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Abstract

In this work we derive the replica field theory for monitored quantum many-
body systems evolving under the quantum jumps protocol, corresponding to
a non-Hermitian evolution interspersed with random quantum jumps whose
distribution is state-dependent. We show that the density matrix of R repli-
cas evolves according to a master equation where the non-Hermitian term is
replica-diagonal while coupling among replicas are due to quantum jumps. We
write down the associated Keldysh action and study its behavior for the spe-
cific case of the Ising Chain with monitoring of particle density and tunable
anisotropy, interpolating between free fermions with strong U(1) symmetry
and the Ising chain with Z, symmetry. We derive the effective field theory
in terms of slowly varying fields and obtain the replica-diagonal saddle point,
which we show to describe the average state. We then go beyond saddle point
and derive the effective field theory describing the replica off-diagonal sector,
which takes the form of a Non-Linear Sigma Model. The symmetry class is
either DIII or D, depending on the parameters of the Ising chain, except at a
special symmetric point, where we recover the results for free fermions. We
discuss the implications of these findings for the entangling phase observed
numerically for the monitored Ising chain.
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1 Introduction

The effect of quantum measurements on many-body systems have recently gained large
attention, in particular in the context of monitored dynamics where unitary evolution
is interrupted by strong or weak measurements. The random sequence of measurement
outcomes, occurring with a probability set by the Born rule, defines a quantum trajectory
evolving according a stochastic quantum dynamics. A major theme of recent research has
been to characterize the properties of the system along the conditional evolution given
by a quantum trajectory, in particular its entanglement content. Indeed, while unitary
dynamics generally leads to a growth of the entanglement entropy in time, the effect of
non-unitary processes such as measurements or monitoring can slow down, or even halt
the spread of quantum information, leading to a so called Measurement-Induced Phase
Transition (MIPT) [1-3]. This manifests clearly in an entanglement transition between a
volume law phase for low measurement rates, when unitary dynamics dominates, to an area
law phase above a threshold measurement rate, where entanglement becomes short-ranged
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due to the Quantum Zeno Effect.

The basic phenomenology of MIPT has been extensively studied in the context of
random quantum circuits with projective measurements, see Ref. [4] for a review, where
efficient numerical simulations are available based on the Clifford group structure and ana-
lytical progress has been obtained by mapping the problem to effective statistical mechanics
models. Monitored systems with deterministic unitary dynamics driven by an interact-
ing many-body Hamiltonian are also expected to display a similar MIPT phenomenology,
yet its understanding is less developed and to a large extent based on numerical simu-
lations [5,6]. The monitored dynamics in this context can be generated by projective
measurements or by a non-unitary unravelling of the Lindblad master equation [7-9], such
as the Quantum-State Diffusion (QSD) [10] or the Quantum Jumps (QJs) protocol [11,12].

Monitored Gaussian systems, in particular fermionic models with particle density mon-
itoring, have been extensively studied numerically taking advantage of the Gaussianity of
the state at the level of quantum trajectories. In particular, the monitored tight-binding
chain with strong U(1) symmetry has since become a central example for investigating
MIPTs using a variety of monitoring protocols, sparking a debate over whether a genuine
phase transition occurs in this model in the thermodynamic limit [13-15]. The moni-
tored Ising chain has also been the focus of a large attention [16-20]. Here numerical
evidence points towards the existence of a MIPT between a sub-volume phase and an
area-law phase [21], a result which is known to persist also in the no-click limit of purely
non-Hermitian evolution [22].

Despite recent progress in the numerical solution of stochastic many-body Schrodinger
equation [23], analytical and field theory approaches to MIPT are particularly valuable
to gain further insights on the large scale behavior of monitored systems. However, the
MIPT appears in non-linear functions of the state, such as the entanglement entropy or
the purity [24]. Handling the average over the quantum measurement outcomes poses
several challenges from the theoretical point of view. In order to handle the average over
the measurement noise one can use the replica trick, as done in other classes of disordered
problems in statistical physics. This amounts to replicating the system by introducing R
identical sets of degrees of freedom, all experiencing the same measurement noise. Usually,
in the replica method for disordered systems to obtain ultimately a physical quantity we
must take the limit R — 0, corresponding to averaging the free-energy of the system,
i.e. the logarithm of the partition function. For monitored systems it was shown, both
in random circuits [25,26] and in monitored fermionic systems [27-29], that the relevant
replica limit corresponds to sending R — 1 to account for the correct Born’s rule in the
weight of each quantum trajectory. In this framework, the unconditional (average state)
dynamics corresponds to the replica-symmetric sector, whereas the conditional dynamics
is characterized by the so-called replicon manifold, i.e. the subspace transverse to the
symmetric one.

In the context of monitored free fermions, first attempts to a field theory descriptions
either focused on the averaged state [30] or considered the dynamics in a sector at fixed
number of replicas [31,32]. The replica field theory in the appropriate replica limit R — 1
was discussed for free fermions with projective density measurements and strong U(1)
symmetry in Ref. [27, 33| using the Keldysh framework, which is natural to describe out
of equilibrium phenomena and Anderson localization [34]. This leads to a Non-Linear
Sigma Model (NLSM) description corresponding to the BDI class in the Altland-Zirbauer
ten-fold way classification [35]. A similar approach to free fermions was extended to QSD
monitoring in Ref. [36] and later extended to interacting fermions in Ref. [37, 38| and to
fermionic Gaussian circuits with U(1) symmetry in Ref. [39]. The effect of breaking the
strong U(1) symmetry to a weak one, i.e. in presence of particle gain and losses, has
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been discussed in Ref. [40], and shown to not change qualitatively the physics. The role
of the unravelling protocol, in particular interpolating between monitoring and classical
noise, has been discussed recently for free-fermions in Ref. [41]. Field theory for monitored
noisy Majorana fermions was discussed in Ref. [28,29,42|. In the case of Gaussian random
circuits and under the quantum state diffusion protocol a NLSM was derived in Ref. [29]
by mapping the monitored random circuit to a spin chain. The outcome of those studies is
that the critical behavior of monitored free fermions depends strongly from the underlying
symmetry: in the U(1) case a phenomenon similar to weak-localization correction makes
the weak monitoring phase unstable and ultimately leads to an area-law phase, although
above a crossover scale which is exponentially large in the coupling. For noisy Majorana
fermions it was shown that an opposite mechanism is at play, anti-localization, protecting
the weak-monitoring phase.

In this work we derive the Keldysh field theory for monitored systems under the
quantum jumps protocol. Quantum Jumps are peculiar since their randomness is state-
dependent, which poses some challenges for the analytical description. Another interest-
ing aspect is the role of the non-Hermitian evolution in between quantum jumps for the
MIPT, a topic which has attracted attention and which a field theory approach can help
elucidating. Starting from the QJs protocol, we first derive an effective master equation
for the replicated density matrix, and then write down the Keldysh action. We obtain a
replica field theory describing R replicas evolving with a non-Hermitian Hamiltonian which
is replica-diagonal, the only coupling between replicas arises because of quantum jumps.
To study in detail this field theory we focus on MIPT in the monitored transverse field
Ising chain with tunable anisotropy, interpolating between free fermions and the full Ising
model. Despite significant numerical studies, this model remains, to our knowledge, largely
unexplored in the field-theoretical treatment of monitored systems.

We derive the effective field theory in terms of slowly varying space-time fields described
by 4R x 4R matrices in Keldysh, Nambu (or particle-hole) and replica space. We obtain
the replica symmetric saddle point solution, and show that it coincides as expected with
the results obtained via Lindblad dynamics. We pay particular attention to identifying
properly the symmetries of the Keldysh action, and of the saddle point: we show that for
the Ising chain with density monitoring the relevant symmetry is SO(R) and the NLSM
corresponds to the DIII symmetry class, except at two special points in the phase diagram,
the so called pairing limit of the Ising chain which corresponds to the D class, and the fully
isotropic limit which reduces to free-fermions and the AIII class discussed before. We then
derive the appropriate NLSM describing the long-wavelength fluctuations associated to
gapless Goldstone modes. Finally, using the results obtained, we comment on the stability
of the weak-monitoring phase and of the MIPT.

This manuscript is organized as follows. In Section 2, we discuss how to handle con-
ditional averages of non-linear observables via the replica trick. In Section 3 we use this
approach to write down the replicated Keldysh field theory associated to monitored sys-
tems under QJs protocol. In Section 4, we specialize our discussion to the monitored Ising
chain for which we write down the replicated Keldysh action. In Section 5 we derive the
effective field theory which we study via saddle point in Section 5.2. In Section 5.3 we
present an analysis of the symmetries of the replicated theory, which then allows us to
derive in Section 5.4 the long-wavelength theory taking the form of a NLSM. Finally, in
Section 6 we discuss our results, and present our conclusions in Section 7. Several technical
Appendices complete this work.
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Figure 1: Cartoon of the setup. A monitored fermionic chain evolving under
quantum jump protocol, characterised by a deterministic evolution driven by a
non-Hermitian Hamiltonian Hyy a) and stochastic Quantum Jumps b).

2 General Framework for Monitoring by Quantum Jumps

In this Section we introduce the Quantum Jump monitoring protocol, discuss the structure
of a quantum trajectory, the unconditional dynamics leading to a Lindblad master equation
as well as how to deal with conditional averages using the replica trick. For concreteness,
we consider a one dimensional lattice model with with Quantum Jumps (QJs) monitoring
protocol, see Fig. 1, even though the idea of the replica trick is general, and holds also for
higher dimensional systems and different monitoring protocols.

2.1 Structure of a Quantum Trajectory

In this work, we consider the QJs monitoring protocol, which is usually described by
a Stochastic Schrédinger Equation (SSE) [7,8,11,12]. In this protocol, each time step
involves either the detection of a bath excitation—resulting in a quantum jump—or the
absence of any excitation, which leads to a non-Hermitian evolution. Specifically, we focus
on the situation where all channels are monitored with an identical measurement rate +,
resulting in the following conditional evolution for the state of the system [ (¢))

Zd@
1/ KKO 1/KK

where K; are Kraus operators of a POVM fulfilling Zfzo KJTK ; = 1 to preserve probability
normalisation, and d;(t) = 0,1 is a random variable called a Poisson increment, with
P(d¢i(t)=1]p) = Tr[KJT-K ;pt] where we observe that the process is conditional to the
state p;. These random variables take mostly the value zero, leading to non Hermitian
evolution, and only occasionally take the value d¢,, (t,) = 1 which corresponds to a
quantum jump occurring at time t,, and in channel z,,'. The operator Ky is taken to be
close to the identity, reading as Ko = 1 — (J/2 + iH)dt where H is the Hamiltonian of
the system, while Jdt = Z]Lﬂ K;KJ The channels with j > 1 describe jumps such that

[ (t + dt)) Zd@

We note that we should write H 1 (1 —dg;(t)) in front of the first term of Eq. (1) since it corresponds
to the probability of no-excitation in any channel, but since d&;(t) o dt in the limit where dt tends toward
0, it is equivalent to directly write 1 — Zjl.‘:l dé;(t)
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K; = \/vdtL;. As a result, the evolution in between quantum jumps is dictated by the
non-Hermitian Hamiltonian

L
. Y
Hyy = H —iJ/2=H ~ i ZL}LJ-. (2)

Hence, a quantum trajectory is a succession of non-Hermitian evolution and punctual
jumps events, and we can write the resulting pure state (we consider only initial pure state)
which underwent M QJs between time ¢; and ¢y as

