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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 Z2 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 × 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 HnH 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 Schrödinger 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 γ,
resulting in the following conditional evolution for the state of the system |ψ(t)⟩

|ψ(t+ dt)⟩ =

1−
L∑

j=1

dξj(t)

 K0√〈
K†

0K0

〉 |ψ(t)⟩+
L∑

j=1

dξj(t)
K0√〈
K†

jKj

〉 |ψ(t)⟩ , (1)

where Kj are Kraus operators of a POVM fulfilling
∑L

j=0K
†
jKj = 1 to preserve probability

normalisation, and dξj(t) = 0, 1 is a random variable called a Poisson increment, with
P (dξj(t) = 1 | ρt) = Tr[K†

jKjρt] where we observe that the process is conditional to the
state ρt. These random variables take mostly the value zero, leading to non Hermitian
evolution, and only occasionally take the value dξxm(tm) = 1 which corresponds to a
quantum jump occurring at time tm and in channel xm1. The operator K0 is taken to be
close to the identity, reading as K0 = 1 − (J/2 + iH)dt where H is the Hamiltonian of
the system, while Jdt =

∑L
j=1K

†
jKj . The channels with j ≥ 1 describe jumps such that

1We note that we should write
∏L

j=1(1−dξj(t)) in front of the first term of Eq. (1) since it corresponds
to the probability of no-excitation in any channel, but since dξi(t) ∝ dt in the limit where dt tends toward
0, it is equivalent to directly write 1−

∑L
j=1 dξj(t)
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Kj =
√
γdtLj . As a result, the evolution in between quantum jumps is dictated by the

non-Hermitian Hamiltonian

HnH = H − iJ/2 = H − i
γ

2

L∑
j=1

L†
jLj . (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 ti and tf as

|ψ̃(tf , T )⟩ = UnH(tf , tM )LxMUnH(tM , tM−1)KxM−1 ...Kx1UnH(t1, ti) |ψ0⟩ , (3)

where |ψ0⟩ is the initial pure state, UnH(tb, ta) = e−iHnH(tb−ta) is the non-Hermitian evolu-
tion operator between time ta and tb, tm (resp. xm) is the time (resp. the jump channel) of
the mth jumps. The Kraus operators Kj for 1 ≤ j ≤ L correspond to jumps channels. We
call T = {(x1, t1), ..., (xM , tM )} the set of different times and channels of the jumps hap-
pening during the trajectory up to time t, which completely define a quantum trajectory.
The symbol ◦̃ 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

|ψ(tf , T )⟩ = |ψ̃(tf , T )⟩ /
√

Tr[ρ̃t,T ] and ρtf ,T = ρ̃tf ,T /Tr[ρ̃tf ,T ], (4)

where ρ̃tf ,T = |ψ̃(tf , T )⟩ ⟨ψ̃(tf , 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
]
= Tr[ρ̃tf ,T ]. (5)

We note that the probability PWT (τ, ρtm) to wait a time τ = tm+1 − tm between two
jumps is given by the decay of the norm due to the non Hermitian evolution, in par-
ticular PWT (τ, ρtm) =

〈
U †
nH(tm+1, tm)UnH(tm+1, tm)

〉
tm

, and the conditional probability

Pqj (xm, ρtm), to jump in channel xm knowing that a jump happens at tm, is given by
Pqj (xm, ρtm) =

〈
L†
xmLxm

〉
tm

.

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 ρtf ,T , and then perform the average over the measurement outcomes.
This reads for the case of the N th moment of an observable Q as

⟨Q⟩NT =

∫
T
P
[
T
]
⟨Q⟩NT , (6)

where
∫
T stands for the summation over all the trajectories which can be expressed as∫

T =
∑∞

m=0

∏M
m=1

(∑L
xm=1

∫ tf
tm−1

dtm

)
. Interestingly, we can rewrite this quantity in a

linear manner by replicating N times the density matrix

⟨Q⟩NT =

∫
T
P
[
T
]
Tr
[
Q⊗Nρ⊗N

tf

]
= Tr

[
Q⊗Nρ⊗N

tf

]
, (7)
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with the trace that now acts in aN replicated space. Therefore the object of interest is ρ⊗N
tf

.

Still, because of the measurements, the density matrix needs to be renormalised as
ρtf ,T = ρ̃tf ,T /Tr[ρ̃tf ,T ], leading to a typical average of disordered systems

ρ⊗N
tf

=

∫
T
P
[
T
] (
ρtf ,T

)⊗N
=

∫
T
P
[
T
] (ρ̃tf ,T )⊗N

Tr[ρ̃tf ,T ]
N
. (8)

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
them2, i.e.

