109 for the usual (unmeasured) 1d critical ground
states. Thus, we expect the entanglement spectrum of
the present system under measurements to exhibit qual-
itatively different universal features when compared to
the (unmeasured) 1d critical ground states.

If we have our system at finite temperature, the un-
measured state is given by Gibbs state p = #, in
contrast to the (pure) critical ground state. Following
steps that parallel the pure state calculation above (us-
ing twist fields), we find that the measurement averaged
n'™ Rényi entanglement entropy can be written as

_ 14 26,
ol zme)

where now,

Z4(8) =Y Tr((Kge PHKL)E 17k )
(100)

Z5(8) Tr((Kge PKL)&nh+ly,

afnﬂ ANd

(See Eq. C5 for the definition of .#* ;). Then following
the discussion in App. C, one verifies that the average
entanglement entropy is still given by Eq. 90, but now
the twist field correlation function in this equation is cal-
culated on a cylinder of finite circumference 3 instead of
a plane. Since we are interested in evaluating this corre-
lation function of twist-fields at the new fixed point A,,
which is conformally invariant, we can use the conformal
transformation

w— z=—logw (101)

2w

to map the twist field correlation on the plane (given
in Eq. 93) to the twist field correlation function on the
cylinder. Thus, the measurement averaged n*® Renyi en-
tanglement entropy for a region of length [ = |u — v| at
finite (inverse) temperature [ is given by

(102)

(eff) l
Sn.A 20”3 In (fa sinh 7;) +0(1),
where the universal coefficient C%EH) is given by Eqgs. 91,
95. At inverse temperature 8 << [, this reduces to

Sna | (emTL
l " 38

If we take the subsytem size [ to approach the length L
of the total system, the universal coefficients ¢ will also
appear in the measurement averaged (not entanglement)
Rényi entropies calculated for the full mixed state of the
system at finite temperatures [110]. At finite tempera-
tures satisfying the condition 8 << L, the measurement
averaged Rényi entropy of the mixed state of the system
is then given by

(103)

(104)



which is extensive in the total system size L. We also
note that, since the Rényi entropy of the full system is a
self-averaging quantity, it is thus represented by its aver-
age in Eq. 104. This expression should be contrasted with
the Rényi-index n dependence of the extensive Rényi en-
tropies for the unmeasured, i.e. non-random 1d quantum
critical system at thermal equilibrium, which is given by

[111], [104]
o)

where c(m), Eq. 40, is the central charge of the corre-
sponding unmeasured 2D CFT. We note that due to
the n-dependence of the universal coefficient ¢ (from
Eq. 91, 95) in Eq. 104, the leading order finite temper-
ature behavior of the measurement averaged n'™ Rényi
entropy of the full mixed state of the system does not
satisfy the simple relation in Eq. 105, which is valid
for translationally invariant (unmeasured, non-random)
CFTs.

1

% — o(m) - [2(1 + H (105)

VII. EFFECTIVE “GROUND-STATE
DEGENERACY?” geg

At measurement-induced phase transitions of deep ran-
dom quantum circuits with measurements in the bulk of
the space-time of the circuit there exists a universal quan-
tity known as the “effective central charge” which is de-
fined in terms of the replica limit R — 1 of the derivative
with respect to R of the universal finite-size correction
of the free energy of the circuit on a cylinder or strip of
finite circumference or width. In a sense, it replaces the
notion of the central charge which is zero at R = 1, in
the non-unitary CFT describing the transition. The “ef-
fective central charge” has been shown in Ref. 29 and 30
to represent the universal finite-size scaling behavior of
the Shannon-entropy of the measurement record of the
circuit, the latter providing an expression for the loga-
rithm of the partition function in the language of the
measurements performed on the circuit. The “effective
central charge” is not equal to the universal coefficient of
the logarithm of subsystem size of the entanglement en-
tropy at measurement-induced transitions in these deep
random quantum circuits.

In CFTs with boundary (or defect, before folding [112],
[113]) there is a quantity referred to as the “ground-state
degeneracy g” or “zero-temperature entropy” S := Ing
which is a universal constant associated with any specific
conformally invariant boundary RG fixed point. It plays
a role for boundary (defect) CFTs analogous to the role
played by the central charge in a bulk CFT. In particular,
in unitary CFTs it decreases upon boundary RG flows, a
property often referred to as the “g-theorem” [42],[114].
The defect (boundary, after folding) piece In Z; (subscript
d standing for “defect”) of the logarithm of the partition
function of a CFT on a cylinder of large length g and
circumference L < f has [115] a non-universal contribu-
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tion fy per unit length L of the defect, plus a universal
constant, length-L independent contribution S = lIng,

InZy=fs-L+S, S=Ing.

In the defect (boundary, after folding) CFT of interest in
the present paper the universal quantity S(R) = lng(R)
depends on the number R of replicas and must vanish in
the R — 1 limit due to the POVM condition Eq. 12.

In general we obtain for the type of measurement prob-
lems on a critical ground state discussed in the present
paper, analogous to the logic used in Ref. 29 to obtain
the Shannon entropy of a deep circuit with bulk measure-
ments, an expression for the partition function Zg of our
system from Eq. 24 and Eq. 15 upon setting all operators
to the identity,

Zrerpr =y p(m) [p(m)]"

InZr—14, =
=In {Z[p + rp(1m) In(p(1m)) + 0(7"2)]}
and :
g Znmrer = ) () =
= _SShannon({p(m)} = fd,eﬁ L + Seff» (106)
where
SShannon {P ﬁl Zp )) (107)

is the Shannon entropy of the measurement record, while

d
faef = ( fa(R=1+ r)) = non — universal
dr|r=0
and
Sw=L s =L mgm) =
T dr o T dRp— VYT

= (d g(R)> /9(R = 1) := In geg = universal
dR|r=1

The “effective boundary entropy” Seg, the logarithm of
the “effective boundary degeneracy” gef, therefore char-
acterizes the universal constant, i.e. system-size-L in-
dependent part of the Shannon entropy of the measure-
ment record on the critical ground state. The Shannon
entropy thus expresses the Born-rule averaged defect free
energy in terms of a quantity directly related to the mea-
surements. The “effective boundary entropy” Seg plays
a role in our problem of measurements on the quantum
critical ground states analogous to the role played by the
“effective central charge” in the deep circuits with bulk
measurements where, as already mentioned, the latter
describes the universal finite-size scaling information con-
tained in the measurement record in the space-time bulk
of the circuit.



The value of gg at our ultraviolet defect (boundary)
fixed point A = 0 is Sy = Ingy = 0 since there the
space-time has no defect at all and thus there is no defect
(boundary) contribution to the free energy of the space-
time. We have calculated the universal boundary entropy
S(R) =Ing(R) at our new fixed point A,, Eq. 48, using
our e-expansion. Following Ref. 42 and 92, we obtain

g(R) = go + dg(R), where go =1,
In g(R) = In[1 + dg(R)] = d¢g(R) + O (59(R))”,
T R(R-1) 4

9B = 51wy

+ O(e*).

We note that Ing(R), the universal constant contribu-
tion from the boundary to the logarithm of the partition
function vanishes as R — 1 to the order in € we are con-
sidering, consistent with requirement from the POVM
condition enforcing a partition function equal to unity in
this limit. The “effective ground state degeneracy’ ges
of the defect (boundary) fixed point A, is thus found to
lowest non-vanishing order in the e expansion to be

gt = 1 + 5geffa

d
5geff = (CU%)

Thus, the universal constant contribution to the Shannon
entropy of the measurement record on the tricritical Ising
ground state is, owing to Eq. 106, given by the following
expansion

2

dg(R) = —%63 + O(e*).

R=1

[Sshannon ({p(7)})] -

universal part

2

= T Reff = — lngcff = ﬂe?) + 0(64)7 (108)
as m — 4.

We close this section by noting that the ‘boundary en-
tropy’ [42] has recently also been discussed in the differ-

ent context of decoherence in Refs. 116 and 117.

VIII. MEASUREMENTS OF 57 IN THE

QUANTUM ISING MODEL

(a): So far we addressed in this paper the problem
of measurements with the energy operator Ej 1 Eq. 6,
performed on the ground state of the tricritical quan-
tum Ising model (using the formulation by O’Brien and
Fendley). We developed an ¢ = 3/(m + 1) expansion
for the resulting rich and novel critical properties, where
m > 4 is an even integer characterizing a subset of min-
imal model CFTs which can be represented by tricritial
g-state Potts models (/g = 2cos -, Eq. 41). The tricrit-
ical Ising model itself, the aim of our study, corresponds
to the smallest even value m = 4.

(b): In the present section we address the problem
of measurements with the Pauli spin operator &7, per-
formed on the ground state of the critical (not tricrit-
ical) quantum Ising model. We will again develop an
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e = 3/(m+ 1) expansion for corresponding resulting rich
and novel critical properties of this system. Here, how-
ever, m > 3 is an odd integer that characterizes another
(complementary) subset of minimal model CFTs, which
can be represented as a subset of Ising multicritical points
(namely those with m = odd). The Ising model itself, the
aim of our study, corresponds to the smallest odd value
m = 3.

There is a common principle unifying problems (a) and
(b), which allows us to apply the logic we have already
developed for (a) also to (b) - with some modifications:

As described above, the continuum field £ describing
the measurement operator Ej+% Eq. 5, 6 in the O’Brien-
Fendley model is the energy operator of the tricritical
Ising point. This, as already mentioned above, corre-
sponds to the so-called Kac-Table primary field ¢ of
the minimal model CFT [see, e.g., Refs. 69, 85] with
m = 4 describing the tricritical Ising model. Moreover,
for arbitrary even values of m > 4, the same Kac-Table
primary field ¢; 2 of the minimal model CFT corresponds
to the energy operator £ in the corresponding tricritical
g-state Potts model that we use to define our € expansion,
ie. £ =12 for m > 4 even. At the same time, this op-
erator is represented in the Landau-Ginzburg description
with action Eq. 38 by

tricritical Ising :
E=p10= ™72, when m >4, m = even, (109)

(see Eq. 39).