[(tr, T)) = Unnr(t g, tar) Loy, Unir (tars tar—1) Ku gy o Koy Unmn (t1, 1) [t00) (3)

where |tg) is the initial pure state, Unp(ty, to) = e~ “mute=ta) js the non-Hermitian evolu-

tion operator between time t, and tp, t,, (resp. z,,) is the time (resp. the jump channel) of
the m! jumps. The Kraus operators K. j for 1 < j < L correspond to jumps channels. We
call T = {(x1,t1),..., (xar,tar)} the set of different times and channels of the jumps hap-
pening during the trajectory up to time ¢, which completely define a quantum trajectory.
The symbol 6 indicates that the state in Eq. (3) is not normalized, since non-unitary op-
erations are not preserving the norm. To obtain a valid quantum state we must normalize
it, resulting in

(s, T)) = [(ts, T)) [\ Txlper] and ey = g7/ Trlpeg 7] (4)

where p;, 7 = [b(ts, T)) (b(ts, T)|. The probability P[T] to obtain a given trajectory,
which depends on the different waiting times (time between jumps) and jump channels, is
thus simply given by the Born rule, which coincides with the norm of the unnormalised
state, reading as

P[T] = Tx[pi, 7). (5)

We note that the probability Pwr (7, pt,,) to wait a time 7 = t,,41 — t,, between two
jumps is given by the decay of the norm due to the non Hermitian evolution, in par-

ticular Pwr (7, p1,,) = <U;[H(tm+1,tm)UnH(tm+1,tm)> , and the conditional probability
tm

Pyi (m, pt,, ), to jump in channel z,, knowing that a jump happens at ¢,,, is given by

2.2 Conditional Averages and the Replica Trick

To capture the physics of MIPT, encoded as discussed in the Introduction in non-linear
functionals of the conditional density matrix, we will be interested in computing higher-
order moments of p;, 7, and then perform the average over the measurement outcomes.
This reads for the case of the N*" moment of an observable Q as

<wzﬁﬂﬂ@#7 (6)

where fT stands for the summation over all the trajectories which can be expressed as
fT = > OHm 1 (me_l ttf dtm>. Interestingly, we can rewrite this quantity in a
linear manner by replicating N times the density matrix

<>]7\'[:/7_P[ }Tr {Q®Nptf ] Tr [Q®Nptf }v (7)
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with the trace that now acts in a IV replicated space. Therefore the object of interest is pgN .

Still, because of the measurements, the density matrix needs to be renormalised as
pt; T = Pty 7/ Tr[pr, 7], leading to a typical average of disordered systems

i = [ PTGy = [ PIT] o) 8

TI‘ ptf T]

We thus use a replica trick, to rewrite the denominator as a trace by introducing R > N
replicas of the unormalised density matrix, and perform a partial trace over R — N of
them?, i.e.

RN — Trl5 1-N ([~ ®N: li Tr.._ ~(r) 9
Pty /T T[Ptf,T] (Ptf,T) lel)l - Tr=N+1,..,R THPth ()

(r)

where ﬁtf 7 is the rt" unormalised replicated density matrix, where for any operator X we

define its replicated version X (") = (®T ,11 Il) X ® (®R 4 Il) When taking the limit
R — 1, we obtain the correct expression for the average, and it is because each trajectory
has a different weight P[T] due to Born’s rule, that the unusual limit R — 1 appears. In
the following 0J will always denote (] = fT O = E [d], where we can notice the absence of
P [’T], since it is included through the partial trace and the limit R — 1. This also means
that p is un-normalised until the limit R — 1 is taken, and for conciseness and readability

we write pi\]{ = p;?N

To summarize, the replica trick applied to monitored quantum systems allows to handle
the averaging over the measurement noise, by simply considering R copies of unnormalised
density matrix of the system averaged over the noise and taking the limit R — 1 limit in
the end, to restore the correct Born rule weight.

3 Keldysh Field theory for Quantum Jumps Protocol

In this Section, we write down the field theory associated to the dynamics of the replicated
density matrix, thus effectively converting the usual QJs protocol into a field theory that
can be treated with tools from many-body physics. Since the dynamics of monitored
systems is in general out of equilibrium, we employ the Keldysh formalism developed for
such cases. General reviews of this formalism are available [34,43,44], and some important
features of our case are detailed in Appendices B and D. We start by writing down a
stochastic equation for the N —replicated density matrix of the system, and then average
over the noise to obtain a master equation, similarly to what is usually done in the context of
Lindblad equation [45]. From this master equation it is then easy to find the corresponding
Keldysh action.

3.1 Replicated Stochastic Equation and Master Equation

We start from the Stochastic Schrédinger Equation (SSE) Eq. (1) previously introduced
and even if the purity of the state is conserved, for convenience we rewrite this equation

2Indeed we have Trr—ni1,..., [Hf . ﬁi;)T] Tr[ﬁt.fvT]R_Nﬁi\;,T
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in terms of the density matrix

- Y dg(0) T dg; (1)
Kopt Ky +
Mo P(ag0 =01p) ]Zl P(dg;() =11 o)

Pt = Kip K. (10)

We now want to write the N-replicated version of Eq. (10). We can proceed by replicating
each term independently: indeed cross products between channel 0 and channels j > 1 are
avoided, since if one d&;(t) =1 then 1 — Zle d¢;(t) = 0, and among the channels j > 1
since these terms are of order dt?. We thus obtain

oy L= dg() [

Piyrar =

KoptKg} Z d&;(1) []pth : (11)

)

where ppp = Hf:1P<d§j(t) =0 | pt) and p(]) (dfj(t) =1 pt>. By noticing that

Pon = 1-— Zle P(dfj (t)=0| pt> = Tr[KoptKo], we find using the replica trick that
%

N
Pru

: D310 SR &
Pg]glt = Il%linﬂ TrN+1,...,R : [KoptK(ﬂ Z

PnH [ gptK} o . (12)

In the following, we hence consider the R-replicated density matrix and the limit R — 1
should only be taken at the very end. We now average Eq. (12), and use that E [dﬁj ) flpl(t) |

pt} = ]E{dfj(t) | pt]f[p] (t) = P<d§j(t) =1 pt>f[p] (t), where f is any function of the

density matrix [45]. By doing so, prefactors in front of the different terms are canceling,
and we obtain the following replicated master equation *

L
Pl = (Lp — idtHE) pft (1 — idtHE) + e > LEpR (L) (13)
j=1

where Hyy is deﬁned in Eq. (2) and we have introduced the shortcut notation pf = p®R
and X® = H , X" Few comments are in order here: first we see that for R = 1 this
equation reduces to a Linbdlad master equation, as expected since in this case we are just
averaging the conditional density matrix. On the other hand, for R > 1 the un-normalised
replicated density matrix evolves with an equation that has not a Lindblad form. In
particular, the non-Hermitian evolution (arising from HI?H) is independent for each replica
r, which are then coupled by the quantum jump term, the last term in Eq. (13). The latter
involves a highly non-linear term with the product of R jump operators. As a result of the
structure of the back-action non-Hermitian evolution and quantum jumps term, the map
in Eq. (13) does preserve the trace of the density matrix only in the replica limit R — 1.
From this master equation, we can obtain the field theory following the standard procedure
presented for example in [43]. Tt is also possible to derive the master equation in Eq. (13)
in a time integrated way as presented in Appendix A.

3To be precise, here we are proceeding like in the usual derivation of the Lindblad equation, from the
stochastic quantum jumps equation. Specifically we have

E[(ag0)/p3) £16l] =E [B[(de0)/0) 116 | ]| = [(69 105)) £16)] = 1P,

We stress that the cancellation is necessary since otherwise pm

cannot go further in the averaging.

generally depends on the state, and we



SciPost Physics Submission

3.2 The General Form of the Keldysh Action

Having obtained a master equation for the replicated density matrix in Eq. (13), it is
now a standard exercise to write the associated Keldysh action over replicated fermionic
coherent states, 1+ , and @ijr, where r labels the replica and + the branchs of the Keldysh
contour [34,43,44|. In particular, we can write

Tr [pff] = / Dy Dpe™ (14)
with the Keldysh action

S =S+ SQJ, (15)

made up of two contributions. The first term S, describes the Keldysh action associated
to the non-Hermitian evolution of the R replicated fields and it is hence replica diagonal

ty R
Seff = / dtz

ti r=1

L
[Z(i¢z,+,rath,+,7“ - iaw,—,rat¢$7—77") - [Hr,—l- - Hr,—]

r=1

L
Y
+Z§ ; Ll,r,—&—LﬂC,Tﬁ- + LL,T,—L%T,— ’ (16)

where H, 1 = H(@iﬂ,, Vi) and Ly, 4 = Lw(@i,rv Y+ ). The second term Sqj accounts
for the effect of quantum jumps and reads therefore as

ty L R
Sqi = —iry / At [[ LewsLl, . (17)
t;

r=1r=1

We recall that as usual in continuous Keldysh formalism, the initial state dependence is not
explicitly written in the action since it is a boundary term, however it should be taken into
account in the Keldysh component of the Green’s functions. For R = 1, i.e. a single replica
corresponding to averaging the conditional density matrix, the result above reduces to the
usual Lindblad action [43,46]. However for generic R > 1 the replicated action differs from
a conventional Keldysh action of nonequilibrium problems since it does not preserve the
normalisation of the density matrix, a consequence of Eq. (13) not being in Lindblad form.
We are going to come back to this point in the next section, when discussing the case of
the Ising chain.

4 The Case of the Monitored Ising chain

We now specify the discussion with an explicit model, the monitored one dimensional Ising
chain, whose Hamiltonian reads as

L
H= Z Jp074105 + Jyoi of + haj, (18)
j=1

where L is the size of the chain and o are Pauli matrices (o € {x,y,2}) acting on site j
of the chain. Here J,, J, are the exchange couplings while h is the transverse field. This
Hamiltonian can be fermionized through a Jordan-Wigner transformation [47] to obtain

L L
H= Z |:JC;L'+1Cj + ncj.ﬂc} + h.c.} +h § :C;f,cj’ (19)
J=1 =
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where ¢; and cl are the usual fermionic annihilation and creation operators and where we
have introduced the hopping amplitude J = (J, + Jy)/2 and the pairing n = (J, — Jy)/2.
We consider to monitor the particle density on each lattice site, with a uniform rate ~,
leading to the jump operator

Lj = C;(Cj (20)

Since we have L}Lj = c;cj‘ and given the form of the Eq. (1) the state will stay Gaussian

starting from a Gaussian initial one. In Fourier space ¢; = \/% >k e~ Ik ¢y, we can write the

effective non-Hermitian Hamiltonian as a transverse field Ising chain in complex field [22]

Hyg = Z 2J coS(k)chk + insin(k) [chT_k —Cc_pCi| — (2% — h)CLCk- (21)
k

We can briefly discuss some relevant limits of the monitored Ising chain, that we will discuss
in more detail later on. For n = 0 and J # 0, the model reduces to free-fermions hopping
with density monitoring, which has a strong U(1) symmetry associated to particle number
conservation. The model has been studied at length both numerically and analytically [27,
36,48,49]. For any n # 0 the strong U(1) symmetry is broken to a strong discrete Z,
symmetry. Numerically, the model has been shown to display a robust MIPT between a
weak-monitoring phase with sub-volume scaling of the entanglement entropy and an area
law phase [21]. The transition can be crossed by increasing the monitoring rate v or the
field h. We note how a similar entanglement transition is observed also in the no-click
limit, which shares certain features of the phase diagram [18,21]. Finally, it is interesting
to mention the case J = 0 and 1 # 0 in which the model has only next-neighbor pairing
but no hopping. In this case one can show that by applying a particle-hole transformation
the model can be mapped to a monitored Su-Schrieffer-Heeger model, which in the no-click
limit has PT-symmetry and a volume law phase [50,51]. Numerically, it was found that
the effect of quantum jumps in this model is much stronger and the area-law is expected
to be robust at large scales [21].