ρ⊗N
tf

=

∫
T

Tr[ρ̃tf ,T ]
1−N

(
ρ̃tf ,T

)⊗N
= lim

R→1

∫
T
Trr=N+1,...,R

[
R∏

r=1

ρ̃
(r)
tf ,T

]
, (9)

where ρ̃(r)tf ,T is the rth unormalised replicated density matrix, where for any operator X we

define its replicated version X(r) =
(⊗r−1

α=1 1

)
⊗X ⊗

(⊗R−r
α=1 1

)
. 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 □ will always denote □ =

∫
T □ = E [□], 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 ρ is un-normalised until the limit R→ 1 is taken, and for conciseness and readability
we write ρNtf = ρ⊗N

tf
.

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 Schrödinger 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=N+1,...,R

[∏R
r=1 ρ̃

(r)
tf ,T

]
= Tr[ρ̃tf ,T ]R−N ρ̃Ntf ,T

7
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in terms of the density matrix

ρt+dt =
1−

∑L
j=1 dξj(t)∏L

j=1 P
(
dξj(t) = 0 | ρt

)K0ρtK
†
0 +

L∑
j=1

dξj(t)

P
(
dξj(t) = 1 | ρt

)KjρtK
†
j . (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 dξj(t) = 1 then 1 −

∑L
j=1 dξj(t) = 0, and among the channels j ≥ 1

since these terms are of order dt2. We thus obtain

ρ⊗N
t+dt =

1−
∑L

j=1 dξj(t)

pNnH

[
K0ρtK

†
0

]⊗N
+

L∑
j=1

dξj(t)(
p
(j)
qj

)N [KjρtK
†
j

]⊗N
, (11)

where pnH =
∏L

j=1 P
(
dξj(t) = 0 | ρt

)
and p

(j)
qj = P

(
dξj(t) = 1 | ρt

)
. By noticing that

pnH =
dt→0

1−
∑L

j=1 P
(
dξj(t) = 0 | ρt

)
= Tr[K0ρtK

†
0], we find using the replica trick that

ρ⊗N
t+dt = lim

R→1
TrN+1,...,R

1−∑L
j=1 dξj(t)

pnH

[
K0ρtK

†
0

]⊗R
+

L∑
j=1

dξj(t)

p
(j)
qj

[
KjρtK

†
j

]⊗R

 . (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 thatE
[
dξj(t)f [ρ](t) |

ρt

]
= E

[
dξj(t) | ρt

]
f [ρ](t) = P

(
dξj(t) = 1 | ρt

)
f [ρ](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 3

ρRt+dt =
(
1R − idtHR

nH

)
ρRt
(
1R − idtHR

nH

)†
+ γdt

L∑
j=1

LR
j ρ

R
t

(
LR
j

)†
, (13)

where HnH is defined in Eq. (2) and we have introduced the shortcut notation ρR = ρ⊗R

and XR =
∏R

r=1X
(r) . 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 HR

nH) 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]. It 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

[(
dξj(t)/p

(j)
qj

)
f [ρ]

]
= E

[
E

[(
dξj(t)/p

(j)
qj

)
f [ρ] | ρt

]]
= E

[(
p
(j)
qj /p

(j)
qj

)
f [ρ]

]
= f(ρ).

We stress that the cancellation is necessary since otherwise p(i)qj generally depends on the state, and we
cannot go further in the averaging.

8
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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, ψ±,r and ψ±,r, where r labels the replica and ± the branchs of the Keldysh
contour [34,43,44]. In particular, we can write

Tr
[
ρR
]
=

∫
DψDψ̄eiS , (14)

with the Keldysh action

S = SnH + SQJ, (15)

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

Seff =

∫ tf

ti

dt

R∑
r=1

[
L∑

x=1

(iψx,+,r∂tψx,+,r − iψx,−,r∂tψx,−,r)− [Hr,+ −Hr,−]

+i
γ

2

L∑
x=1

L†
x,r,+Lx,r,+ + L†

x,r,−Lx,r,−

]
, (16)

where Hr,± = H(ψ±,r, ψ±,r) and Lx,r,± = Lx(ψ±,r, ψ±,r). The second term SQJ accounts
for the effect of quantum jumps and reads therefore as

SQJ = −iγ
∫ tf

ti

dt
L∑

x=1

R∏
r=1

Lx,r,+L
†
x,r,−. (17)

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

H =
L∑

j=1

Jxσ
x
j+1σ

x
j + Jyσ

y
j+1σ

y
j + hσzj , (18)

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

H =

L∑
j=1

[
Jc†j+1cj + ηc†j+1c

†
j + h.c.