On the other hand, for the m = 3 conformal minimal
model, describing the critical Ising model, the continuum
field representing the spin operator 7 is also represented
by the Kac-Table ¢; o operator at that value m = 3.
Moreover, for arbitrary odd values of m > 3, the same
Kac-Table primary field ¢; o of the minimal model CFT
is represented in the Landau-Ginzburg description with
action Eq. 39 again by @12 = :¢™ %, with the crucial
difference that since now m = odd, this field now changes
sign under the Ising Zs symmetry ¢ — —¢. We will use
this field as the generalization of the spin operator of the
Ising model (m = 3 minimal model CFT) to the minimal
model CFT at odd m > 3, and will denote it by the
symbol

critical Ising :
8= pra = ™%,

The operator S plays, for the ¢ = 3/(m + 1) expansion
with odd m > 3 in the Ising case, exactly the same role
that the operator £ played for the e = 3/(m + 1) expan-
sion with even m > 4 in the tricritical Ising case that
we have already described in this paper. Various discus-
sions and calculations discussed so-far for the tricritical
Ising case can literally be taken over to the Ising case by
simply replacing £ by S, and by replacing “m > 4, m =
even” by “m >3, m = odd’.

However, before proceding with this, we need to under-
stand a subtlety of the Ising case, m = 3. This will be

when m > 3, m = odd. (110)



done below after briefly reviewing again our € expansion
approach.

Let us recapitulate that in Sect. IIT we started with a
quantum critical ground state in the universality class of
the Ising tricritical point (m = 4** minimal model) and
considered the problem of performing measurements of

the lattice energy operator E; 1 in Eq. 6 (which is odd

under Kramers-Wannier duality) on it. In the process
of analyzing this problem within an e expansion, we in-
troduced the generalized replica action in Eq. 37, with
action S, corresponding to the m' minimal model CFT
(Eq. 38) and a field &€ in this CFT. We motivated the
choice of the field £ in these higher minimal model CFT's
by restricting to only the even m minimal model CFTs
and using the tricritical g—state Potts formulation of the
even m minimal model CFTs, where the field £ in Eq.
39 corresponds to the energy operator in the tricritical
g-state Potts model, which for ¢ = 2 is the same as the
tricritical Ising point. This provided the basis for the e
expansion, where the control parameter e = 3/(m+1) is
small when the even integer m > 4 is large.

Until now, for us the generalized replica field theory
in Eqgs. 37 — 39 with even m > 4 minimal model CFTs
only served as a tool to perturbatively study the replica
field theory for measurements at the Ising tricritical point
(i.e. the replica field theory at m = 4) in the small pa-
rameter € = 3/(m + 1) via the € expansion we developed
in Sect. IV B above. However, as purely a defect field
theory problem with replica action in Eqgs. 37 — 39, it is
clear that the perturbative RG analysis presented in Sect.
IV B applies to any m'™ minimal model with m > 4, in-
cluding also the minimal model CFTs with odd m. This
is because the field £, Eq. 109, being the energy operator
of the tricritical g—state Potts models, when m > 4 is
even, was only used to motivate the choice of field £ in
the minimal models with larger parameter m > 4, and
the field theory problem is perfectly well defined with
just Eqgs. 37 — 39 also for odd values of m, as far as
the RG analysis is concerned [118]. Excluding Sect. V A
on the (replicated) tricritical Potts spin correlation func-
tions, the results from perturbative RG analysis for the
entanglement entropies in Sect. VI and the (replicated)
E =: ¢ 2 : field correlation functions in Sect. VB also
readily extend to all m > 4 (both even and odd) minimal
model CFTs in Eq. 38. However, the physical meaning
of this replica field theory in Eq. 37, and the correspond-
ing e = 3/(m + 1) expansion, is completely different in
the case of m > 3 with m = odd, as compared to the
case of m > 4 with m = even, discussed in Sect. IV B:
The former case will serve to describe the e = 3/(m + 1)
expansion for the problem of &7 measurements on the
ground state of the critical quantum Ising Hamiltonian.
In this case, it is useful to rename the operator £, Eq. 109
as S, Eq. 110, which is now odd under the Ising Z5 sym-
metry. (In the Ising case, m = 3, S is the continuum
field representing the Pauli 67 operator that is measured
in this case.) For general m > 3 with m = odd the replica
field theory action is the same as in Eqgs. 37 — 38, but
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with the field & replaced by S, i.e.

R +oo
=Y (-1)s\ + A/ dz ®(z) (111)
e
o) = Y 89 (2,08 (x,0), (112)
a(,ll;:bl
s.= [ar [ar{ 5007+ 50,02 4 20,
(113)

with the notation S as defined in Eq. 110.

For the m = 3 minimal model, the lowest value of m =
odd, describing the Ising critical point, however, there is
an additional subtlety that arises in the RG analysis of
the replica action in Egs. 111 — 113. For minimal models
m > 4, the terms denoted by the ellipsis “...” in the OPE
in Eq. 45 of the perturbation ® (Eq. 37 and Eq. 112 for
m = even and odd, respectively), with itself contained
only irrelevant fields localized on the 7 = 0 time-slice.
Hence we obtained Eq. 46 at 1-loop order, which de-
scribed the RG flow of A. Precisely at the Ising critical
point m = 3 however, for an arbitrary number of replicas
R, the OPE in Eq. 45 of the perturbation ®, Eq. 112,
with itself contains a term which is ezactly marginal. In
particular, in the case of m = 3, the following term

Ze(a) where ¢ =: ¢% :=: $*™ 7 |,=3 (114)

«
appears on the RHS of Eq. 45. Here, : ¢*™~% : is irrel-
evant on the 7 = 0 time-slice for minimal models with
m > 4 but it is exactly marginal at m = 3, i.e. at the
Ising critical point. This term, however, turns out to
come (see Eq. E7 in App. E) with a coefficient (R — 1)
in the OPE in Eq. 45, and hence it vanishes in the limit
R — 1. Moreover, we show in App. E that in the limit
R — 1 such a term cannot be generated under the RG in
any order of the coupling constant A of the perturbation
®. Since the exactly marginal term in Eq. 114 cannot
be produced under the RG in the R — 1 limit at m = 3,
the Ising case [119], the RG analysis performed in Sect.
IV B, VB and VI will also provide an expansion in large
odd m (small € = 3/(m + 1)) for the generalized replica
theory in Eqs. 111 — 113 all the way down to m = 3,
i.e. down to the Ising critical point. Thus in the replica
limit R — 1, the 1-loop RG equation derived in Eq. 46
also applies to an expansion in € and m = odd, down to
the Ising critical point.

To discuss this case in detail, let us consider the 1d
quantum Ising model at its critical (not tri-critical) point
described by the Hamiltonian in Eq. 1b, which lies in the
universality class of the m = 3 minimal model CFT. Let
us consider performing (weak-) measurements with oper-
ator 67 at all sites ¢ on the ground state of the critical
Ising model (Eq. 1b). Since (67)? = 1 and 67 at differ-
ent sites commute with each other, one immediately ver-
ifies that the details from sections IIT A and III B, where



the O’Brien-Fendley chain at its Ising tricritical point
was discussed, generalize straightforwardly to the case of
measurements with 67 on the ground state of the critical
quantum Ising model, where the measurement operator
E; of the former is now replaced by 7. In particular, the
measurement averaged moments of correlation functions
for this measurement protocol are given by

(1) (On)m] o Jim Tr <@§1>@§2> O

% (|0){0])®F exp {4A 3 ER: (7Y@ ((A,iz)(b)})

i=integer a,b=1
a

(115)

Here, the state |0) now denotes the ground state of the
critical Ising Hamiltonian listed in Eq. 1b. In the above
equation, in contrast to the corresponding equation Eq.
30 of the tricritical point for the O’Brien-Fendley chain,
we have a sum over all sites i and operators (57)(®).
This is because in the present section we are performing

measurements at all sites ¢ with operator 67, instead of

7
with operator E; for even i. Just as in the tricritical Ising
case, Egs. 14, 19, we have gone over to a formulation
using continuous (“softened”) measurement outcomes
t; with a symmetric distribution P(t¢;), which we again
for now first assume to be a zero-mean Gaussian Eq. 27
(only second cumulant non-vanishing).

In continuum language, one now sees that equation
Eq. 115 above reduces to Eq. 30 but where the action S,
in Eq. 32 is now the Landau-Ginzburg(-Zamolodchikov)
action of the Ising critical point, i.e.

5.= [ar [a{J0.02+ 5007 + 530}, (16)

as opposed to that of the Ising tricritical point in Eq. 32.
Also, in contrast to Eq. 36, the perturbation ®(z) is now
given by

R

O(x) = Z 5(9)(2,0)5" (z,0),
a,b=1
a#b

(117)

where the field s(x,7) is the the continuum field corre-
sponding to the lattice operator 67 at the Ising critical
point with the scaling dimension 1/8 [69, 120]. As dis-
cussed at the start of this section, the field s is given by
the Kac’s table field ¢ 2 at the Ising critical point, and
thus can be obtained by taking m — 3 limit of the field
S in Eq. 110. The special symbol s(z,7) for the field
S in the Ising case m = 3 (and only for m = 3) is used
to stress the additional subtlety arising in this case. In
particular, substituting m = 3 in the generalized replica
field theory in Eqgs. 111, 112, and 113, we precisely re-
cover the replica field theory for measurements performed
with the operator 7 at the Ising critical point. We note
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that the role played by the average (“weak”) Kramers-
Wannier symmetry mentioned in the last paragraph of
Sect. IV is now played by the average (“weak”) Ising
Zo symmetry. Thus, the perturbation in Eq. 117 repre-
sents the most RG relevant perturbation invariant under
the (“average”) Ising Zs and replica permutation sym-
metries. Less relevant interaction terms which can be
thought of as being associated with higher cumulants of
the distribution P(t;) are discussed in App. A2 and are
found to be irrelevant at the new fixed point A,. This
means that our result will also be valid for weak mea-
surements where the distribution P(¢;) is a (normalized)
sum of delta functions.