4.1 The Keldysh Action for the Ising Chain

Spaces conventions: In writing the Keldysh action for this problem we will have to
introduce coherent fermionic fields carrying multiple labels corresponding to three different
spaces: the Keldysh space for the +/— components on the Keldysh contour, the Nambu
space for pairing and anti-pairing terms present in the Hamiltonian of the fermionised Ising
chain, and the Replica space of size R, giving us in total 4R fields. Since the Keldysh and
the Nambu spaces are of dimension 2, we can parametrised them through Pauli matrices.
In the following, we note o, the Pauli matrices in Keldysh space, with a € {0, z,y, 2} and
75 the Pauli matrices in Nambu space, with 5 € {0, z,y, 2} where the index 0 refers to the
2 x 2 identity matrix. The Kronecker product is defined such that

al,lB CLQJB
alygB ang ’

A®B—< (22)

where A is a 2 x 2 matrix. With these conventions, we first group the fermionic fields
together into convenient spinor fields which we write in a +/— Keldysh basis that we call
By and reads as

Uk, = Wipr Yoy Yy by Yo _py)/V2 (23)
Unkr = (Vppr Vot Vbkr Y——ky) V2 (24)

10
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Here NK indicates that we write the basis in the convention Nambu ® Keldysh, whereas
KN would mean that we consider Keldysh®@Nambu. The index r denotes the replica index,
while k, —k are momentum states coupled by pairing/antipairing terms in the Hamiltonian,
resulting in a non-trivial Nambu structure. In the following Wk should be understood as
@il Unk - It is also convenient to consider the Larkin-Ovchinikov (LO) basis defined
as 12 = (Y4 £_)/v2 and ¥y 5 = (¢, F1_)/V/2, since this basis reveals the causality
structure and presents the usual structure in terms of retarded and advanced Green’s
functions (See Appendix D). We call this basis Bgég) and write

KNT = (Vrkr Vo kr Yokr U1_gs) /V2 (25)
(I>KN,1" = (wl,k,r wQ,—km EQ,k,r wl,—k,r> /\/iv (26)

where ® indicates the use of the LO basis and KN the use of the other ordering convention.
We note that o
(I)KN,r(k) =COxny(—k), with C=0,®7, (27)

and in real space this simply reads as Eﬁ Ny = CPgn . Using the Keldysh action Eq. (16)
and the Fourier transform of the effective Hamiltonian Eq. (21), we can write the quadratic
part of the action for the Ising chain in the By basis as

nH —/ dt/_ (i Z \IINK'I’ [GO:N:NK:| \IINK'I’7 (28)

r=1
Ga’li’NK = i0(19 ® o) — [2J cos(k) — h] (1, ® 0,) — 2insin(k)(ity ® 0,) + z%(rz ® 09).
(29)

where G, 1i N is the inverse fermionic propagator associated to the non-Hermitian effective

Hamiltonian in Eq. (21). Similarly, by finding the matrix to pass from Unk to PN, we can

rewrite the action in the B( )bams as* Spu = [T, g—‘; T % — 1 DNy [Ga}ﬂv} Qg N,

where we consider t; — —oo and ¢y — 00, and perform a temporal Fourier transform, ef-
fectively implementing i0; <+ w and with

_ _ Y
GO,}(N = 90,}<N + 25(% ®T2), (30)
90_,;(N = w(og ® 1) — [2J cos(k) — h] (60 ® ;) + 2nsin(k) (o9 ® Ty). (31)

The matrix g, }( ~ is the inverse fermionic propagator associated to the Hermitian part of
the effective Hamiltonian, and reads in explicit form

w—2Jcos(k) +h  2insin(k) h) _ (32)

—1 _
Yo,k N = 00D ( —2in sin(k) w+ 2J cos(k) —

We note that as compared to a conventional fermionic Keldysh action, in which causality
imposes a specific structure to the action leading to vanishing of certain correlators due to
causality [46], here we have non-zero terms due to the measurement back action v which
enters in the non-Hermitian Hamiltonian, leading to the structure o, ® 7, in Keldysh-
Nambu space in Eq. (30).

4In general the matrix to pass from Uy to ®xny and from Unk to Pxy are not complex conjugates
from each other.
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Moving to the quantum jumps part of the action, due to the density monitoring with
jump operator L, = cI;cLu we can write it as

R - B R
Sar = =1 [ dtde T B0 (00 (O (6) = —i7 [ dtde T Vitart),
r=1

r=1
(33)
and in the Larkin-Ovchinikov basis we get

VT (IL‘, t) = Eax,r,l (t)d)x,r,Q (th,m (t)¢x,r,1 (t) . (34)

This term is local in space and time, but Keldysh Green’s function are discontinuous at
equal time. To avoid this issue, we must regularise the Green function to make it continuous
and still preserve the same action [27,30,40|. This process is detailed in Appendix B, and
leads to the following regularised interaction

‘/rreg (1" " + ra: r, 1 ¢x 2 ) + @x,r,Z (t)¢x,r,1(t)] - Jx,r,l (t)wl‘,r,l(t)%x,rﬁ (t)d}x,r,Z(t)’

(35)
as previously found in Ref. [27,40]. This regularised vertex can be conveniently rewritten
as

L
1 _
V(1) = S exp 2 Pyn (02 @ T2) PNy and Sy = —iy / dt> ViE(x,t), (36)

r=1

with ViB(x,t) = [I%, V'*8(x,t), where contrary to Ref. [27,40], we have an extra Pauli
matrix due to the Nambu Structure.

All in all, we obtain the following replicated Keldysh action for the monitored Ising
chain,

/D (I)KN exp[ /dt/ — ¢KN[G0KN®1R]¢KN+'7/dtZVR x t] (37)

r=1

The quadratic part of the action accounts for unitary evolution and measurement back-
action, while the interactions are due to quantum jumps. In the following sections, we
will present an analysis of this action using techniques developed for disordered systems

and Anderson localization, leading to an effective theory described by a Non-Linear Sigma
Model [52].

5 Non-Linear Sigma Model for the Monitored Ising Chain

5.1 Derivation of the Bosonic Action

We now aim to replace the Grassmann integration over fermionic coherent fields with an
integration over bosonic collective fields which can be achieved via a Hubbard-Stratonovich
transformation involving the auxiliary variables G and X, both 4R x 4R matrices and
function of space-time®. We are thus starting from

/D (I)KN exp |: /dt/ o (pKN GEKN & ]]-R](DKN +’Y/dtdx VR(CE,t):| ’ (38)

5In the following, we will sometime write the space time dependence as extra matrix dimension, espe-
cially when using traces

12
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and introduce the Dirac function & (G(z,t) + i®xn(z, t)Pkn(z, t)), with G(z,t) a bosonic
Hermitian field local in space an time. By using the identity resolution f DG o (Q + @KNEKN) =
1, we enforce the relation G(z,t) = —i®Pkn(x,t)Pxn(z,t). As explained in [27], we can
decouple the interaction vertex by effectively performing the average of the interaction ver-

tex with respect to the Gaussian action ® g NG 1@ . We obtain the following decoupled
vertex?

Do 1 re
Vdec[g](x,t) = / W/L_KgN_l]eXp [Z2®KN91@KN:| VR g(fﬂ,t)

1 .
= 4—R\/det Ly — 14G(z,t) (0, @ 7. ® 1R)], (39)
where unlike the projective measurement case in a tight binding chain studied in |27, 33],
we here have a single term (since jumps do not have several outcomes). The square root is
due to the Nambu basis, which imposes that @y is not independent from ®xN anymore,

details about this symplectic structure can be found in Appendix C. This procedure leads
to the following action

Z = /DQD[‘PKN] § (G + i®xnPxn) exp (iS5 [G, Pkn]) (40)
S = / dt / 7; % Prn (G yn @ Lr]PrN — iy / dtdz V(G (x,1)]. (41)

To obtain a regular action, we use the following representation of the Dirac function
6 (G +iPxnPrN) = lim [ DY exp {—216”{&" (G + iPrnPrn)” — %Tr (22)] : (42)

using another Hermitian field ¥(z,t), also local in space and time. By performing the
change of variable ¥ — ¥ + (G + i®Pxn®Pkn), one gets (omitting the superscript ‘dec’)”

Z = / DGDED[@ky] exp[iS], (43)
S = /dt/ % Byn [ng(N ® 1+ iE] Dyy — Tr (£G) — m/dtdx VIG(x,t)]. (44)

We can finally perform the Grassmann integral, to integrate out the fermionic fields ¢k,
and obtain®

§ = ~iTr {In |2(~iGyky @ 1 + )| } = Tr (20)

iy / dtdz 4iR\/det (4G )(0, @ ® 1) (45)

This action is a functional of slowly varying collective fields G(z,t), ¥(z,t) which are
4R x 4R matrices in replica, Nambu and Keldysh space, and slow function of space and

SWe are writing +/det [o] insead of Pf [o] for convenience, but we should be careful when doing so since
this introduce an ill defined sign, that is here verified by computing the Pfaffian, see the Appendix C for
details

"We use in the computation the property of the Dirac function, even if the limit € — 0 is taken after.
Moreover, the change of variables eliminates the limit explicitly by incorporating it into the bounds of the
integral.

8We note here that in Fourier space the two spinors are independent since they refer to different k
modes, thus the Grassmann integrals gives the usual determinant. It is also the reason of the absence of
the prefactor 1/2
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time. It is worth commenting on the relation between this result and previous literature
on free-fermions with U(1) symmetry. For projective measurements the two projectors
entering the Kraus operators lead to an action with two determinant contributions and no
structure in Nambu space [27], except for particle-hole symmetry [37]. In our case, instead,
one of the two Kraus operator is close to the identity and taken into account exactly in the
non-Hermitian Hamiltonian, which leaves us with only a single determinant in Eq. (45).
We note that with respect to Ref. [40] we take into account exactly the non-Hermiticity of
the action, without needing to add a counter-term.

In the remaining of this work, we will study the saddle point of the action in Eq. (45)
and then expand in non-linear fluctuations around the saddle point to obtain an effective
field theory, which will take the form of a Non-Linear Sigma Model.

5.2 The Saddle Point and its Solution

We now solve the effective action in Eq. (45) within a saddle point method, which is
expected to be controlled in the limit of weak measurements v/J < 1 [27]. We begin by
seeking a replica-symmetric saddle point and will later consider fluctuations that break
this symmetry. Under this assumption, we can equivalently consider R = 1 to simplify the
computation, we note that we should retrieve the unconditional dynamics described by a
Lindblad master equation.

It is easier to work with the interaction vertex in real space, we thus temporarily
transform back the correlation matrix in real space. In real space, the spinors ®xn and
dkN are not independent from each other, which introduces an extra factor 1/2 in the
integration of the fermionic fields, leading to

S = —iTr B In (2 [_iagjm + 2} )} —Tr [2G]—iry / dtdzx i\/det[h — 4iG(x,t) (0, @ 7).