]
+ h

L∑
j=1

c†jcj , (19)

9
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where cj and c†j are the usual fermionic annihilation and creation operators and where we
have introduced the hopping amplitude J = (Jx + Jy)/2 and the pairing η = (Jx − Jy)/2.
We consider to monitor the particle density on each lattice site, with a uniform rate γ,
leading to the jump operator

Lj = c†jcj (20)

Since we have L†
jLj = c†jcj and given the form of the Eq. (1) the state will stay Gaussian

starting from a Gaussian initial one. In Fourier space cj = 1√
2π

∑
k e

−i jkck we can write the
effective non-Hermitian Hamiltonian as a transverse field Ising chain in complex field [22]

HnH =
∑
k

2J cos(k)c†kck + iη sin(k)
[
c†kc

†
−k − c−kck

]
− (i

γ

2
− h)c†kck. (21)

We can briefly discuss some relevant limits of the monitored Ising chain, that we will discuss
in more detail later on. For η = 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 η ̸= 0 the strong U(1) symmetry is broken to a strong discrete Z2

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 γ 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 η ̸= 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 σα the Pauli matrices in Keldysh space, with α ∈ {0, x, y, z} and
τβ the Pauli matrices in Nambu space, with β ∈ {0, x, y, z} where the index 0 refers to the
2× 2 identity matrix. The Kronecker product is defined such that

A⊗B =

(
a1,1B a2,1B
a1,2B a2,2B

)
, (22)

where A is a 2 × 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
BNK and reads as

ΨT
NK,r =

(
ψ+,k,r ψ−,k,r ψ+,−k,r ψ−,−k,r

)
/
√
2 (23)

ΨNK,r =
(
ψ+,k,r ψ−,k,r ψ+,−k,r ψ−,−k,r

)
/
√
2 (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 ΨNK should be understood as⊕R

r=1ΨNK,r. It is also convenient to consider the Larkin-Ovchinikov (LO) basis defined
as ψ1,2 = (ψ+ ± ψ−)/

√
2 and ψ1,2 = (ψ+ ∓ ψ−)/

√
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 B(LO)

KN and write

ΦT
KN,r =

(
ψ1,k,r ψ2,−k,r ψ2,k,r ψ1,−k,r

)
/
√
2 (25)

ΦKN,r =
(
ψ1,k,r ψ2,−k,r ψ2,k,r ψ1,−k,r

)
/
√
2, (26)

where Φ indicates the use of the LO basis and KN the use of the other ordering convention.
We note that

Φ
T
KN,r(k) = CΦKN,r(−k), with C = σx ⊗ τx (27)

and in real space this simply reads as ΦT
KN,r = CΦKN,r. 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 BNK basis as

SnH =

∫ tf

ti

dt

∫ π

−π

dk

2π

R∑
r=1

ΨNK,r

[
G−1

0,±,NK

]
ΨNK,r, (28)

G−1
0,±,NK = i∂t(τ0 ⊗ σz)− [2J cos(k)− h] (τz ⊗ σz)− 2iη sin(k)(iτy ⊗ σz) + i

γ

2
(τz ⊗ σ0).

(29)

whereG−1
0,±,NK is the inverse fermionic propagator associated to the non-Hermitian effective

Hamiltonian in Eq. (21). Similarly, by finding the matrix to pass from ΨNK to ΦKN , we can
rewrite the action in the B(LO)

KN basis as 4 SnH =
∫∞
−∞

dω
2π

∫ π
−π

dk
2π

∑R
r=1 ΦKN,r

[
G−1

0,KN

]
ΦKN,r,

where we consider ti → −∞ and tf → ∞, and perform a temporal Fourier transform, ef-
fectively implementing i∂t ↔ ω and with

G−1
0,KN = g−1

0,KN + i
γ

2
(σx ⊗ τz), (30)

g−1
0,KN = ω(σ0 ⊗ τ0)− [2J cos(k)− h] (σ0 ⊗ τz) + 2η sin(k)(σ0 ⊗ τy). (31)

The matrix g−1
0,KN is the inverse fermionic propagator associated to the Hermitian part of

the effective Hamiltonian, and reads in explicit form

g−1
0,KN = σ0 ⊗

(
ω − 2J cos(k) + h 2iη sin(k)

−2iη sin(k) ω + 2J cos(k)− h

)
. (32)

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 γ which
enters in the non-Hermitian Hamiltonian, leading to the structure σx ⊗ τz in Keldysh-
Nambu space in Eq. (30).