Since the replica field theory for measurements per-
formed with the operator 67 at the Ising critical point
corresponds to the limit m — 3 of the generalized replica
theory in Eq. 111 with odd m > 3, we see, following the
discussion on the analogy between replica field theories in
Egs. 37 — 38 for even m and replica field theories in Eqs.
111 — 113 for odd m, that the expansion in e = 3/(m+1)

e € 3
1 + 1 + O(e)
(obtained by taking R — 1 in Eq. 48) provides, as
m — 3, the location (in coupling constant space) of
the measurement-dominated fixed point which governs
the IR physics of measurements with the spin-operator
67 performed at all sites on the ground state of the
critical quantum Ising model [121]. By reasoning com-
pletely parallel to the tricritical case discussed above, the
measurement-averaged n'® Rényi entanglement entropy
Sp,a for an interval of length [ of the ground state of the
critical Ising chain subjected to 67 measurements at all
sites is given by the e—expansion from Eq. 94,

cﬁfﬁ) l
Sp,a = 3 In o + O(1) where,
o 1+1/n 31,
e = c(m)(F5) - et o)
n [ 1—gnt

HEDETR)

but now in the limit m — 3 with e = 3/(m +1). Finally,
since the field s(z,7) is the m — 3 limit of the field
S defined in Eq. 110 for general odd-m minimal model
CFTs (which in turn forms the analogue of the field £
Eq. 109 defined for even-m minimal model CFTs), the
measurement averaged N*' moment of the correlation
function of the 67 operator at the Ising critical point will
be given by m — 3 limit of Eq. 64,

A, = (118)

(119)

1, + O (),

:%0

|
Xt = 2 % +0(e) (120a)
sy Re1 N
X R=t = S [1+e— (3N - 5)e? + 0(63)]-
(120b)

This shows that at the Ising critical point, the scaling
dimensions of the measurement averaged moments of the



67 correlation function exhibit multifractal scaling (see
Sect. V C). In particular, at the Ising critical point with
measurements, the typical connected correlation function
of the 67 operator will be given by the following power
law exponent

. _ 1
Xt(ypls)’R - 5 [1+e+ 5¢2 + 0(63)] (121)
oL v (615),R=1 .
as m — 3, where the definition of X, is com-
pletely analogous to the definition of Xt(ygp) R=1 40 the

tricritical Ising case. [122]

IX. CONCLUSIONS AND DISCUSSION

We have demonstrated that performing weak measure-
ments on relatively simple quantum critical ground states
can give rise to critical states with highly complex and
novel scaling behavior described by novel universality
classes. We started our study with the critical ground
state in the universality class of the Ising tricritical point
in the lattice formulation by O’Brien and Fendley, and
subjected it to weak measurements with a lattice opera-
tor which corresponds to the continuum energy operator
at the Ising tricritical point. The described weak mea-
surements turn out to be a relevant perturbation at the
Ising tricritical point and the critical properties of the
states obtained upon measurements are no longer dic-
tated by the Ising tricrticial point itself. We showed
that the critical behavior of the tricritical Ising ground
state subjected to the described weak measurements is
governed by a new, measurement-dominated fixed point,
which occurs at a finite strength of measurements. We
presented a controlled perturbative RG analysis, i.e. an
€ expansion, to study the universal critical properties of
this measurement-dominated fixed point and we calcu-
lated a variety of universal quantities (described below)
in this € expansion.

We found the first manifestation of the novel scaling
properties of the measurement-dominated fixed point in
the scaling properties of the measurement-averaged mo-
ments of correlation functions. In particular, we showed
that the measurement averaged Nth moments of both the
spin and the energy correlation function at the tricriti-
cal Ising point decay with independent power-law expo-
nents for each N. Thus, there exists an infinite number
of independent scaling exponents associated with each
correlation function. Moreover, noninteger moments N
of the correlation functions also exhibit scaling behav-
ior, resulting in a continuous spectrum of scaling expo-
nents for each operator, spin and energy. Each contin-
uous spectrum of scaling exponents is related to a uni-
versal scaling form of the probability distribution of the
given correlation function in states obtained upon mea-
surements, and we determined the typical scaling behav-
ior of the spin and the connected energy correlation func-
tion. We also demonstrated the presence of logarithmic
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CF'T features at the measurement-dominated fixed point,
in particular the presence of logarithmic correlation func-
tions. We showed that, unlike in usual (unitary) CFTs
where all correlation functions are power law decaying,
measurement-averaged correlations functions may pos-
sess a multiplicative logarithm of distance on top of a
power law decay. Such logarithmic correlation functions
are associated with the non-diagonalizability of the di-
lation operator, and we also identified the ‘logarithmic
pair’ of scaling operators that span the 2 x 2 Jordan cell
of the dilation operator corresponding to the obtained
logarithmic correlation function.

Another novel feature of the finite measurement
strength fixed point was found in the universal coef-

ficients lcgfff)

3 of the logarithm of subsystem size in
the measurement averaged nth Rényi entanglement en-
tropies. We found that similar to the infinite hierarchy of
scaling exponents in the case of moments of the correla-
tion functions, the universal coefficients chff) associated
with the nth measurement averaged Rényi entanglement
entropies are also independent of each other for different
n. This is in contrast to the unmeasured 1d quantum
critical ground states (and all unitary CFTs) where the
universal coefficients of the logarithm of subsystem size
for all nth Rényi entropies are all related solely to a sin-
gle number, the central charge of the corresponding 2D
CFT. We showed that CSH) also appears in the coefficient
of the leading order finite temperature correction to the
measurement averaged extensive nth Rényi entropy of
the full (thermal) mixed Gibbs state of the system.

The problem of performing weak measurements on a 1d
quantum critical ground state can be formulated as a field
theory problem with a one dimensional defect at the zero-
time slice of the corresponding (replicated) (1+1)d CFT.
We showed, generally, that for a given 1d quantum criti-
cal ground state, the universal “Affleck-Ludwig” effective
boundary entropy associated with this defect (boundary,
after folding) appears as a constant, system size indepen-
dent piece in the Shannon entropy of the measurement
record on the ground state. In the case of the tricriti-
cal Ising ground state subjected to weak measurements
with the energy operator, we calculated this universal
contribution to the Shannon entropy to leading order in
the ¢ expansion. We note that the role of the effective
boundary entropy in the case of a 1d critical ground state
subjected to measurements is analogous to that of the ‘ef-
fective central charge’ at the measurement-induced tran-
sition of a deep quantum circuit, where the latter charac-
terizes the finite size dependence of the Shannon entropy
of the measurement record on the bulk of the deep quan-
tum circuit at the measurement-induced transition.

Finally, we also studied the ground state of the quan-
tum critical Ising model subjected to weak measurements
with the spin operator 7. By appropriately generaliz-
ing the controlled perturbative RG analysis, i.e. the e
expansion, developed in the case of the tricritical Ising
point, we demonstrated that the critical behavior of the
critical Ising ground state subjected to weak measure-



ments with the 67 operator is also governed by another
measurement-dominated fixed point, which occurs at a
finite strength of measurements. At the Ising critical
point, we determined the power-law exponents of the
measurement averaged moments of the &7 correlation
function to two-loop order in the € expansion and found
these exponents to be independent of each other. We also
obtained the power law exponent of the typical connected
correlation function of the &7 at the Ising critical point
in the € expansion. Lastly, we also calculated, to leading
order in the € expansion, the universal coefficients %CSH)
of the logarithm of subsystem size in the measurement
averaged nth Rényi entanglement entropies at the Ising

critical point. Again, analogous to the case of the tri-
critical Ising point, the universal coefficients ch ) at the
Ising critical point are also found to be independent of
each other for different values of n.
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Appendix A: Higher Cumulants and a Comment on
‘Non-Local’ Fields

1. Higher Cumulants: Ising tricritical point

We begin by discussing the Ising tricritical point. In
Eq. 29, we averaged over measurement outcomes by as-
suming that only the second cumulant of the distribution
P(t;) is non-zero. In this Appendix, we will provide justi-
fication for why the higher even cumulants of P(t;) [123]
cannot change the critical behavior of the system at long
distances. ~

A non-vanishing (2n)*® cumulant (Ay,) of P(t;) will
give rise to the following term

R 2n
Ao B 4(2 E§a>>
a=1

i=even

(A1)

in the exponential on the RHS of Eq. 29. The above
2

expression can be simplified, using (Efa)> = 1, which
shows that it corresponds to a superposition of terms of
the following form (summed over all even )
all indices are
pairwise distinct

Z Eai) glas) E‘.(%’“),

(A2)

g1z sy
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where k is an integer less than n. In continuum lan-

guage, we can replace each Ef ) i the above expression
with the corresponding continuum field £(%1)(z, 0) in the
replica copy “a;,”. Going over to continuum language,
the above expression thus reads

all indices are
pairwise distinct
(Elan)y(glai)) ... (£lair)), (A3)

Aj1r Qg iy

In principle, in each of the parentheses in the above ex-
pression we can have a contribution from the subleading
energy field £” which (just like the leading energy field &)
is also odd under K-W duality and can appear in the con-
tinuum representation of the lattice operator [compare
Egs. 5,6]. However, £” (scaling dimension = 3) is highly
irrelevant as a field with support on the 1-dimensional
time slice 7 = 0, and we can drop it. Coming back to
Eq. A3, since the scaling dimension of the field £ at the
Ising tricritical point is 1/5, for all £k > 2 the term ap-
pearing in Eq. A3 is irrelevant as a field with support on
the 1-dimensional time slice 7 = 0, and again we can ig-
nore it. The only relevant term coming from the higher
cumulants k£ > 2 (apart from the kK = 1 term already
appearing in Eq. 36) is the k = 2 term,

all indices are
pairwise distinct

Z g@glgle)gld)

a,b,c,d

26y

(A4)

which arises from all cumulants higher than or equal to
the four. This term has scaling dimension 4/5 < 1 (while
being less relevant than ®(x) in Eq. 36.)