(46)
Since G(z,t) o —i®Prn(x,t)Pxn(z,t) and Eq. (27), the matrix G is 4 x 4 symplectic matrix
(G = —CGT (), and we can use the relation

%\/det[h T 9iG(0s @ 12| = 4\/det[q] — %Tr G (0.0 7.)] + i (47)

This relation due to the symplectic symmetry is explained in Appendix C. By considering
the variation of the action S with respect to G and X, and set it to zero, we obtain the
saddle point equations

08

_ = _
g = —ig (—ZGQKN + Z) for i 0, (48)
¥ = —2ivyy/det[G]G ! — %(O’x ® T) for gé =0, (49)

where §S/6% stands for (05/0X);; = 05/0%;; with i, j generic indices”. Because of the
form of Eq. (48), we propose the following ansatz G = —iQ)/4, where Q is a 4R x 4R matrix
dependent on space and time, which satisfies det [Q] = 1'°. Hence, by using this ansatz in

9We use Jacobi’s formula reading as

d 1 —1
—Pf[GA] = A" "Pf[GA 50
LPI[GA] = JATIPI(GA], (50)
for generic matrices G and A.

10This is different from the U(1) case [27]: since we have 4 eigenvalues, that will be +1 and —1 the
determinant will be 1. In this context, the objective is to find a single valid saddle point, hence, it is
acceptable to impose arbitrary constraints as long as they are internally consistent.
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Eq. (49) we get the following parametrisation

= —217 V (—1)*det[Q](—iQ)~ (Um ®Ty) = % Q — (0, ® 72)]. (51)
We obtain the following ansatz
g = —z’% D=2[Q- (007, (52)

that we will now use to solve the saddle point equation Eq. (48).

By using the ansatz of Eq. (52) in the saddle point equation Eq. (48), we notice that
—z'Gg%(N +X= —iggll{N + 2Q. In other words, the term —Zo0, ® 7, appearing in Eq. (52)
for 3 exactly cancels with the term entering the non-interacting Green’s function — Go KN
leading to

%:( ngKN—l— Q) . (53)

Therefore, we recover a saddle point equation which is consistent with expectations: in
the replica-symmetric case (R = 1), we should reproduce the Lindbladian result and, in
particular, restore the causal structure that was previously disrupted by the non-Hermitian
term in the non-interacting action. Having this causal structure (preserved in the inversion
of the matrix), we can write the equation in the RAK basis

Q 1 (A" ARN _ _ 90_,}%53/ 0 el AR AK
2 2\0 A 0 goxn/) 2\0 A4

where R (resp. A) subscript denotes the retarded (resp. advanced) block of the matrix. To
go further and solve the equation, we need to diagonalize 90_, ;(]]% and assume that we can
diagonalize in the same basis QF (like usually done in BCS theory [53,54]). The matrix
9o, }(’ﬁ, has for eigenvalues

; (54)

pt = w £ /4n2sin(k)2 4 (b — 2J cos(k))? = w =+ &. (55)

where & is the quasiparticle dispersion relation of the transverse field Ising chain. By
going to the diagonalisation basis, we obtain the following self consistent scalar equation

< dw (27 dk 1 n
/ / T Wt &+ N2 §Sgn[A l (56)

which implies that A = 1! (details about this computation can be found in Appendix
E). To preserve the right causality, we must have A = 1, and by proceeding similarly for
the advanced component we get A = —1. The saddle point A then presents the usual

structure
A= <12 4 ) . (57)
0 -1y KN

The Keldysh component A is not fixed by the stationary point equation but can be
parametrised by the distribution function F such that AKX = AFF — FAA where this
function can be determined from the boundary conditions [27,34]. Finally, the saddle point

We note that contrary to the usual case of [34], here since the interaction term is local in space and
time, the decoupling only generate terms G(z,t) and the saddle point is thus also local in spacetime. This
explains why one both has an integral on frequency w and wave vector k
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correlation function, reads as G~ 1 = 24 <—igo_ }ﬁ, + Q%) 2) for the retarded components,
and can be explicitly written

w —2J cos(k) + h +ivy/2 —2insin(k) ) . (58)

~1,R _
G (kw) =2 ( 2in sin(k) w+ 2J cos(k) —h +iv/2

As a sanity check, we can compare this result to the one directly derived from the Lindblad
master equation and find perfect agreement, see Appendix F.

The saddle point for the replica symmetric sector (or for R = 1 as done in this section)
describes the physics of the average state, which evolves towards infinite temperature due
to dephasing arising from averaging over the measurement outcomes. Interestingly the
saddle point method for R = 1 turns out to be equivalent to a diagrammatic resummation
of the interaction vertex via self-consistent Born approximation, which is exact for the
Lindbladian problem. However, for R # 1 this is no longer the case and one needs to
include higher order corrections, as we will do by means of the NLSM. Indeed, we obtain
here a saddle point that satisfies Q? = 1, which is characteristic of the non-linear constraint
in the NLSM. As we will see, fluctuations that violate this constraint will become massive,
since in that case Tr [2G] contributes significantly.

5.3 The Symmetries of the Replicated Action

The goal of this section is to determine the symmetries of the replicated Keldysh action.
This step is crucial to derive the effective field theory of our model, which will be described
in terms of slow-modes corresponding to Goldstone modes associated to the breaking of
these symmetries.

Finding the symmetries of our problem can be viewed as finding the rotation R such
that ® — R® and ®xy — PxnR with R € U(4R), which are leaving the action invariant.
Since G(z,t) x —i®gn(w,t)PkN (7, t), this constraint reads at the level of G as G = RGR L.

This will restrict the symmetry group of our field theory to a subgroup G of the full
U(4R), which we want to identify. Furthermore, to parametrize the fluctuations around the
saddle point, and obtain the effective action, we want to identify the symmetry operations
that leave the saddle point invariant, which we will identify with the group H. Ultimately,
this will allow us to obtain the manifold of the NLSM as the quotient group G/H and the
associated class in the Altland-Zirbauer ten-fold classification of disordered systems [52,55].
The full NLSM will be then derived in the next section.

The first step is to determine the constraints that the rotation matrix must satisfy
in order to leave the action of Eq. (45) invariant. First, since R is a rotation, it must
fulfil Rt = R~!. Then as we have seen previously in Eq. (27), the fermionic field and its
conjugate are not independent, imposing the constraint CGC = —G7. Since, ultimately,
we will parametrize the entire solution manifold using @, viewed as a non-trivial rotation of
the saddle point A, the rotations that define this manifold must preserve @, leading to the
condition Q@ = RQR ™. Hence, we find RQR ! = [C(R‘l)TC] Q [CRTC] that reduces to
the constraint CR*C = R, leading to the two structural constraints

RI=R"! (CO0) and CR'C=R (C1).

We then want the rotations to leave invariant the action in Eq. (45), meaning that it should
commute with the interaction term due to quantum jumps, whose structure is 1p ® 0, X7,
and the bare Green function G }( y defined in Eq. (30), and imposing

(C2): [R,1p®o,®@71,) =0 (Interaction term)
(C3): [R,1Ip®op®T7,] =0 (Tight Binding term) (59)
(C4): [R,1Ip®0oo®Ty] =0 (Pairing term).
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[ T o o o

|| AR AR AR S|I
| AR AR AR SI
7 | AR AR AR SI
| SI SI SI S|l

Table 1: Structure of the W;; matrices under only the structural constraints ie. the
skew-symmetry imposed by the unitarity and (C1). The entry o; ® 7; correspond
to the matrix Wj;.

It is worth mentioning that the time-derivative term does not contribute, as it is propor-
tional to the identity (which was a motivation for this basis choice). Furthermore, the
non-Hermiticity of G, }( n does not play a distinct role in determining the symmetries, as
it imposes the same constraint as the quantum jumps term. To characterize the symme-
tries of our theory, we present two methods to proceed. The first one counts the remaining
number of degrees of freedom once we implement the different constraints of the action,
whereas the second one directly builds the rotation matrix.

5.3.1 Method 1 : Counting Free Parameters

In this method we will parametrize the rotation matrix and count the free parameters
remaining after imposing the constraints. This particular number of free parameters usually
allow us to retrieve the corresponding symmetry group easily.

We parametrize the 4R x 4R rotation matrix R as

R = exp [X]| = exp Z Wij (os @ 15) |, (60)
1]
where W;; are R x R skew-symmetric matrices (W;; = —W;;) and the indices i,j €

{0, z,y, z} refer to the Pauli indices. With this parametrisation, we have a generic unitary
matrix, and can deduce the restrictions the constraints are enforcing. The constraints are
of the form Uexp [X]UT = exp[X], and we want to be able to use the injectivity of the
exponential to be able to deduce that this constraint imply UXUT = X. This is wrong in
general, but in our case since we are looking for continuous symmetries, we can consider
the W;; to be small'? which guarantee injectivity.

To proceed we now check what restriction on each W;;, constraints are imposing. Lets
first consider a specific case with W,,. From (C1), since {C,0, ® 7.} = 0, we obtain
W3, = —W,,. Then because [0, ®7,,0,@7;] = 0 and [0g ®T,, 0, @] = 0, the constraints
(C2) and (C3) give no further restrictions. If we do not enforce (C4), we thus obtain
that W,, is symmetric and purely imaginary. On the other hand, if 1 # 0, the constraint
(C4) gives W, = =W, since {0y ® 7,0, ® 7,} = 0, and we obtain W,, = 0. By doing
similar computation for all the matrices W;; we can dress tables where: we indicate by a
blank if W;; = 0 and otherwise precise if W;; is antisymmetric (A) or symmetric (S) and if
it is real (R) or imaginary (I). We first write the array which corresponds to only enforcing
(C1) in Table 1, before discussing the other different situations.

12 A5 long as the spectrum of X belongs to |—im, in], we cannot have eigenvalues separated by an integer
number of times 27, and thus the exponential is injective.

17



SciPost Physics Submission

a) H H 00 Oz Oy Oz b) H H 0o Oz Oy Og
7 || AR AR 70 || AR
Tz Tx
Ty Ty
|| SI SI 7 || S,I

Table 2: Case of the U(1) limit of the Ising chain : n = 0 and J # 0, v # 0 -
a) Structure of the W;; matrice under constraints (C0), (C1), (C2) and (C3),
b) Structure of the Wj; under the constraints of a) and saddle point invariance
additionally.

Depending on the surviving entries in the table, the number of independent parameters
changes, resulting in different symmetry groups.

5.3.2 The U(1) Limit of the Ising Chain

We first consider the case without pairing terms, which is the usual tight-binding chain,
already studied under other monitoring protocols [27,36]. We expect to retrieve the same
symmetry class. This limit means that we consider n = 0 and J # 0, v # 0.

We find Ny = 2R? free parameters in Table 2, a), where antisymmetric matrices have
(R? — R)/2 free parameters, whereas symmetric one have (R? + R)/2 ones. This number
corresponds to the group G = U(R) x U(R). Additionally, to obtain the NLSM manifold,
the rotation should be a non trivial rotation of the saddle point A to represent a meaningful
fluctuation. Hence, we should consider the group H leaving the saddle point invariant, and
our final manifold will be the quotient G/H.

Since the saddle point reads as Qs = 1r ® 0, ® 79, we obtain the structure of Table 2,
b), which gives Ny = R? free parameters and a group H = U(R). Finally, we find the
NLSM manifold G/H = U(R) from these constraints, and since det [@)] = 1 we obtain

G/H = SU(R), (61)

the special unitary group, corresponding to the AIII class. This is indeed the result of the
analysis of Ref. [27] for the case of free fermions with density monitoring. We note that in
this case there is a non-trivial symmetry in the problem also in the replica limit R — 1,
corresponding to U(1) rotations associated to the conservation of particle number at the
level of the average state.

5.3.3 General Ising Chain

We now consider the general case with pairing terms, relevant for the monitored Ising chain
of our interest, and follow the same strategy (n # 0, J # 0, and v # 0). We find for this
enlarged symmetry Ny = 2R(R — 1)/2 free parameters, which corresponds to the group
G = O(R) x O(R). This is ultimately due to the fact that the pairing term 7 introduces
an additional constraint which reduces the dimension of the symmetry group. If we add
the saddle point invariance in the constraints, one obtains Ny = R(R —1)/2 leading to the
group H = O(R). Finally we get the NLSM manifold G/H = O(R) which again with the
constraint on the determinant gives

G/H = SO(R), (62)

the special orthogonal group, which corresponds to the DIII class. This is consistent
with previous findings in a Majorana chain with random couplings within the context of
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a) H H 00 Oz Oy Oz b) H H 0o Oz Oy Og
7 || AR AR 70 || AR
Tz Tx
Ty Ty
Tz Tz

Table 3: Case of the general Ising chain : 7 # 0, J # 0, and v # 0 - a) Structure
of the W;; matrice under constraints (C0), (C1), (C2), (C3) and (C4), b)
Structure of the W;; under the constraints of a) and saddle point invariance
additionally.

quantum state diffusion in Ref. [39]. We note that in this case, as opposed to the previous
one, the R — 1 limit is trivial from the point of view of symmetries. Indeed, the pairing
term 7 breaks explicitly the strong symmetry associated to particle number conservation,
and prevents the average state to display diffusive dynamics of the charge sector.

5.3.4 Pairing Limit of the Ising Chain

To complete the exploration of the symmetries across the phase diagram of the monitored
Ising chain we now finally consider the special limit where the tight-binding term is absent,
and only the pairing is present in the Hamiltonian (J = 0 and 1 # 0, and v # 0). This
corresponds to a monitored Ising chain with J, + J, = 0 in Eq. (18).

For that case the number of free parameters is Ny = 2R? — 2, which corresponds to
the group G = O(2R). This is due to the fact that in absence of hopping term in the
Hamiltonian the structure in Keldysh-Nambu changes and so there is one less constraint
to impose from Eq. (59). If we add the saddle point invariance in the constraints, we
obtain the Table 4, b) and Ny = R? leading to the group H = U(R). This yields the
NLSM manifold G/H = O(2R)/U(R) which restricts to (with the determinant constraint)

G/H = SO(2R)/U(R), (63)

which corresponds to the D class [52]. We note that a similar symmetry class was found in
the case of noisy Majorana fermions with diffusive monitoring along the measurement-only
line [29]. Here instead the D symmetry class appears in the pairing limit of the mon-
itored Ising chain, where next-neighbor pairing competes with local density monitoring.
Numerical investigations of this regime have not been performed to the best of our knowl-
edge. We note however that, as anticipated, in this limit the monitored Ising chain can be

) [ Joo o o o by | [0 o o o]
T0 A,R A,R 70 A,R
Tx Tx
Ty AR S,I Ty Sal
Tz Tz

Table 4: Case of the pairing limit of the Ising chain: J=0and n# 0, and v # 0
- a) Structure of the W;; matrice under constraints (C0), (C1), (C2) and (C4),
b) Structure of the W;; under the constraints of a) and saddle point invariance
additionally.
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mapped into a monitored Su-Schrieffer-Heeger model |21] under particle-hole transforma-
tion of fermions on the even sites. This raises the intriguing question, which we leave for
future studies, of what is the field theory description for this model.

5.3.5 Method 2 : Finding the Rotation Matrix R

In this section, we directly find a parametrisation of the matrix R by imposing the con-
straints. While this method is less automatic than the previous approach—particularly
when the expected outcome is unclear— but it proves valuable in deriving the NLSM due
to its explicit formulation, as will be demonstrated in the following section. We here only
consider the general case n # 0, J # 0, and vy # 0.

We start by writing the rotation matrix as

R = (é g) . with A,B,C,D e M(2R). (64)

The constraint (C2), due to the measurement terms impose that B = 0,Co, and A =
o0,Do,, which allows us to write

R:( A B ) (65)

o,Bo, o,Ac,

The condition (C3) reading as [R,1r ® 09 ® 7,] = 0, imposes A = 0, Ao, and B = 0,Bo,
which means that the matrices A and B, now reads as

. al 0 . b1 0
A= (% 0) wa 5= (2 9), -
where aj, ag, by and by are R x R matrices. The constraint (C1), CR*C = R imposes
that oyA*o, = A and 0,B*0, = B, and (C4) gives 0yAo, = A and 0,Bo, = B which

implies that A and B are real. Moreover, from (C4), we infer 0, Ao, = A and 0, Bo, = B,
implying that a = a1 = a2 and b = b; = by. Finally, the unitary condition entails that

ala+b"b=1p and bla+a’b=0, (67)

from which we deduce that (a +b) and (a — b) both belong to O(R). Therefore adding the
determinant constraint, the rotation matrix R belongs to SO(R) x SO(R) except when
a+b = a—bin which case R belongs to SO(R). We will see later that this last case
happens when the rotation matrix is leaving the saddle point invariant, we thus retrieve
the same result as in Section 5.3.3, with the DIII class.

5.4 Derivation of the Non-Linear Sigma Model

In this section, we explicitly derive a Non Linear Sigma Model using an approach similar
to that of Ref. [37], adapted to account for the specific features of the Ising chain.

5.4.1 Rotation Matrix Parametrisation

We have shown in the previous section that the rotation matrix R can be parametrised as
A B . a 0 b 0
R(B A), with A<0 a), B<0 b), (68)
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where a and b are R x R matrices, such that a + b and a — b belongs to SO(R). By
performing a change of basis, we bring this matrix in a diagonal form such that

V. 0

! _ pT _
R =P RP—(O v

) @1, Vi,V € SO(R) (69)
K

with V4 = a+ b and V_ = a — b. This rotation corresponds to operate in the basis Bl y,

which reads as'?
\IjgN,r = (Vhar Viwr —V-ap V_ar) /V?2 (70)
Tioxs = Cror Crar owr —Voa) [V2 (71)
meaning that
Ty, = (00 ®7) Wi, and p= 5 — Tr[Qo(oz @ 7). (72)

5.4.2 NLSM Derivation

We recall here for convenience the form of the bosonic action Eq. (45) reading as '

S = —iTr B In (—i(;gjm + 2)] —Tr [2G]—iy / dtdx i\/det[l4 —4iG(x, ) (lr ® 0. @ 72)],

where we now adopt the basis Bjy that simplifies the derivation, we from now on call
R the matrix R’ of Eq. (69). This changes the matrices representation, for example
0: T, — 0, T,. The goal of the following computation is to derive a Non Linear Sigma
Model (NLSM), indeed, we found a saddle point and we now seek for the full manifold of
matrices that do not incur any additional energy cost. These modes are called the massless
or Goldstone modes, and are at low energy the relevant one since they have long range
correlations (contrary to the massive one, which usually are decaying exponentially due to
the mass and can be integrated out). The term Tr[XG] of the action is proportional to
Tr [QQ], and since we found that A2 = 14, to preserve the energy, a reasonable choice is
to impose that Q? = 145. This non-linear constraint imposes that any @ matrix in this
manifold can be parametrised as

Q =R AR, (73)

where R is a unitary matrix'®. In order to describe massless fluctuations, the trans-

formation R must respect the symmetries previously mentionned which leave the action
invariant, therefore we can employ parametrisation of R previously established in Section
5.4.1. Remarkably, and as noted previously, the rotation matrix will only act in the replica
space, since no symmetry is left at the level of the Keldysh ® Nambu space, as we have
discussed in Section 5.3.3.

To derive the NLSM, we will only consider slowly varying in space and time rotation
matrices R(x,t), and perform a gradient expansion to obtain the final result. In the
action Eq. (46), the measurement term is invariant on the NLSM manifold, and only
gives a constant that is irrelevant since constants should sum to zero in the limit R — 1
[37]. The term Tr[XG] because of the non-linear constraint is also giving a constant

BIndeed since Q = RQR ™! we find that the new basis should satisfy ¥’ = PT®

MYWhere we have dropped the constant factor 2 in the logarithm since constants are not playing role
since they must globally sum to zero to have a Keldysh partition function equal to unity in the limit R — 1

5Since @ is an involution with Tr [Q] = 0, @ and A have the same spectrum with 2R eigenvalues 1 and
2R eigenvalues —1. We can therefore find @ by performing a rotation of A with R.
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and thus ignored. We finally focus on the fermionic determinant, which reads by using
$=2(Q-1zr®0,®7.) and G = —iQ/4 (found in Section 5.2) as'

S[Q) = ~5Tr [in (~iggk + FRAR )] (74)
where S[Q] can be understood as S[R,A]. For convenience in the following we drop the
KN subscript. Since g, L' — 48, — H, we define

W =R ~igg ', Rl = R0, R] +iR ' [Ho, R] * R'OR + iR 'V, R, (75)

and we note W® = ¢R-'V,R and W® = R=19,R. We thus obtain by factorizing by
the dressed Green’s function G~! = gal +igA,

S[Q] = —%Tr [In (—iG™1)] - %Tr [In (14 iGW)]. (76)

We note that Hy is the Hermitian Hamiltonian since the non-Hermitian part cancels with
the expression of the self energy 3. By performing a Taylor expansion of the logarithm at
second order in W one gets

S[Q] ~ %Tr Gw — %Tr GWEW]. (77)

At first order the spatial term vanishes since it is linear in v(k) = Ox&k, which is antisym-
metric and the temporal term can only sustain a replica symmetric term!”, which does
not exist in the this case with the SO(R) symmetry. Hence, we do not find any linear
contribution.

We now consider the second order terms, and by considering the parametrisation G =
$GR(1+ A) + 3GA(1 — A), we can show that only cross terms proportional to GRG# are
contributing, resulting for the spatial contribution in

22 _ ! @ @y — ¢ >
S[QI?Y = ~ I THEWWGW ] = LD T {[v,QI"} (78)

where the diffusion coefficient D, is defined through the group velocity v(k) = Or&y as

™ 2 2
p— ["dk k) _ v (79)
2Ty 0%

By doing a similar computation for the temporal part of the action, we obtain a NLSM
under the form

i v3
sia1= 52 e {iv.0r + GiaQ). (50

Our goal is to single out the replica contribution, this is done by exploiting the structure

of R as shown in Eq. (69) and the replica symmetric structure of Qg = A. By writing that

Q = RQoR™', and U = V, VT we obtain after lengthy algebra detailed in Appendix G

that

= 2ip(1 = p)vg
Y

with p = 3 — §Tr [Qo(0> © 7).