The discussion above of scaling dimensions of the op-
erators in Eq. A3 arising from higher cumulants was
referring to the Ising tricritical point where the mea-
surement strength is A = 0. However, since we are
in fact interested in the measurement-dominated fixed
point at which A, # 0, which we control within the
e = 3/(m + 1)-expansion, we are really concerned with
the relevance/irrelevance of these operators at the A, # 0
fixed point. Now, all “higher-cumulant” (k > 2) opera-
tors in Eq. A3 are highly irrelevant at the A, # 0 fixed
point when € = 3/(m + 1) is small, i.e. when m is large:
At e = 0 (where 1/m = 0) they have scaling dimensions
=2k x (1/2) > 1, i.e. are irrelevant (by integers) on the
one-dimensional time-slice when k& > 2, and for small €
those scaling dimensions only change by small amounts
(of order €, €2, ... etc.) when going to the finite-A,
fixed point of order e. More specifically, one can show
explicitly [92] that the operators in Eq. A3 become even
more irrelevant at the A, # 0 fixed point within the 1-
loop epsilon expansion, as compared to their dimensions
= 2k x (1/2) at the A = 0 fixed point. (L.e. the or-
der € shifts of their scaling dimensions away from their
already highly irrelevant ¢ = 0 values are all positive.)
This is a familiar feature of the epsilon expansion, well
known already from that of ¢* Landau-Ginzburg theory



in d = 4 — e dimensions where, although the ¢% perturba-
tion is relevant at the Gaussian fixed point when d < 3
(while being irrelevant when d > 3), it is irrelevant at
the Wilson-Fisher fixed point of physical interest for all
dimensions d > 2. Analogously, in the epsilon expan-
sion from Sect. IV B of interest in this paper, while the
operator in Eq. A3 associated with the fourth cumulant
k = 2 is, at the unperturbed fixed point A = 0 (analo-
gous to the Gaussian fixed point in ¢* Landau-Ginzburg
theory), relevant when m = 4 and irrelevant for all even
values m > 4, it is analogously expected to be irrelevant
at the A, # 0 fixed point of interest, Eq. 48, for all even
values m > 4, i.e. including m — 4. (A general argu-
ment for the irrelevance of all higher cumulants (k > 2)
based on avoided level crossings is presented in App. G.)

Hence, we do not expect the higher cumulants of
the distribution P(¢;) to change the long distance
behavior of the system. This implies in particular
that in the case weak measurements with discrete
measurement outcomes (Eqgs. 9, 17, 19), where P(t;) is
a (normalized) sum of delta functions [compare the dis-
cussion below Eq. 17] and thus contains even cumulants
higher than the second, the same critical behavior results
as in the case of a zero-mean Gaussian distribution P(t;).

2. Higher Cumulants: Ising Critical Point

Following the above discussion for the tricritical Ising
case, we will now provide a justification for why the
higher even cumulants of P(¢;) are not expected to
change the critical long-wavelength properties in the case
of measurements with the &7 operator on the ground
state of the critical quantum Ising model. Analogous to
Eq. A2, the higher cumulants for the 67 measurements
will give rise to terms of form

all indices are
pairwise distinct

(51_2)(%1)(&2,2)(%2) . ((,Z_Z)(aj%)’ (A5)

which will appear in the exponentional in Eq. 115. In
continuum language, we can replace each ((}f)(‘”l) op-
erator in the above equation by the continuum field
§(@1)(z, 7). Since the scaling dimension of (%) (z, 7) is
1/8, all the terms with k > 4 appearing in the above
equation are irrelevant at the (unmeasured) Ising criti-
cal point. Thus, at the Ising critical point, the 4-replica
and 6-replica terms (corresponding to k = 2 and k = 3
in Eq. A5) are relevant, while the 8-replica term (corre-
sponding to k = 4) is marginal (while these terms are
all less relevant than the perturbation ®(x) in Eq. 117
corresponding to k = 1).

In analogy with the tricritical Ising case in the pre-
ceding subsection, the discussion above of the scaling di-
mensions of the operators in Eq. A5 arising from higher
cumulants was referring to the Ising critical point where
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the measurement strength is A = 0. However, again, as
we are interested in the measurement-dominated fixed
point at which A, # 0, which we control within the
€ = 3/(m+1)-expansion [where now m = odd], we are re-
ally interested in the relevance/irrelevance of these opera-
tors at this new fixed point. Again, all “higher-cumulant”
operators (k > 2) in Eq. A5 are highly irrelevant at the
A, # 0 fixed point when € = 3/(m+1) is small [124], i.e.
when m = odd is large: At e =0 (1/m = 0) they have
again scaling dimensions = 2k x (1/2) > 1, i.e. are again
irrelevant (by integers) on the one-dimensional time-slice
when k£ > 2. And again, for small € those scaling dimen-
sions only change by small amounts when going to the
finite-A, fixed point of order e. Again, specifically, within
the 1-loop epsilon expansion [92] these operators become
more irrelevant as compared to their already irrelevant
scaling dimensions = 2k x (1/2) at A = 0. Again, in anal-
ogy with the discussion of the ¢°® term in the d = 4—¢
expansion of ¢* Landau-Ginzburg theory, the operators
in Eq. A5 with k = 2,3,4 are expected to be irrelevant
at the A, # 0 fixed point of interest for all odd values of
m > 3, i.e. including m = 3. (For a general argument
for the irrelevance of all higher cumulants (k > 2) based
on avoided level crossings we refer again to App. G.)
Hence, again, we do not expect the higher cumulants
of the distribution P(t;) to change the long distance
behavior of the system. This implies again in particular
that in the case of weak measurements with discrete
measurement outcomes (Eqs. 9, 17, 19), where P(t;) is
a (normalized) sum of delta functions (compare discus-
sion below Eq. 17) and thus contains even cumulants
higher than the second, the same critical behavior results
as in the case of a zero-mean Gaussian distribution P(t;).

3. Locality of Observables

We will close this section by discussing the significance
of ‘locality” of fields O; associated with lattice operators
O; and which appear in Eq. 35. Note that in deriv-
ing Eq. 35, we assumed that the operators O; in their
continuum representation correspond to ‘local’ fields O;,
i.e. O; can be expressed in terms of local combina-
tions involving the Landau-Ginzburg field ¢(z,7) and
its normal ordered higher powers. Important differences
in the gluing of field configurations {¢(*)(z,07) ) and
{c;S(“)(x,O*)}f:l (appearing in Fig. 3 and Eq. 31) could
occur if the fields O; are non-local. An example of
this is seen in the case of measurements performed on
the Tomonaga-Luttinger liquids (TLLs), studied in Ref.
[31], when calculating the correlations functions of phase
¢(®) The phase 6(z) is termed as a ‘non-local’ field in
the bosonic theory of the field ¢(x) [125] as they satisfy
the following equal time commutator

it ox>a

0 z<a’ (A6)

[6(x),0(z")] = inH(z — z') = {



In the calculation of phase correlation functions, as noted
in Ref. [31], the two field configurations {¢(® (x,07) i
and {9 (z, 0%)}, differ with each other on an interval
of values of position z, and are not ‘identified/glued’ on
this interval. In this work, we have only considered corre-
lation functions (and their moments) of lattice operators
O; which correspond to ‘local’ fields in continuum, i.e.
they can be expressed as local combinations of Landau-
Ginzburg field ¢ and normal ordered higher powers of

o.

Appendix B: Irreducible Representations of the
Symmetry Group

Unlike the unperturbed critical theory (A = 0), the
operators Hivzl E@)(2,0) (1 < a; < R in a theory
with R replica) are no longer scaling operators at the
new fixed point (A = A,). Rather, as discussed in
Ref. [36] and [92], the scaling operators at the new fixed
point are formed out of linear superposition of opera-
tors vazl £@)(2,0) for different choices of replica in-
dices {«;}, and they transform in irreducible representa-
tions of the symmetric group Sg. Following Ref. [92], the
corresponding scaling operators at the new fixed point
are given by

ENMR =

Z (gl _gR)y | (gloa) _g(B=MA1)yelamsa) - glan)

ai;éaj
1<a; <
R—M

(0<M<N). (Bl
The scaling dimensions of the above operators are cal-
culated to two-loop order in Ref. [92] in a dimensional
regularization [by ¢ = 3/(m + 1)] RG scheme, with min-
imal subtraction of poles in €. From their analysis, the
scaling dimension of the operator in Eq. Bl is given by

XEF = NXe — (A ... (Xg :;_2(m3+1))
(B2)

* € 62 ) 3
. T 42-R) +4(2—3)2*0(6‘3) <em+1>

(A) = 2byyrA = 8(N(R— N) + (N = 1)bnar)A®
+0(A?)
bymr =2((N — M)R— N? + M(M —1))

In table I, we list the scaling dimensions Xl(\?l)\’dR for
R = 0,1 and N = 1,2,3. Out of the N scaling di-
mensions, corresponding to different values of M in Eq.

B2, the smallest one dictates the power law behavior of
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TABLE I: Scaling Dimensions XJ(\‘;:J)V’IR for N =1,2,3

and R =0,1.
(N, M) | X XN
(1,0)  [3+% +0() 1-5+0()
(1,1) 14+ 40 14440
(2,0) |1+e—< +0(&) l+e—e+0()
(2,1) l+e— S+ 0(?) 142 — &2+ 0()
2,2) |[1-2 40 l+e—e+0()
(3,0)  |243—ZE L O@) |24+ % -9 +0(P)
(3,1)  |243¢—ZE L O(S) |24 e — 10+ O()
(3,2) 3 42— % +O(*) |24+ % -9+ O(e?)
(3,3) |2 - 1< L0 343 6 4+ 0(P)

(E(x,0)E(y,0))N when |z —y| — co. Setting R =1 and
minimizing the scaling dimension X](\‘;"J)V’IR in Eq. B2 over

possible values of M | we obtain Eqgs. 64a and 64b.