1
SlU Trp {v(?tUTatU + UovaTVxU} (81)
0

18Tn this expression we are already taking the limit R — 1 in the prefactors for clarity, the complete
expression can be found in Appendix G

T This essentially comes from Trg [R‘laﬂz} which is a matrix composed of terms Trr[V] 18,5Vi]. Since
det[V4] = 1, the derivative is null and since d;det[V1] = det[Vi]Trz[Vi'd: V4], we find Trr[VI'0:Vi] = 0.
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6 Discussion

In the previous sections we have obtained the replica field theory for the monitored Ising
chain under the QJs protocol. By using the parameterization found in Section 5.3.5 we
have derived an effective field theory describing the slow modes of this replicated system.
This effective model takes the form of a Non Linear Sigma Model usually found in the
context of disordered systems, and reads as

ﬂm:;;ﬂmwaﬁL (82)

where u = vot,x is summed over and corresponds to time and space indices, and U €
SO(R) and gp the bare coupling constant. We stress that these matrices are of size R x R
and thus describes the replicon sector (ie the replica symmetric transverse space). As we
showed explicitly in Section 5.3, this symmetry class corresponds in the ten fold classifica-
tion [52,55] to the DIII class, which belongs to the Bogoliubov-De-Gennes category. The
knowledge of the symmetry class is crucial to assess the emergent low-energy, large-scale
physics of the NLSM. Indeed, the perturbative renormalisation group (RG) flow of the
NLSM, describing this regime, depends of the different symmetry classes. These flows
have been computed for any integer value of R in Ref. [56] (see also Ref. [52]) and in our
case of the DIII class case, we find

dgr 1
dinL 87

(R~ 2)g7 + Olgp), (83)

where gp is the renormalised coupling constant.

We need to remember that to conclude about the physics we are interested in we should
take the replica limit R — 1. In that case, we observe that the flow of the coupling constant
is towards weak coupling, i.e. gr = 0 is a fixed point. This implies that perturbation theory
in the monitoring strength is well behaved in our problem, and that the behavior of the
v/J < 1 regime, where the NLSM derivation is controlled, represents a stable phase of the
monitoring Ising chain.

Our result is compatible with the analysis of Ref. [29], which considered a very dif-
ferent microscopic model, involving noisy Majorana fermions undergoing continuous time
(quantum state diffusion) monitoring, yet sharing the same fundamental symmetries. The
derivation of the NLSM between the two approaches was rather different: in our case,
the lack of noise in the unitary evolution required us to use Keldysh techniques as done
in the theory of Anderson localization. We emphasize that the NLSM result does not
tell much about the regime of strong monitoring, which is outside the range of validity of
our treatment (y < 1). It only ensures the weak-monitoring phase is stable, but cannot
provide details about the transition out of this phase. Based on perturbative arguments
and numerical evidence [17,21], it is natural to expect that the strong monitoring regime
is dominated by a stable Zeno phase characterized by an area-law scaling of entanglement
entropy, which corresponds to a disordered phase of the NLSM.

Our approach has the advantage to naturally connect with the literature on monitored
free fermions with strong U(1) symmetry. Indeed as discussed in Sec. 5.3, our monitored
Ising chain reduces to free fermions in absence of pairing in the Hamiltonian, i.e. 7 = 0, and
we have indeed shown that the symmetry class of the effective NLSM in that case reduces to
SU(R) symmetry corresponding to the AIII class [27,36,39]. We also expect, even though
we have not shown it explicitly, that n = 0 and in presence of particle-hole symmetry our
framework would correctly give the SU(2R)/Sp(2R) symmetry characteristic of the BDI
class [37,39]. In both cases the low-energy physics of the resulting NLSM is different from
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Eq. (83): in the replica limit R — 1 the flow is towards strong coupling, indicating that
the weak monitoring phase is unstable at large dissipation, via a mechanism similar to
the weak-localization corrections to Anderson localization [27]. This crucial difference in
symmetry class has, therefore, the important consequence that free fermions with strong
U(1) symmetry flow always towards an area law phase of the entanglement entropy, even if
the length scale controlling this crossover can be very large and undetectable in finite-size
numerical simulations. Our results, on the other hand, show that the monitored Ising chain,
in fact for any small value of the pairing term n # 0, displays a robust entangled phase
and thus a genuine measurement-induced phase transition into a Zeno area-law phase.

7 Conclusions

In this work we have derived the replica description of monitored quantum systems evolving
under the quantum jumps protocol.

Our first result is that the replicated master equation for the QJs protocol involve a
non-Hermitian evolution, which is diagonal in replica space and a coupling term between
replicas arising only from the quantum jumps. This is true for generic Hamiltonian and
monitoring operator, irrespective of whether the system is interacting or not.

We have then converted this master equation in a Keldysh field theory and specialised
our analysis to the monitored Ising chain, for which we have written the replica Keldysh
field theory and obtained the bosonic effective action in terms of slowly varying fields.
From this we have derived the saddle point equations and discussed how they reproduce
the physics of the averaged density matrix evolving under Lindblad dynamics.

We have then discussed in details the overall symmetries of the replica field theory.
Based on this analysis we have derived the effective NLSM field theory describing the slow
degrees of freedom, the Goldstone modes associated to the replica symmetry. We have
shown that for the Ising chain the NLSM corresponds to the DIII symmetry class, except
at a special point in the phase diagram - corresponding to J, + J, = 0 where hopping is
absent and only next-neighbor pairing is present in the fermionized Hamiltonian - which
corresponds to the D class. Finally, using the results obtained we have discussed the
stability of the weak-monitoring phase for the Ising chain and of the MIPT.

Our work opens up a number of directions to explore in the near future. One could
consider different measurement operators such as particle losses, studied numerically in
Ref. [57] which reported an entanglement transition similar to one found for the density
monitoring. At the level of field theory losses would result in a different structure of the
quantum jump term in the Keldysh action, as discussed in the case of free fermions with
U(1) (weak) symmetry in Ref. [40], whose impact on the field theory is worth investigating.
One could also consider measurement operators which break the Gaussianity of the non-
Hermitian Hamiltonian and that would need to be treated on the same footing as quantum
jumps.

Similarly, one could consider different Hamiltonian - such as the limit J = 0 of the
Ising chain where the symmetry class changes - or include interactions in the Hamiltonian
- such as second neighbor Ising coupling - and discuss their role, in a case where the replica
symmetric sector is not coupled to a diffusion mode, as opposed to Refs. [37,38|. Another
direction worth exploring with our approach would be to include quenched disorder, which
is known to have strong impact on both non-Hermitian physics and monitoring.

Finally, one could try to explore further the role of the non-Hermitian Hamiltonian and
the associated symmetry classes [58—60| in determining the universality of MIPT. Indeed, so
far only the symmetry classes corresponding to the (unitary) ten-fold way classification have
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been identified [61], yet monitored systems are fundamentally non-unitary field theories
which might open up to new scenarios [62]. We leave these exciting questions for future
works.

Note Added: Upon completion of our work we became aware of Ref. [63] which also
consider the monitored Ising chain, although with a different monitoring protocol. Our
results are compatible with their analysis, when they overlap.
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A Time Integrated Replicated Master Equation

It is possible to derive the master equation (13) in a time integrated way, instead of
working with the time-step evolution t + dt as done before. We start from Eq. (9), where
we now perform the average conditionally to the number of jumps M happening during
the trajectory. We obtain (omitting as before the partial trace and the limit R — 1)

Z /{Bm’tm} ( S(tfati)POS(tf,fi)TD, (84)

where f{xmim} = fti<t1<...<tM<tf dt Zml,...,xMZO and S(tf, ti) = UnH(tf, tM)LmeLxl UnH(t1, ti).
We recall that pf* stands for ﬁ?R with O the unweighted sum over trajectories. Using the
contour depicted in Fig. 2 and defined as C = CT UC™ = (;,t5) U (¢y,t;), we obtain under
contour ordering T¢,

; M
. =Te (UnH(tfa )P0l (tr, 1 ) Z M <7/ i) [L””’(t”L)LL(“_)]@R)

r=1
(85)
The factor 1/M! is added to avoid multiple counting since we are not ordering the times ¢;
in the integral anymore. We also attach a fictional time and contour symbol + to the jump
operator to be able to perform the contour ordering in the end. By noticing the expansion
of the exponential and using Heg = H — z% Ziﬁ_l L;Lgc we find

R ty
i =T [exp <_i/(2dtrz:;HEH’r<t)> exp (’y/tl dtZHL ) x(t )) ®R] (86)

r=1r=1
which again describe the same evolution as discussed previously.

B Regularisation of Green’s Functions

In this Appendix, we discuss the regularisation of the Green’s function when we are con-
sidering local in time interactions.
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Figure 2: Scheme of the considered contour C

The Green’s function discontinuity: First in Keldysh formalism we have two main
basis, the +/— basis where

— GT(t,t") G<(t,t)
— (Y (t ) = Gn(t, t') = ’ . , 87
(o 050(0) = Gonnlt.) = (o) e ) (57)
with m,n = (+,—) and G<(t,t) the lesser component, G~ (t,t') the greater component
and GT(t,t') (resp. GT(t,#')) the time orderding (resp. time-ordering components). In the
Larkvin-Ovchinikov (LO) basis we have

GEt,t) GE (t,t’)> | (88)

—i(Ya(t)ihy(t)) = Gap(t,1) = (GK(t: ) GAtt)

where a,b = (1,2), and the R denotes the retarded component, A the advanced component
and K (resp. K) the Keldysh component (resp. the anti-Keldysh component). Using the
LO definition

1 — 1 — _
P12 = 5 (4 (t) £9—(t) and ¢y, = B (¢+(t) + 1/1—(t)) ) (89)
we can express the Keldysh and anti-Keldysh components
Gr(t.t) =3 |GT(tt) = G (t.t) = G=(t,¢) + GT(t. 1) 00)
- 90
Gi(t,t) =35 |GT(t,t)+ G (V) + G<(t,t') + GT(t, V)

+GT) =G> () — GS(tt) =0

Now since for ¢ # ¢/, we have the relation GT(¢,t')
=0(t—t"G>(t, V) + 0t —t)G=(t,t') 1¥),

(which is due to the general identity of GT(¢,t')

we obtain
Gr(t,t)=0 and Gg(t,t') =G (t,t') +G=(t,t') for t#t. (91)
For equal time because of the fermionic anticommutation G~ (t,t) — G=(t,t) = —i 19 and
by definition, GT(¢,t) = GT(t,t) = G>(t,t). Hence, we obtain for t = ¢’
Gr(t,t) = 3 [BG7(t,1) + G<(,1)] = [G7(t,1) + G=(t,1)] — 3.

We thus notice that these quantities are not continuous, which can be problematic when
considering local interactions in time, like in this work.

8This identity is tautological when we consider the usual definition of time ordered Greens function,
and is natural in the context of Keldysh Greens function because the (4 (t)1 (t')) component reduces to
()Y (t')) or (14 (t)Y_(t")) depending on the relation order between ¢ and t'.

YThis comes from G~ (t,t) — G=(t,t) = —i [(y ()_ (1)) + (W, (Y- ()] = —i [(cct) + (cTcﬂ =—1
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To solve this problem we aim at regularizing the Green’s functions, a natural way to
proceed is to set
G(t,t+h G(t,t—h
Gres(t, 1) = i TP TCEZR)
h—0 2

Under this convention, G'28(t,t) = 0 and G5(t,t) = G~ (t,t) + G=<(t,t), thus we define

(93)

GrE(t,t') = G(t,t) + 5t7t/%ax. (94)

The case of the interaction vertex: We now use this observation in our case, since
we are working with a Keldysh and Nambu spinor ®xy (defined in Eq. (26) ) in real space,
the Green function now reads as

B AR
Glt.t) = (Brn()Ble(t)) = < \wiwim Da0a(P) | aO0o(F) alB)n(?) ) > |
Pr()i () Dr(O)P2(t) | Dr()Pa(t) 1) (t) 05)
The regularisation found before reads as
G8(1,7) = Glt, 1) + D 0w O 7 (96)

and to preserve the global action (with the regularised Green’s function) we should satisfy

DIPkn] iy iy [ dt 3, T1, Varlt) — / DIPxn]  id(cys)toriv [ ar s, T, Vi)
Pf Gy Pf[(Gy®)~ 1] '
(97)

On simple way is to force in the limit R — 1, the first order expansion of the interaction
vertex to match a general form of the interaction vertex Vi (t) = a + by ,(£)12.(t) +

bl@Q,aj (t)"‘/fl,x (t) + C@l,w (t)wQJ (t)alx (t)wl,x (t) By eXpanding eXp(Z")/ f dt Zx Hr VJ?J’ (t))7

and imposing an equality order by order we get for the first order in

<E1¢2@2¢1> = <@ + bip g + b'hothy + C@ﬂh@ﬂ’ﬁreg (98)

where we drop = and ¢ since everything is local and (o) denotes the Gaussian average over

Gy!, whereas (0);es denotes the Gaussian average over (G’Beg)_l. Hence, by Wick theorem

_Gg,lG(l)A + G2,3G2,3 - GZAGg,s =a— ib(Ggg —i/2) — ib,(G(l)A —i/2)
—C [(Gg,l - Z‘/2)(G(1),4 —i/2) - G2,3G2,3 + G2,4Gg,3}

which leads by identification to

b/2—V/2 =0, ¢/2—V =0 Loy o=

a— - =Y, & - - . . = -, - )
resulting in “ 4 2 (99)

c =1, ¢/2—-b = c =1. b _1

) 2 .

We finally obtain the interaction vertex considered in the main text
reg 1 1 N oy N

Ve = 1 + ) Wﬂ[’Z + 7/)27/)1] + P192tbatn (100)
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C Symplectic Structure and Pfaffian

In this Appendix, we explain why the Pfaffian emerges in the considered Gaussian integrals,
and then how the symplectic structure can be used.

Gaussian integrals in ®ky basis Usual Gaussian Grassman integrals reads as
/d9 exp { —;GTMH] = Pf[M ] (101)

where 6 is a vector of Grassman variables, and M an even skewsymmetric matrix. In our
case, we consider Gaussian integral of the form

DPkN
(@ = / Pf[—i (1 ® C)G1]

1—
exp |:’i2q)KNg_1‘I>KN:| Q. (102)

Since Dy = (Lg® C) Py (instead of simply Pxy = Pxy), and that the field G ~
i® NPy is respecting (1g ® C)G (1p ® C) = —GT which means that (1r ® C)G is
skew-symmetric, we should consider PxnG PN = @%N (1p ® C) G 1dkNn. We thus ob-
tain for example for Q) = Véeg = exp [261( NArR®o, ®1,) Px N] the following expression

Pf[~i(1p®C)G ' —4(1p® C) (1 ® 0, @ T5)]

(@ = Pf[—i (1 ® C)G~1] ’ (103)
and using the relation det [A] = Pf [A]%, we rewrite it as
(Q) = v/det [I4g — 14G(1r ® 0, @ 72)], (104)

for convenience, even if this introduce an ill defined sign that, is verify through the full
computation of the Pfaffian.

The Symplectic structure In the replica symmetric limit, or R = 1, we are dealing
with 4 x 4 matrices. And matrices that respect symplectic relations like

Q=-CQ'cC, (105)

have thus particular structure. For example, if C = ¢ ® 75, like it is the case in basis B v,
the matrix O can be parametrised as

qo1 0 @ @
0 —qo1 93 @
_ , 106
@ —q4 —q3 qo2 O (106)
—q¢2 —q 0 —qo

By using such parametrisation, we can therefore show that

%ﬂ Q (02 ® 7. )]2 = Tr [(02 ® 70) Q (02 @ 70)] + 41/det [Q] (107)

by computing the quantities explicitly and imposing Q2 = 14.
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D About the Causality Structure

In this Appendix, we argue that the shown basis ®ky is the natural one to preserve the
usual causality structure in Keldysh formalism. This was already reported in [46]. We
reported in Appendix the relation GT(¢,t') = 0(t —t')G> (t,t') +0(t' —t)G=(t, ') defined in
the context of Keldysh basis only (without Nambu structure). This relation is in fact more
general since for fermions, Grassman variable 1 and 1 are independent, we can generally
write for independent Grassman variable ¢ and ¢

(Vo (D6 () + V- (D6- (1) ~ b (D64 (t) ~ . (Do-(E)) =0, (108)
hence, we notice that
(a(0a()) = 5 (s (B0 (F) + 0 (D0 () — s (D0 () — b (£ (7)) = O
(W >=§< B (s () + T (DU () ~ T (00 (¢) — B (B () = 0
(P01 (0)) = 5 (BB, () + Y (D) — 6 (VT () ¥ (9 () = 0
1

(D1(O91(1) = 5 (DO () + - (OP_(t') = b (OP_(t') = D)4 (t)) =0

and only these four p0351b111ties can arise since to get this structure, we need the minus
sign in front of the minus contour. This, the considered spinor @y has the right structure
to preserve the usual one of the Keldysh formalism:

A / K ,
- (515 107)

(11)1(75) () Pa(t)epa(t) ‘ Y1()eo(t')  Yu(t)en(t)
_ [ [ 2@91 () a)a(t)) | da(t)a(t)  da(t)n(t) (109)
k 0 0 Va(O)Da() da()in (¥ ) |
0 0 Pr(t)a(t)  Pr(t)ea(t)

We note that this structure no longer holds in the case of non-Hermitian evolution. This
is not surprising, as the forward (4) and backward (—) evolutions are no longer identical
in this context, requiring an additional degree of freedom to fully describe the dynamics.

Connection with usual Nambu Green’s functions We usually define the retarded
Green’s function as

R apte e (DO | (el
G 1) = —iblt “(<{c*<t>,c*<t’>}><{c*<t>,c<t’>}>)' (110)

Lets now show that this corresponds to the retarded Green’s functions we have defined
previously in the Keldysh framework. We first compute the first coefficient, —if(t —
t){{c(t),c(t')}), which imposes ¢ > #/. In that context (c(t)c'(t)) = (Y4 (t), (¥) +
o () (1) and (e} (#)e(t)) = (_(#)y (£) + B_ () (1)), thus we find that

GE (t,t) = —if(t — ') (c(t)c () (111)
= —i{Yy ()0, () + - ()P () = Y (O (t) — -0 (1)) (112)
= —i(Y1(t)Ys(t)) (113)
Similarly, we can verify the other coefficients, leading to
Rey oy (D1 OP1(t) Pi(t)ia(t)
0600 = (T Tatioatt) .
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E Saddle Point Computation Details

We are looking for a saddle point solution Q% local and homogeneous in time and space,
hence the saddle point equation reads as

Q) - YA
- = [—190,11<N + 5@] ; (115)

2 tt,xx

by considering the Fourier transform of the right term of the equation we get

® dw [T dk
_/—OOQTF/—WQW ZQOKN+ QLk (116)

because () is homogeneous we have (), 1. = QV?°, with V a constant potentially diverging
but that can be absorbed in v which is considered to be small. Since in Fourier space we
have

-1 _ gﬁl 0 — 1)T _(w—2J cos(k) + h —2insin(k)
ot 0 gu') 9r = (9 2in sin(k) w+2Jcos(k)—h)’
(118)

we can solve the retarded (or advanced) block independently. Furthermore, we note that
the eigenvalues of g§1 reads as

pt = w £ /4n2sin(k)2 4 (h — 2J cos(k))2 = w =+ &, (119)

and by considering that Qf and gél can be diagonalised in the same basis, we obtain the

equation
=1 —. 120
/_ / 2T W+ €1<; +iv3 (120)

Lorentzian way: We note that for s >0

00 1 00 _ o o0
I NI
oo W—a+is oo (wW—a)®+s oo (w—a)®+s
(121)
where the real part is a boundary term that cancels, and we recognize in the imaginary

part the Lorentzian which gives w. Hence, in our case we have

- YA/2
_/_ / o @Te (122)

obtaining the Lorentzian integral and the sign function defined as sgn(\) = 1if A > 0 and
sgn(A) = —1 otherwise

A sgn(/\)/ dk  sgn(\) (123)

2 2 or 2
which is selfconsistent. Since the retarded block should be proportional to §(t — t’) and
1 ) e~ tw(t—t') 1 oo e—tw(t—t')
0(t—t') = —lim / dw ————— and 6(t'—t) = lim / dw —— (124)
oo w + € e—0 21t J_ w — 1€

we deduce that
M=1 and M=-1 (125)

20We have
Quk = /dpdp' eik(@—a") va(tft”é(t —t)(zx —2)Q = / / *Q QV (117)
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Figure 3: Scheme of the considered contour C', which runs as usual in a coun-
terclockwise manner.

Residue theorem way: This integral can also be computed through the Residue formula
by considering the contour C' composed or the real line from —R to R and an half circe
in either the lower or upper half plane to close the contour (see Fig. 3 shown for s > 0 in
integral I'). Hence

1 —i 1

1
lim ¢ do —— = lim dw ————— + lim dw ————,  (126)
R—oo Jo Ww—a+18 R—oo /R w—a+18 R—oo o w—a-+1s

where by writing w = Re? with 6 € [—7,0], we get

0
Lye =1 = 12
i » daRele —atis / df =i, (127)

where we use that Re? — a + is ~ Re™ for large R. Moreover, since the residue of the
closed contour integral is Res (1/(w —a +is)) = 1, we get

I = -2im +im = —im, (128)

we thus find the same result. We note that the computation can also be done in the upper
plane where the residue is 0. The following is similar to the previous computation.