As an aside, we note that in Ref. [92] they were in
interested in the limit R — 0 (which corresponds to
quenched disorder), and in this limit the smallest scal-
ing dimension for a fixed N in Eq. B2 is given by,

N

x&R=0 (1= %(SN —4)+0(2). (B3

Colliding Scaling Dimensions in Replica Limit R — 1

As discussed in Sect. V D, scaling dimensions of oper-
ators with unequal scaling dimensions at generic replica
number R # 1 can become equal to each other at R = 1.
To see this collision of scaling dimensions in replica limit
R — 1, we consider two operators €sgr and Egor from
Eq. B1l. We note that the correlation function of the
E5or Operator is given by,

<@2()R(7“, 0)@203(0, 0)> = QR(R — 1))(

(<sl<r>sl<0>52<r>82<o>>+

# B3 o1y 629200 0)
+2A(R-2(EOEOEO) ).

(B4)
while for €9,z operator,
(€22R(r,0)€22,(0,0)) = (R — 3)(R — 2)*(R — 1)x
(<51(T)51(0)52(r)52(0)> +(ENE(r)E2(0)E4(0))

- 2<61<r>51<0>52<r>63<o>>>.
(B5]
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Ignoring the overall R dependent constants, clearly, the The n'* Rényi entanglement entropy of a spatial region
expressions in parentheses in Egs. B4 and B5 are iden- A = [u,v] in this state is given by

tical to each other in R — 1 limit. Thus, the two op-

erators €yor and €9y have colliding scaling dimensions

in the replica limit R — 1, i.e. the scaling dimensions

of the two operators are equal to each other in the limit

R — 1 at the new fixed point A.(e) (e = 3/(m + 1))

for all even values of m. (This can also be verified us- 1 n
AW = In {Tr U ,

ing the e-expansion for the scaling dimensions of the two Ay 7}>) 1 n{ A [pA (| { J}>)] }

operators using Eq. B2.) Moreover, with the given nor- (C2)

malization for operator O (Eq. 82) and operator O (Eq.
83), it can be easily verified that the criterion in Eq. 74
is satisfied by the amplitudes of correlators (O(r)O(0))
and (O(r)O(0)). Finally, since the correlation functions
in the parentheses of Eqgs. B4 and B5 are physical corre-
lators, we expect to get a finite answer for them in the
R — 1 limit, and thus operators O and O also satisfy
the criterion in Eq. 80. As discussed in Sect. V D, such
colliding of scaling dimensions give rise to logarithmic
correlation functions at the new fixed point.

where the reduced density matrix is

PA(C 1)) =Tz (19 0m; 1) (P pmyy )

- . Y
Appendix C: Details of Entanglement Entropy :TrA (Km|0> (O(fs) ) (C3)
Calculation Tr(Kw|0) (0](Km)T)

Given a set of measurement outcomes m = {m;}, the
state obtained after measurements is

U m,y) = Ifrﬁ|0>A . (C1)  and A is complement of spatial region A. Then
/ (0l(K ) T K |0) |
1
SnallWm,3) = 7 { W(Tra(Tra(K|0)(01(Km)"))") — In(Tr(Kam0)0] (Km) )" }

= T A (K 0){0] (o) )") — InTr((Ro0) (0] Ko))E))

1

= i (TR (K0 01K a)) ™) — Te(Kal0)(01(Ka) )2} (C4)

Here the permutation operator .#, 4 is defined [22] as

(1,2,...,n) z€A

- C5
identity =e¢ xz€ A’ (C5)

S A= ngzand G = {

where g, labels the permutation on site z, and X, = Z[i] lig, (1)ig, (2) - - - ig,(n)) (i1%2 - . . in| is its representation on the

replicated on-site Hilbert space. Since the operator (Kg)®"F = Kg ® K - - - ® Kz commutes with the permutation
operator .%;, 4, using cyclicity of trace we can write Eq. C4 as

hm* x {Te(0 A(10)(0)®" (KL K ) ®™*) = Te((10)(0) =™+ (K| Ko ) ®7F) } (C6)

— N k—0

SnaA([Wim,3)) =
Then the average of the n'" Rényi entropy over the measurement outcomes with Born rule is given by,

Zpo Sn,aA(IYim; 1))

(C7)
:hmi)k%:po ) { (7 4(10)(0) =™ (KL K ) ™) = Te((10){0]) " (K Km) ™) ).



Tr(Kow/0)(0](Ka) )= Tr(|0) (0| K, K.

Z Tr(,

Since po(m) =

@) we obtain S, 4 =
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= limg 0 % [Z4 — Z5], where

A (]0)( O‘)®"k+l(KTK )®nk+1) and Zg—ZTf ((]0)( O|)®nk+1(KTK )®nk+1) (C8)

m

Owing to the POVM condition Eq. 12, limy_g Z5 = 1, we can write the measurement averaged n'" Rényi entropy

as

S —
mA T s k

1. <ZA
lim —( =— —

1 d
1) N 1—n(dk

ZA) . (C9)

k=022

Using Eq. 29, 31, 5 and following the arguments in the derivation of Eq. 35, Z4 can be written as

ZA—ZTr

nk+1

/ H D@ ¢~ XuE SHA [ et @) Ty (k{600 (2,04) 1) ({6 (2,07)})

where,

R
= > £9(2,0£0(x,0) and [{¢!")(

a,b=1
a#b

Upon making use of the definition Eq. C4, the factor
Tr (YkA|{¢(a)(ac 091 ({¢@(2,07)}]) in Eq. C10 does
the job gluing the nk + 1 replicas into k n-sheeted Rie-
mann surfaces, as illustrated in Fig. 4: Fach of these
k n-sheeted Riemann surfaces contain n replicas which
are glued in the spatial region A along the 7 = 0 equal-
time slice, and there is one additional replica represent-
ing a plane that remains unglued. Thus we conclude
that the ratio Z4/Z4 of partition functions equals the
correlation function of two twist fields describing these
k n-sheeted Riemann surfaces. Thus we can express the
measurement-averaged Rényi entropies from Eq. C9 in
terms of the twist fields as

k

H (7,9 (u, 0)(T,9) " (v,0))) s

L d
1—-ndkj,_,

Sn,A =

(C12)
where the superscript j on the twist fields denotes the
Riemann surface (out of k) to which the twist field cor-
responds, and the subscript n indicates that we are deal-
ing with twist fields for a n-sheeted Riemann surface.
(7}(] ))*1 denotes the twist field conjugate (“inverse”) to

7,

Appendix D: OPE coefficient of two Twist Fields
into ®(z)

In order to compute the scaling dimension of the twist
field at the new fixed point to 1-loop order in the small
parameter € = 3/(m+1), we will need the OPE coefficient

A |0 0|)®nk+l(KT K )®nk+1)

(C10)

(z,0%)} ®\{¢<a z,05)}) (C11)

(

with which the perturbation ®(x) (from Eqgs. 37, 39) ap-
pears in the OPE of the twist fields. This is equivalent to
finding the following three point correlation function in
the unperturbed replica theory (with action in Eq. 38)

k
I T )T (0. 0) () =
nk+i k

S AT w0)0(T) (v, 0)) £ (2,0 (,0)).
a,b=1 j
a#b

(D1)
We know from Ref. [104] that
(8(‘1)(x,0)8(”) (x, 0)>(Rn)k+1 =
1y (79 (w, 0) () (0,0)) €@ (2, 0)E® (, 0))
(15 (T (w, 0)(T) =1 (v,0))) '

(D2)

The LHS of the above equation calculates the correlator
for the two specified fields £(*) and £®) in the geometry
shown in Fig. 4, which involves k copies of a n-sheeted
Riemann surface and one plane, denoted by the subscript
(R.)* + 1 on the correlator. On the LHS of the above
equation, the index a is to be thought of as equal to a
combined index (7, ). The index i here indicates either
a Riemann surface out of the k copies of the n-sheeted
Riemann surface (when ¢ € {1,...,k}) or it indicates the
plane (when ¢ = k + 1). When the index ¢ corresponds



to a Riemann surface, the index « denotes the Riemann
sheet of that mn-sheeted Riemann surface on which the
field is located [126]. On the other hand, the correlators
on the RHS of the above equation are evaluated in the
nk + 1 independent replicas of the m™ minimal model
and the labels a and b indicate the replica copy of the
theory.

Now to evaluate the correlator
(€@ (z,0£®)(2,0))(r, )11, We can use a confor-
mal transformation to map each of the k£ copies of the
n-sheeted Riemann surface to a plane. In particular,
we note that since &£ is a (Virasoro) primary field,
its expectation value on the plane vanishes [127]. So
(€@ (z,0)£®) (2,0))(r, yr 11 i zero unless both £(*)(z,0)
and £®) (z,0) lie on the same n-sheeted Riemann surface,
ie. a = (j,a) and b = (j,8) for the same Riemann
surface j [128] . The correlator (£(®)(z,0)€P) (z,0)) .,
for a single n-sheeted Riemann surface R, can be
calculated using the following conformal transformation

o= s = (222)

In particular, if w corresponds to a point (z,0) on the
a'™ sheet in the n-sheeted Riemann surface,

(D3)

1

z=f(a,(z,0)) = <x—u> " e igith o {1,2,...,n}.
N—_—— Tr—v
(x,0) on the
at? sheet
(D4)
Since € is a (Virasoro) primary field,
<€(a) (x’ O)S(B) (J,‘, O)>Rn =
dw1 —Xe d’LU2 —Xe o
dizl d722 <5( )(Zl)g(ﬁ)(@»planev
(D5)

where w; denotes position (z,0) in the o™ sheet and wy
denotes position (z,0) in the B*" sheet. Also,

dwy :n(x—v)(x—u)(x—v)"e_zzai

dz; U —v T—Uu

)