F Comparison with Lindblad in the Replica Symmetric Case

In this section we perform the computation of the correlation matrix from Lindblad equa-
tion associated to our problem. The Lindblad equation describes the unconditional evo-
lution, which correspond consider one replica, i.e. R = 1. Hence, we should retrieve the
saddle point we computed in the main text, since we are considering a replica symmetric
one. We recall that the Lindbladian problem reads as

. Y
a:‘c(p% ‘C:Z[H7O]+’yz<njonj {TL],O}) [H 0]752[77’%[”]'70”'
J J
(129)
The retarded Green’s function, in the Nambu basis is defined as

o [(Hem®,eh ) | Hem®) . enl)\ _ (Gron (1) | G (1)
Crn(8) = =809 <<{cin<t>,cL}> | <{c1n<t>,cn}>> i} (Gﬁ’%(t)Gﬁ:%?(t) B
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where we consider a unique time since the problem is translationnal invariant. In the
Lindblad evolution, we obtain the following equation of motion for the fermionic creation
and annihilation operators [64]

%Cm(t) = L, (t) and —cl ()= LTl (1), (131)

with LT(c) = i[H, o] + D(o) = i[H, 0] — (v/2) 3, [nj [nj, o] the adjoint Lindbladian. For a

quadratic Hamiltonian H =3, hijczcj +3 > i Aije z ¢ f41 Zw icici (with b = ht and
AT = —A), we obtain

[H, cp] Z —hmjci + = Z Ay (65, mc 0; mc Z hmjc; + Z Azmcz, (132)
= Z hime; + 5 Z A:} (51'ij ]mcz Z hzmc + Z A (133)

Then by differentiating the retarded Green’s function we obtain

achwy [ emych ) ({ emsen}) o [ Lleml,ehp) (Lol en})
dt N dudd {euab) N cdndd O
(134)

We can then use the relations of Eq. (133) to compute £T[c,] and £i[ch,], getting

dGE . . AR
— (1) = —ib(t)1s — iHeg G (2), (135)
. heff A Y
th He - 9 he =h—i 1. 1
W1 ff <—A* —hlﬁ> il Z2 2 ( 36)
Hence, performing the time Fourier transform we get
—iwGR(w) = —i1 — iHegGR(w) and thus GF(w) = (w — Heg) ™, (137)

which in the case of the Ising chain (hij = J [0;i+1 + 0;i—1] and Ay; = 1[0;i+1 — 05 j+1]),
leads after Fourier transform GR%(q,w) = Y00 jeln [G’ff’o(w)] )’ with a,b € (1,2), to

the result given in the main text:

R 1 (w—2Jcos(q)+iv/2 —2ni sin(q)
GHqw) = < +2insin(q) w ~+ 2J cos(q) + i7/2> (138)

G NLSM Derivation

We are now in position to derive the NLSM for the monitored Ising chain. In the action
Eq. (46), the measurement term is invariant on the NLSM manifold, and only gives a
constant that is irrelevant since constants should sum to zero in the limit R — 1 [37].
The term Tr [¥G] because of the non-linear constraint is also giving a constant and thus
ignored. We finally focus on the fermionic determinant, and for convenience in the following
we drop the KN subscript. Importantly, in the Biy (Eq. (150)), the matrices in the action
is changed (for example 0, ® 7, — 0, ®7.). Therefore, we have ¥ = £ (Q — 1r ® 0, ® T2)
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(where here contrary to the main text we conserve the R dependence in the prefactors)
and G = —iQ/4, and we get

SQ = —%Tr [In (—iGyt +2)] = —%Tr [ln <—ig0_1 + fy?RQ + 7= ’YR(]IR ® o, ®Tz)>:| ,

2
(139)
where v = 'ypéz_l. We note that contrary to the U(1) model where we can find a non
trivial rotation matrix R, at the replica symmetric level such that RsAR; Y = Qo, here
we simply have A = ()g. We thus define R = Rg a rotation matrix on the replicas, and
we note G () = g ' + i3 A with g ! the Hermitian part of the correlation matrix, and

op = ”Y_QVR (1g ® 0 ® T,) which cancels for R — 1, and results in

_ ig! IRRAR™

SiQ) = —3T [in (—igy" +0r + LRAR T |
= —3Tr [In (<iG ™ (r) + gy " — iR gy 'R+ 3r)] (140)
= 2T [in (~iG (vw) — iR (g5 R] + 65)] (141)

where we used that [R, 1z ® 0, ® 7;] = 0 and iG~(yg) + EA = igy'. Since gy' =
i0 — Hy, we can define 2!

W=—iR gy, R = WO 4+ W& (143)
w® =R, R ~ R IR (144)
W®) = iR [Hy, R] ~ 4RV, R, (145)
to rewrite the action as
S[Q] = —%Tr [In (—iG™1)] - %Tr o (1 + iGW + iGSR)] , (146)

with G = G(yr). We note that both W and dr are small and in the limit R — 1:
G(yr) — G(vy) and 6g — 0. We can perform a Taylor expansion of the logarithm at
second order in W using the parametrisation G = $G#(1 + A) + $G4(1 — A) which reads
as

S[0] ~ %Tr GW] — %Tr (GWGEW] + Ag (147)

*'We can understand this formula as follow, we write Ho = >, £(k)|k) (K|, thus

[Ho, R] = <Zk: £(k)lk><k> R (;IWWI) - (;IW’C) R (; §(k/)|k’><k’|)
and by writing R = Y°_ €' Ry we get (k|R[K') = Y, Ry(k|k' +q) = >, Rq0(k, k' + q), which gives
[Ho, R] = kz [§(k) — &(k — @)l Rqlk)(k — g
~ kzqc?kf(k) k) (k| Rqge™”

= -0V, R

where we use |k + ¢) = ¢'9%|k) and where ¢ is supposed to be small to have £(k + q) — £(k) ~ ¢dp&(k). We
obtain the relation
W = iR [Hy, R] = R ™'V, R. (142)
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where 2Ar = Tr[GoR] — iTr [GWGOR] — iTr [G6rG6OR] /2. Since Ag tends to 0 when
R — 1, we drop this term in the following even if the limit is only taken at the end.

In section 5.3.5, we found the structure of the rotation matrix R. For convenience we
perform a change of basis, that brings this matrix in a diagonal form such that

V. 0

! _ T _
R-PRP—(O v

) ® 10, Vi,V_ € SO(R) (148)
K

with Vi = a + b and V_ = a — b.This rotation corresponds to operate in the basis By,
which reads as

\I’/I?N,r = (w—&-,z,r E+,w,r _w—,z,r E—,w,r) /\/5 (149)
@;(N,r = (E«F,LB,T‘ u}Jr,:E,T Ef,m,r _11}7,:1:,7') /\/5 (150)

In the two following paragraphs, we will evaluate the different gradient terms for the
specific parametrisation R of Eq. (148).

G.1 The First Order Gradients

We start with the first order, which reads as
1
SWIQ] = 5 (Tr[GRTIOR] + Tx [GvR™V,R]) (151)

Time dependent part: We first focus on the time dependent term, and since G has a trivial
structure in replica space (ie. replica symmetric), we can consider Trg [R;zl@tRR] which
is a matrix composed of terms Trgr[Vi'9;Vy]. Since det[Vyi] = 1, the derivative is null and
since dydet[Vy] = det[ Vi Trr[Vi'0: V4], we find Trg[Vi'0:V+] = 0. Hence, we do not find
first order contribution.

Space dependent term: We have ngwk) = (k|[W®|k) = v(k)R™'V,R, with the velocity
v(k) reading as

8n? sin(k) cos(k) + 4.J sin(k)(h — 2J COS(k‘)).

v(k) = Opér = 152
(k) = 0kt 2\/4n2sin(k)2 + (h — 2J cos(k))? (152)

Since the first order in space can be written as
S[QI* = Tr [ GuR ™IV, R] = Tr [ GW@)} = /dp Glw, kYW, (153)

where p = (w, k) and since [dw 1/ [uiR/A) (w,k)] = +im (cf. Appendix E) where MS_LR/A)

are the eigenvalues of G(w, k) the dressed Green’s function. The only k& dependence arises
in v(k) which is anti-symmetric on [—m, 7]. We obtain [ dp G(w, k)v(k) = 0, thus

S =0 (154)

G.2 The Second Order Space Gradient

We now consider the second order terms, and start with the spatial gradients terms, reading
as

S[0)®? = —%Tr {GW(””)GW(I)} - _% / dpdp’ Tr {G(w, kYW, 60 i G, k’)W,fz,f}céw,’w},
(155)
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with p = (w, k) and p’ = (', k') and where ¢, ,, arises because <w|Wk W'y = W;Efk)ﬁw/,w

2. We use the parametrisation G(w, k) = [GF(w,k)(1 +T) + G4 (w, k‘)(l — A)] /2, there-

fore the term GWGW, contains the different product of GF and G4, but only terms

proportional to GEGA are non zero due to causality. We note that W is proportional

to the identity in the Nambu sector, and assuming that A ~ 1p ® 0, ® 79, we can thus

diagonalize the G'/4 in the same basis and work with their eigenvalues that do not mix.
Let first show that terms proportional to GEG® or GAG# are null, let consider

TRR — /dpdk’ Tr {GR(W, k)(1+ MWD GR(w, K)(1 + A)W,Eff;ﬁ} , (156)

since W,g? = (K[W@|k") = v(k)dppR™V,R, we get terms proportional to [ dw [ dk v(k)?
plt(k, w)pt(k,w) and we can show that [ dw pf(k,w)uf(k,w) =0 .
We can now evaluate terms proportional to GEGA which have a prefactor

= [T [ sttt = [ gt O (157)

We have in total 4 combinations proportional to D, thus using R"'V,R + V,R"'R =0,
we obtain 23

S[QI*?) = = 1D Tr{(1+A) [R7VR] (1-4) [R7V.R]} = 2D T {[V.Q}
(158)
At this stage we can repeat a similar computation for the time dependent term and
thus get
;2
i
siQ) = 5

2 1 2
n{m.Qr+ 5 o) (159)

G.3 Non Linear Sigma Model in the Replicon Manifold

We now implement the exact symmetry of the rotation matrix in the replica space, we
thus consider ) = RRQQREl. As before we perform the computation for the spatial term
and then deduce the temporal one.

We note that V,Q = (VoRr)QoR5 +Rr(VsQo)Ry +RrQo(ViRy'), and because
of the symmetry group of Rp, Trgr [RIQIVIRR ] = 0. Hence, since Q) is replica-symmetric
any term where RélvaR appears only once is null. We get

Tr {(V+Q)?} = Tr {V.QoV.Qo + VQoVQo + VIQoV'Qo + 2 [V. R V. RE| Q3}

(160)
with V = R]}lVJCRR. Since we are in this basis B, the relation previously used is
modified as follow, the matrix Qo now respect the relation (09 ® 7:) Q3 (00 ® 72) = —Qo,

22This property is essentially due to

o= / |w) {w]e"" Rug [w') ('] = / jw)(wlle” +wo)(w' +wole Ruy = / G ot [w) (W[ R,
w’ ,wp w,w’,wq w

’
W

where we perform in the last equation the change of variable w’ + wo — w’.
2To go from the first equality to the second one we do the following algebra like in Ref. [34]

Tr{(1+A) [RT'V.R] (1 =A) [RT'VeR]} =Tr {-V.R'V.R - A [RT'V,R]A [RT'V.R]}
= —fTr{ RTAR)]’}
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thus

S Triex [Qo (02 @ 7)1 = Tricw (02 @ 70) Qo (0 © 70)] + 4 (V/det [@o]) (161)

see Appendix C for the derivation. Using the standard definition in Keldysh formalism of
the classical density, we have p = 3 — 1 Tr[Qq (0. ® 7.)]. Moreover, we can parametrize R
such that R =V, TT +V_ T~ Wlth T-§E (1+0,®7 ®1g)/2 and we obtain the useful
identities :

1
2(1 - V) = gTrKN [QOTzz ]2
1
—2v = STrkn [QoTz ]? -2 (162)

where T, = 0, ® 7, and v = 4p(1 — p). Hence, writing V' = VIVQ;VJFTJF +VIv, VT,
we obtain using the previous identities Eq. (162)

Trgn {VQoVQo} = Z {0900 + (I90)°| (1= ) + 2 PIVYVIv, Y | v}

Since Trin [(VxRIZLleRR) Qg] = 2VxVIVxV + 2V, VIV, V_ and using VxVJFVI =
—V+VxVI, we can write

Trxn [(VaRR ' VaRR) Q3] = =2 (V. VIV Y + V VIV, V). (163)

Finally by defining U = V, VT, we recognize the term V,UTV,U, and
<D T {(V.Q)*} = 5vD Tep { V.UV, U} (164)
By repeating the same computation for the temporal term, we obtain like in the main text

2ip(1 — p)

S[O]® = Trr {vgV.U' VU +0,UTO,U} . (165)
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