1
dws :n(x—v)(m—u) <x_v>"€27ﬁi7 (D6)
dzo uU—v T—u

1

and |z1 — 22 :2’(x_u>nsm (71'((34—@)’
- n

Then using Eq. D5 as well as
<5(a)(21)5(5)(22)>p1ane = 1/ (|Zl — 22‘2Xg)7 we ob-

tain

<g(a) (l‘, O)g(ﬂ) (J?, 0)>Rn =

(u—v) e

2n(z — v)(x — u)sin (252)
= (£ (2,00 (2, 0)) (R, 41,

(D7)
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where in the last equality we recall that a = (j,a) and
b = (j,B). The last equality in the above equation fol-
lows because, as already mentioned above, we are in-
terested in the case when both the fields £ and £®
lie on the same Riemann surface R,, since otherwise
the correlator is zero. Finally, from Eq. D1, D2 and
(T (u,0)(T,) "1 (v,0)) = 1/|u — v|*¥", we obtain for the
desired three point function

k
(79w 0)(T) " (v,0)) () =
J
_ Cn,k
- |u — v|2kdn—2Xe | — |2Xe | — p|2Xe )
(D8)
S 1
with Cp, 1 =k . (D9)
2 T ()

arB
Thus, the required OPE coefficient is

n

1 k= 1
Cor=k == _— .
‘ a%; [2nsin (Ha=2) P2 o; (sin (52))"
B
(D10)
Moreover, as 2X¢ = 1 —¢, with e = 3/(m + 1), the above
OPE coefficient can be expanded in powers of € as

ELL 1
=S . D11
Cok =3 > S (25) + O(e) (D11)

a=1
To obtain the von Neumann entanglement entropy,
we also want to be able to analytically continue the n-
dependence in the above expression to n — 1. Thus, we
want an expression for the above OPE coefficient which
is an analytic function of n at n = 0, and which is valid
for all real numbers n and which reduces to Eq. D11
when n is a natural number (> 2). Following Ref. [129],
we can write 1/sin(7z) in the form (see also Ref. [130])

tw—l

1 1 /Oo
- == dt
sin(rz) 7w Jo 1+t
1

1 o an - o1

: :f/dtt :ﬁ/dss :

sin(Z%) 7 Jo 1+t =) 1+ sm
(D12)

From Eq. D11, the OPE coefficient then can be written
as Cy 1, = kI, where I, is defined as

det [ 1—sm!
Inzi d -_— .
27r/0 ST—sags o

We make use of Eq. D13 in Sect. VI below Eq. 91.

x € (0,1) implying

(D13)

Appendix E: Higher Loop Orders in the RG and the
Ising Critical Point

We noted in Section VIII that when m = 3, i.e. in
the case of the Ising critical point, there is an additional



subtlety associated with the RG analysis of the replica
action in Eq. 111 — 113. This is due to the term in Eq.
114, which appears in the OPE in Eq. 45 for a generic
number R of replicas, and although it is irrelevant for
minimal models m > 4, it becomes marginal at m = 3.
We noted in Section VIII that, as shown in Eq. E7 below,
the coefficient of this marginal term in Eq. 114 comes
with a factor of (R — 1) in the OPE in Eq. 45. Thus, in
the R — 1 limit, this term is not generated by the RG
to second (1-loop) order in the coupling constant A of
the perturbation ®. In this appendix, we will show that
the term in Eq. 114 cannot be generated by the RG to
any (higher-loop) order in the coupling A in the replica
limit R — 1, relevant for Born-rule measurements. We
will provide two different arguments, (i) and (ii).

(i): In the first argument we use the fact that all terms
that could possibly be generated under the RG at arbi-
trary order in the coupling A can be obtained by analyz-
ing the multiple OPE

O(x) x () x -+ x D(x) (E1)
n # of ®(x)
where ® from Eq. 117 is the perturbation given by,
R
® = Z 5450, (E2)
a,b=1
a#b

We use the well-known fact (see e.g. Refs. 84, 86-88)
which states that the only operators that can be gener-
ated under the RG to any order are the operators that ap-
pear in the multiple OPE of the perturbation in Eq. E1,
and in multiple OPEs of the operators that appear in
Eq. E1. — A brief review of this can be found, if desired,
in App. F. — By analyzing these OPEs, we will show be-
low that the marginal operator, Eq. 114, does not appear
in any of these multiple OPEs in the limit R — 1, and
thus cannot be generated in this limit in any order.

We begin by discussing the possible operators that can
occur in a multiple OPE of the operator ® in Eq. EI.
The CFT describing the Ising critical point has three pri-
mary fields: I, s and e (identity, spin, and energy). The
OPEs between these primary fields are given [131] by,

sxs=1+e, (E3)
§Xe=s5, (E4)
exe=1, (E5)
Ixs=s, Ixe=e IxI=1I (E6)

For the purpose of the following discussion, we only care
about whether or not a field appears in the OPE of two
given fields, and its exact coefficient is immaterial. Let
us now first consider the OPE in Eq. E1 for n = 2. Using
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the above OPE relations in each replica copy, we obtain

R
Ox®=4R-2)®+4a(R—1)) @ +
a=1

all indices are
pairwise distinct

3 @505
a,b,c,d

“+a9 Z B(a)s(b)ﬁ(c)—FCLg

a#b,a#c,
b#c

(E7)

where a1, as and a3 are R independent numerical con-
stants. We see that the marginal term Zle ¢(® comes
with a prefactor (R — 1), which vanishes in the R — 1
limit. For n = 3, the OPE in Eq. El can be obtained
by contracting the RHSs of Eqs. E7 and E2. In par-
ticular, ® on the RHS of Eq. ET7 can be contracted
with ® in Eq. E2, and the term Zf’zl ¢(®) will be again
be produced with a (R — 1) prefactor. Moreover, the
term Ea#,a#c,e(“)s(b)s(c) in Eq. E7 can contract with
b#c
D=3, 550 to give,

(a;ébﬂ#c,
b#c

R-1
(a) (b) &(0) _ (a)
e Ys\Vsg )XCD = ( 9 ) g ¢'“ +other terms

(ES)
where again the marginal term ), ¢(® comes with a
factor which vanishes in the limit R — 1 of interest.
Finally, we note that when contracted with ® the last
term in Eq. E7 cannot produce the marginal term [132].
Thus, one can conclude that as R — 1, the marginal
term ), ¢(® does also not occur in the OPE in Eq. E1
for n = 3.

We now present an induction argument for the absence
of the operator ), ¢(? in the OPE of Eq. E1 for any
n number of operators ®, and for the set of operators
appearing in this OPE. To this end, let us assume that
the operator ), ¢(®) does not appear in the R — 1 limit
in the OPE of n operators ®. Let us also assume that
the most general replica term that can occur in the OPE
of n operators @ is

all indices are
pairwise distinct

Z glan)glaz) .

ay1,a2,...,a2k,
b1,b2,...,bk

s(azk)e(bl)e(bz) . e(bl)’

where 2k +1 < 2n. (E9)
For n = 2 this corresponds to the terms appearing in
Eq. E7, and this is our first step in the induction. Now
to obtain the OPE of (n + 1) operators ® in Eq. EI,
we have to contract all the terms that appear in Eq. E9
above with & = Za?ﬁbs(“)s(b). Since only the terms in
the same replica copy can be contracted with each other,
out of all the sub-terms shown in Eq. E9 which appear in
OPEs of n operators @, only the following terms can be
contracted with another ® to get the marginal - e(@



term:
> slrsln) = @, (E10)
a,i;éaj
> sledslaeltn), (E11)

a;#aj,a;#by,
a;7#b

From Eq. E7 and Eq. E8 we see that both of these
sub-terms when contracted with ® produce the marginal
> ¢(®) and that the corresponding coefficient vanishes
in the R — 1 limit in both cases. Moreover, all terms
that can appear in the OPE of Eq. E9 with the pertur-
bation ® are again of the form of Eq. E9 with n replaced
by n+ 1. This completes the induction argument. Thus,
in summary, we have proven so far that
(a) the only operators that can appear in the multiple
OPE of n operators ® are the operators of the form ap-
pearing in Eq. E9, and
(b) of those the marginal operator, having £ = 0 and
[ = 1, appears with a combinatorical coefficient that van-
ishes in the limit R — 1.

Finally, since the operators appearing in Eq. E9 can all
be generated in the OPE in Eq. E1, and thus could be
generated by the RG (with combinatorical coefficients
that we have not determined), we would have finished
demonstrating that the marginal operator cannot be gen-
erated in the RG to any order, if we could show that the
marginal operator cannot appear in the limit R — 1 in
the OPE of an arbitrary number of operators of the type
listed in Eq. E9. We will now show that this is indeed
the case.

First, we observe that it is sufficient to show that this
is the case for only two such operators, because by def-
inition the operators appearing in Eq. E9 form a closed
set of operators under the OPE [133]. Namely, when we
consider an arbitrary number of successive OPEs of oper-
ators of the form of Eq. E9, the marginal operator would
not be generated in this multiple OPE if it was not gen-
erated in any of the individual successive OPEs in this
limit (which involves only two operators). On the other
hand, we can show as follows that in the OPE of two
operators from Eq. E9 the marginal operator can only
appear with a combinatorical coefficient that vanishes in
the limit R — 1:

Note that only the terms in the same replica copy can
contract under the OPE. Moreover, the marginal opera-
tor e is only produced either when two s fields are fused
(see Eq. E3) or when the ¢ field fuses with the identity
(see Eq. E6). Therefore, the general term which appears
in Eq. E9 can produce the marginal operator ) e(@
only (i) when it contracts with itself (i.e., both operators
have the same values of k and 1), i.e. with

all indices are
pairwise distinct

gla)glaz) | glazk) o (b1) o (b2) . e(bl)7

(B12)
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or (ii) when it contracts with another operator of the form
in Eq. E9 with the same value of k& but with ! replaced
by [ + 1, namely with

all indices are
pairwise distinct

Z glar)glaz) ..

a1,a2,...,42k,
b1,b2,...,bk

(@200 o (b1) o(b2) . o(b0) o (bis1)

(E13)

Let us first consider the OPE of the term in Eq. E9 itself,
i.e. with the term in Eq. E12. Since we are interested
in the coefficient of the marginal operator ), (@) we
can consider two identical () fields, one in each of the
two identical operators from Eq. E9 we are considering
the OPE of, and contract these two fields to produce the
field ¢(®) | while the rest of the fields in these two opera-
tors, which includes both s(*) and ¢(®?), should contract
to produce the identity. Since a;,b; # a, the number of
choices for the replica indices of the remaining s(*) and

¢ fields is given by (215[&1)' Thus, the marginal op-

erator ). ¢(®) appears with a prefactor (ijil) in the
OPE of the general term in Eq. E9 with itself, and this
prefactor thus vanishes in the limit R — 1. When k=1
and [ = 0, this statement is the same as ¢(®) appear-
ing with a prefactor of (R — 1) as shown in Eq. ET7.
Analogously, one sees that in the OPE of Eq. E9 with
Eq. E13 the marginal operator ), ¢(®) appears with a
prefactor (S;ll), thus also vanishing in the limit R — 1.
When k£ =1 and [ = 0 in Egs. E9 and E13, this state-
ment implies that the marginal operator appears with a
prefactor of (Rz_l) in the OPE of Eq. E2 and Eq. El11,
which was verified in Eq. E8. Thus, we see that when-
ever the marginal operator is produced under the OPE
of two (same or different) general operators of the type
shown in Eq. E9, it always comes with a prefactor which
vanishes in R — 1 limit. This concludes our proof. Thus,
to summarize our argument (i), we conclude that in the
limit R — 1, the operator ), ¢ cannot be generated
under the RG in any order in perturbation theory with
A.

One can check that this result also holds if we include
higher replica terms arising from higher cumulants dis-
cussed in App. A2, and the proof of this statement
proceeds analogous to the above discussion. Finally, we
note that besides ®, the exactly marginal operator and
the higher replica terms discussed in App. A 2, all other
terms that could be generated under the RG are of the
form of those in Eq. E9, involving a mixture of s and ¢
(the term in Eq. E11 being the simplest example), and
are all irrelevant under the RG, as terms with support
on the 7 = 0 time-slice.

(ii): We will now give another argument which is per-
haps more physical, for why the operator >, ¢(® cannot
be generated under the RG in the limit R — 1 of rele-
vance to Born-rule measurements. The operator ), e(@)
if it were to be generated at any order in RG, can be
handled non-perturbatively by using the exact solution



due to Bariev [134], and McCoy and Perk [135]. Using
the exact solution one sees that when the Ising critical
point CFT is perturbed with the exactly marginal oper-
ator e(x,7) supported on the one-dimensional time-slice
and in the absence of any other perturbation, the power
law exponent of the s(z, 7) two-point correlation function
along the time-slice (defect line) should change continu-
ously with the coupling strength of the marginal operator
supported on the defect line. In our replica field theory,
in addition to a possible perturbation ) e* generated
under the RG, we will also have the defect perturbation
® itself, from Eq. E2. Ignoring higher cumulants, which
cannot change the low energy details (see App. A2),
the same replica field theory would also arise when we
consider performing measurements with 67 on the state

1) = exp {x Z 6767,1}0)

3

(r #0) (E14)

where |0) is the ground state at the Ising critical point
and the operator 6767, | represents the continuum field
¢ at the Ising critical point. If we insert in Eq. 115
in place of the state |0) the state [¢) from Eq. El4,
we see that upon going over to the continuum formu-
lation, we will obtain the discussed replica theory with
both, the marginal )" e® as well as the ®(x) interaction
added along the one-dimensional time-slice. Thus, if the
marginal ) e® term were to be generated under the RG
in the replica field theory for 67 measurements performed
on the critical ground state |0), we get the same replica
theory as that for 67 measurements performed on the
state |¢). This is a contradiction because Eq. 23 tells
us that the measurement averaged correlation function of
the 67 operator, which represents the field s(z, 7), should
be the same as that in the unmeasured state, be it |0)
or |¢). Since the 67 correlation function has different
power law behavior in states |0) and |¢), they cannot be
described by the same replica field theory at any energy
scale. Thus, in the replica field theory for the Ising crit-
ical ground state |0) under Born-rule 67 measurements,
the marginal ) ¢® term cannot be generated at any or-
der in the RG.

Appendix F: Brief Review - RG equations from the
Operator Product Expansion (OPE)

In general one is interested in computing expectation
values of O, representing an operator or a product of
operators in the perturbed theory such as in Eq. 111,

Z* xP(x
<(’)>AO = 4ZA (O etAo [ dzd( )>*7 (F1)
0

where expectation values (... ), are taken in the unper-
turbed (i.e. critical) CFT (in the present case the Ising
CFT, compare e.g. Eq. 116). Here Z, = Za,—o is the
partition function of the unperturbed CFT, and Za,
is the fully interacting partition function obtained from
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Eq. F1 by letting O — 1. The RG equations for all op-
erators generated in perturbation theory to any order in
Ay is obtained by expanding the exponential on the right
hand side of Eq. F1,

(... 1>*+<...(A0/I <I>(:c1)>>*+
. (é?/ / ()2 (). +
s (é?/i / / @(xl)@(xz)@(xs))>*+...(F2)

[136]. The following discussion is independent of the op-
erator(s) O, indicated by the ellipses, present in the ex-
pectation value [137]. In a general term in Eq. F2 we use
the OPE which expands the product of n operators ®
into a complete set of operators ®# located at, say, the
position x,, of the last operator,

D(x1)... P(xp-1)P(xy) =

=Y Culwr—wa).a=20)ce(wnor -] (@), (F3)
A

Most of the possible operators ®4 that appear are ir-
relevant, and we will mostly be interested in relevant or
marginal ones. The integrals I,, 1 over the n — 1 rel-
ative coordinates appearing in the OPE coefficient C 4
are performed against a suitable “cutoff function” which
restricts the absolute values of all relative coordinates
within the range between a short-distance cutoff a and
a long-distance cutoff L. (There are many options for
the “cutoff function”, and our discussion and result will
not depend on this choice.) Inserting these integrals into
Eq. F2 the latter reads

(... 1>*+<...<A0/$<I>(x))>*+
(;;L/ ).+

L (§?¥1A/ Ax>)>*+--.:

(.. (1+A AA Alz) + ... )

where we have re-exponentiated in the last line of Eq. F4
(using standard logic) and we defined

¢ AO a A%
A(AQ,Z) Ag |:1+ 2’1—( ) 3 I2( )

and (F6)

>\A<A0,ﬁ): {AoIl(a)Jré'OIQ( )+..},



Here we used the abbreviation

a a
Ii(3) = I;;‘(Z), when @4 =&, k=1,2,..

The dependence of the RG equations on A, at any order,

is then obtained for both of the couplings A and A4 in

the standard manner: The RG equation for A reads

B s A+ @ ya, A (B0, ) =

=ya - A(l) + by A%(0) + b3 A*(0) +...,  (F7)
where £ = In(L/a) and A(¢ = 0) = Ay is kept fixed, while
Eq. F5 is used to re-express the right hand side order-by-
order in terms of A (AO, %) = A(¢). Here, ya is the RG
eigenvalue of the coupling A in the unperturbed CFT,
ie. yan = 1—Xa = 3/(m+1); compare Eq. 42, but now
with m = odd. The terms of up to order A?(¢) (1-loop
order) are those listed in Eq. 46.

The RG equations for A read

dA(0) _ A 9 A ayN _

v A A2(0) + (a%)\Ao A (AO, Z) =
=ya- A0 +bst A2(0) + b5t A0 +...,  (FS)
for 4 +£ @,

where A (¢ = 0) = 0, and again Eq. F5 is used to re-
express the right hand side order-by-order in terms of
A (AO, %) = A(¢). Here, y4 are the RG eigenvalues of
the couplings A\* in the unperturbed CFT.

At this stage of the discussion only powers of A(¥)
appear on the right hand side of both RG equations
Egs. F7, F8, while we see from the latter equation that in
general non-vanishing couplings A\ of operators ®4 # ®
are generated. These will then appear in the argument of
the exponential of the last line of Eq. F4. The key point
then is the following: Upon the RG coarse-graining pro-
cess these thereby generated couplings will generate addi-
tional terms in the RG equations. These additional terms
can easily be understood and incorporated into our exist-
ing discussion due to the fact that the set of all thereby
generated operators ®4 with couplings A* form the set
of operators listed in Eq. E9 which is closed under the
Operator Product Expansion (OPE). This means that all
the terms generated by the RG from the couplings A* of
operators ®4 # & can be understood by simply general-
izing Eq. F3 to multiple OPEs of the operators appearing
in Eq. E9, namely to

A (z1) .. DA (2, )P () =

A 7---;Anf 7An,
== ZCAI ! [(331—3fn)7(332—3?n)7~~-7($n—1—ﬂfn)] (I)A(xn)
A

(F9)

Employing the same logic that led to the RG equations
Egs. F7, F8 now leads to the same RG equations but with
arbitrary powers of the coupling constants A\ appearing
on the right hand side of these equations.
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The key result of this analysis is that the only cou-
plings A that can be generated under the RG are those
of operators ®* that can appear on the right hand side
of the multiple OPE in Eq. F9. Such contributions would
be represented by a term of order A\At ... A\A»—1 \An on
the right hand side of the RG equation for A*. How-
ever we show in argument (i) of App. E that all the OPE
coefficients in Eq. F9, involving on the left hand side op-
erators appearing in Eq. E9, vanish in the limit R — 1,
when ®4 and A appearing on the right hand side corre-
sponds to the exactly marginal operator in Eq. 114 and
its corresponding coupling constant. This then implies
that the exactly marginal operator cannot be generated
under the RG to any order in perturbation theory in the
coupling A in the limit R — 1.

Appendix G: Irrelevance of Higher Cumulants from
Avoided Level Crossings

The “higher-moment operators” in Eq. A3 and in
Eq. A5 whose scaling dimensions at the A, # 0 fixed
point are of interest in App. A1 and App. A2, respec-
tively, are conformal boundary operators: In the stan-
dard manner, these operators with support on the one-
dimensional 7 = 0 time-slice in space-time can be viewed
upon folding the space-time along this time-slice [112],
[113] as operators with support on the boundary, the
real axis, of the tensor product of two identical copies
of the (non-random but replicated) bulk CFT, located in
the upper half complex plane. The fixed point A, # 0
describes a scale- and conformally invariant boundary
condition Ba, on the two copies of the bulk CFT in
the upper half plane, which determines all the univer-
sal properties of interest to us in this paper. After con-
formal mapping from the upper half complex plane to
the interior of an infinitely long strip of finite width L
with identical boundary conditions Ba, on both sides,
the spectrum of the Hamiltonian H. A, , generating trans-
lations along the strip, is universally related by finite-size
scaling [138],[139] and the operator-state correspondence
to the scaling dimensions of the set of all operators with
support on the boundary Ba,, of interest to us here.

Here we will discuss, for each value of m or equiva-
lently of € = 3/(m + 1), the evolution (“spectral flow”)
of a particular set of energy levels of the Hamiltonian
Hay where the coupling constant A = A({) (here
¢ =1In(L/a)), flows under the RG from the RG-unstable
zero coupling fixed point A = 0 in the ultraviolet to the
RG-stable finite-coupling fixed point A, = A, (e) in the
infrared. For each value of m (or equivalently €) this
describes an RG flow between two conformally invari-
ant boundary conditions. In the intermediate regime of
length scales ¢ away from the two fixed points, the cor-
responding boundary condition Ba(¢) will not be scale-
nor conformally invariant, and the entire spectrum of the
corresponding Hamiltonian Ha ) will undergo an evolu-
tion, i.e. a spectral flow with the length scale /. Because



the operator coupling to A is invariant under the group
Sg of permutations of the R replicas, we can classify all
eigenstates of Hx(y) according to irreducible representa-
tions of the permutation group Sg.

For each value of m we consider the spectrum of this
Hamiltonian in each symmetry sector separately. Since
the operators in Eq. A3 and in Eq. A5 of interest to
us are singlets under permutations, we restrict attention
to the Sg-singlet sector of the spectrum of Ha,). We
know that this Hamiltonian is, due to the large confor-
mal symmetry, integrable at the ultraviolet (A = 0) as
well as the infrared fixed point (A, # 0). However, at all
intermediate scales ¢ away from the two fixed points this
Hamiltonian is not expected to be integrable since the
operator ® coupling to A (and thus setting the bound-
ary condition Ba(s) which determines the spectrum of

H A(e)) is not expected to conserve a macroscropic num-
ber of the conformal conservation laws present at the
two fixed points. Given that the Hamiltonian Ha ) is
not integrable at intermediate scales, the evolution of its
spectrum as a function of scale ¢ = In(L/a) in the Sg-
singlet sector is expected to exhibit avoided level cross-
ings. Now for each value of m (or ¢), as discussed in
App. A1 and App. A 2, the scaling dimensions of the op-
erators in Eq. A3 and in Eq. A5 at the ultraviolet fixed
point A = 0 are equal to 2k x X = 2k x X, , when m =
even, and 2k x X = 2k x X, , when m = odd, respec-
tively, and thus are strictly ordered in both cases. Here
Xe = X, , is given by Eq. 42 for both cases, m = even
and m = odd (see footnote [89]). Note that in the limit
m — oo (e — 0), these dimensions become 2k x (1/2) = k
since X = X, , — 1/2. In either case, all these oper-
ators with & > 1 thus have, for any value of m (even
or odd), scaling dimensions larger than the respective
perturbation ® (which corresponds to k = 1) at the ul-
traviolet fixed point A = 0. For each case, i.e. for any
even and for any odd value of m corresponding to Eq. A3
and Eq. A5 respectively, we expect, given the avoided
level crossings, as we increase the scale ¢ = In(L/a) to
run the RG via finite-size scaling from the ultraviolet to
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the infrared fixed point A,(e), that the relative order-
ing of these scaling dimensions for different values of k
is preserved. In particular, we expect the scaling dimen-
sions of all these operators with £ > 1 to remain larger
than the scaling dimension of the operator which has the
smallest scaling dimension at the ultraviolet fixed point
A = 0, which is the one with & = 1, corresponding to
the perturbation ®. But since we know that the per-
turbation ® must be irrelevant (i.e. must have scaling
dimension > 1) at the infrared fixed point (as given by
the slope of the corresponding RG beta function for A),
we conclude that the scaling dimensions of all the opera-
tors with £ > 1 will also need to be certainly larger than
unity, due to avoided level crossings. This provides an ar-
gument supporting the irrelevance at the infrared fixed
point of the operators in Eq. A3 and in Eq. A5 arising
from all higher cumulants, both in the tricritical Ising
(App. A1) as well as in the Ising (App. A 2) case.

We close by noting that avoided level crossings of scal-
ing dimensions of bulk operators in RG flows between
two (bulk) 2D RG fixed points, arising from perturba-
tions breaking the integrability of the ultraviolet CFT,
have been observed explicitly via the Truncated Confor-
mal Space approach [140], e.g. see Ref. [141] Sect. IV.C,
Figs. 7, 8. Flows of boundary scaling dimensions in RG
flows between two different boundary fixed points of the
same bulk CFT have also been studied using the Trun-
cated Conformal Space approach, see e.g. Ref. [142]; the
latter particular investigation is of less direct relevance
for us since in this study only an integrable boundary
perturbation is discussed, but it demonstrates the ability
to study RG flows between boundary fixed points effec-
tively within the Truncated Conformal Space approach.
Finally, all spectra numerically obtained from K. G. Wil-
son’s numerical renormalization group approach to the
Kondo- and other quantum impurity problems (see e.g.
Ref. 143 and 144) precisely observe [139] related spec-
tra of boundary RG flows between different fixed point
boundary conditions on a fixed bulk CFT, exhibiting
avoided crossings in a given symmetry sector.
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To re-iterate, these results can be understood by using
Kramers-Wannier duality. The O’Brien-Fendley chain
is invariant under Kramers-Wannier duality through-
out the line in its phase diagram depicted in Fig. 1. The
energy scaling operator, £(z), and the subleading en-
ergy scaling operator, £'(x) are, respectively, odd and
even under the K-W transformation at the tricritical
Ising point. Since 6765, — 67 is odd under the K-W
transformation (see Eq. 2), it cannot contain any con-
tribution from the subleading energy field £'(x) in the
continuum limit and is given by the energy field £(x)
with corrections from solely RG irrelevant (K-W odd)
operators. R
E£+% does not commute with the operator E; 1.
We note that the operator EH_% (for an even link %)
has support on the two lattice sites ¢« and 7 + 1, and
one can check that each of its eigenvalues +1 is two-
fold degenerate. This means that there will be two (lin-
early independent) eigenstates of E’Z 41, which can be

chosen orthogonal, that will be associated with each of
the measurement outcomes +1 and —1. This does not
imply that the post-measurement state is ambiguous.
The state that results after observing any set of mea-
surement outcomes is uniquely obtained by acting with
the projector (or more generally, in the case of weak
measurements, a Kraus operator) corresponding to the
eigenspace associated with the measurement outcomes
on the ‘incoming’ state before measurement. In the case
of interest to us this will be, as we will discuss below,
the ground state of the tricritical O’Brien-Fendley chain.
See e.g. Eq. 13 below. (Measurement operators with two
eigenvalues which are not both non-degenerate, have
also been discussed in a different context in Ref. 3 .).

We note that performing weak measurements with the
operator EAH; only on even links ¢ does not imply that

the system will effectively collapse onto a trivial ‘stag-
gered’ state. Compare for example with Refs. 32 and 33,
which consider performing measurements with the Pauli
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operator 3 on all sites ¢ of the critical quantum Ising
chain (See Eq. 1b for the Hamiltonian). In terms of the
Majorana formulation of the quantum Ising chain, this
measurement operator reads 67 = 42;92i+1, where Jo2; is
a Majorana operator. Thus measuring 6§ corresponds
to performing measurements only on the even-links of
the underlying Majorana chain, however a ‘staggered’
state is not observed [32, 33]. In fact, even though mea-
surements are performed only on the even links of the
Majorana chain, it has been observed that for Born-rule
measurements [32, 33] the long-distance critical proper-
ties of the system are the same as that of the unmea-
sured state, i.e. the Ising critical ground state (which is
not ‘staggered’). In the same spirit, in our measurement
protocol of our system we also would not expect to see a
trivial ‘staggered’ state even though we are performing
measurements only on the even-links of the chain (which
are now the physical links of the spin-chain and not of
the underlying Majorana chain). In our case, the crit-
ical behaviour of the unmeasured state, however, does
get modified dramatically due to the presence of mea-
surements as we will discuss in detail in the subsequent
sections of the present paper. — A general proof of the
impossibility of obtaining a trivial ‘stagggered’ state, for
our (and also the above) system will follow from Eq. 23
with Oy 1= EA”% Ej+%. This equation implies that the

expectation value of @1, a two point function, is unmod-
ified by Born-rule measurements and thus exhibits the
algebraic decay with distance |i — j| characteristic of the
unmeasured (tri-)critical ground state, which would be
in contradiction with an exponential decay in a trivial
‘staggered’ state.
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ingly for E.
[54] We note, continuing a previous footnote, that degen-
eracies of the measurements operators EAZ and thus of
the Kraus operators does not affect the identity Eq. 12.
For a similar situation with degeneracies of the eigen-
values of the measurement operators, see the already
previously mentioned Ref. 3.
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[56] We consider only such distributions P(¢;) for which all
cumulants exist, i.e. are finite.
[57] the role of m;\ being played by tanh(¢;).
[58] We note that the normalization of the distribution P(¢;)
is chosen such that it satisfies Eq. 20 and hence it is
not normalized as a probability distribution. However,
multiplying and dividing P(t;) by an appropriate overall
trivial constant we can use the formula for cumulant
expansion, which is valid for probability distributions.
For the O’Brien-Fendley chain, we will consider calcu-
lating measurement averaged moments of the correla-
tion function for operators 6; and E;. As noted earlier,
the operators Ej at even sites j commute with each
other, and hence the operator Ej at an even site j also
commutes with the Kraus operator K,; (see Eq. 19).
Moreover, if we choose the operator &7 to lie on an odd
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sites 4, it commutes with E; = %(Ujﬂ(rj — 67) for all

59

even sites j (see Fig. 2) and thus, it also commutes with
the Kraus operator K. Therefore, the positions of op-
erators for which we study the correlation functions in
this paper can always be slightly “tuned” such that they
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