4In general the matrix to pass from ΨNK to ΦKN and from ΨNK to ΦKN are not complex conjugates
from each other.

11
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Moving to the quantum jumps part of the action, due to the density monitoring with
jump operator Lx = c†xcx, we can write it as

SQJ = −iγ
∫
dtdx

R∏
r=1

ψx,+,r(t)ψx,+,r(t)ψx,−,r(t)ψx,−,r(t) = −iγ
∫
dtdx

R∏
r=1

Vr(x, t),

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

Vr(x, t) = ψx,r,1(t)ψx,r,2(t)ψx,r,2(t)ψx,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

V reg
r (x, t) =

1

4
+

1

2

[
ψx,r,1(t)ψx,r,2(t) + ψx,r,2(t)ψx,r,1(t)

]
−ψx,r,1(t)ψx,r,1(t)ψx,r,2(t)ψx,r,2(t),

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

V reg
r (x, t) =

1

4
exp

[
2 ΦKN,r(σx ⊗ τz)ΦKN,r

]
and SQJ = −iγ

∫
dt

L∑
x=1

V reg
R (x, t), (36)

with V reg
R (x, t) =

∏R
r=1 V

reg
r (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,

Z =

∫
D[ΦKN] exp

[
i

∫
dt

∫ π

−π

dk

2π
ΦKN[G

−1
0,KN ⊗ 1R]ΦKN + γ

∫
dt

L∑
x=1

VR(x, t)

]
. (37)

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 Σ, both 4R × 4R matrices and
function of space-time5. We are thus starting from

Z =

∫
D[ΦKN] exp

[
i

∫
dt

∫ π

−π

dk

2π
ΦKN[G

−1
0,KN ⊗ 1R]ΦKN + γ

∫
dtdx VR(x, 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 δ
(
G(x, t) + iΦKN(x, t)ΦKN(x, t)

)
, with G(x, t) a bosonic

Hermitian field local in space an time. By using the identity resolution
∫
DG δ

(
G + iΦKNΦKN

)
=

1, we enforce the relation G(x, t) = −iΦKN(x, t)ΦKN(x, 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 ΦKNG−1ΦKN . We obtain the following decoupled
vertex6

V dec[G](x, t) =
∫

DΦKN

Pf [−iG−1]
exp

[
i
1

2
ΦKNG−1ΦKN

]
V reg
R (x, t)

=
1

4R

√
det [14R − i4G(x, t)(σx ⊗ τz ⊗ 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 ΦKN is not independent from ΦKN anymore,
details about this symplectic structure can be found in Appendix C. This procedure leads
to the following action

Z =

∫
DGD[ΦKN] δ

(
G + iΦKNΦKN

)
exp (iS [G,ΦKN]) (40)

S =

∫
dt

∫ π

−π

dk

2π
ΦKN[G

−1
0,KN ⊗ 1R]ΦKN − iγ

∫
dtdx V dec[G(x, t)]. (41)

To obtain a regular action, we use the following representation of the Dirac function

δ
(
G + iΦKNΦKN

)
= lim

ϵ→0

∫
DΣ exp

[
− 1

2ϵ
Tr
(
G + iΦKNΦKN

)2 − ϵ

2
Tr
(
Σ2
)]
, (42)

using another Hermitian field Σ(x, t), also local in space and time. By performing the
change of variable Σ → Σ+ i

ϵ(G + iΦKNΦKN), one gets (omitting the superscript ‘dec’)7

Z =

∫
DGDΣD[ΦKN] exp [iS] , (43)

S =

∫
dt

∫ π

−π

dk

2π
ΦKN

[
G−1

0,KN ⊗ 1R + iΣ
]
ΦKN − Tr (ΣG)− iγ

∫
dtdx V [G(x, t)]. (44)

We can finally perform the Grassmann integral, to integrate out the fermionic fields ΦKN,
and obtain8

S = −iTr
{
ln
[
2(−iG−1

0,KN ⊗ 1R +Σ)
]}

− Tr (ΣG)

− iγ

∫
dtdx

1

4R

√
det [1− 4iG(x, t)(σx ⊗ τz ⊗ 1R)]. (45)

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

6We are writing
√

det [◦] insead of Pf [◦] 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

7We use in the computation the property of the Dirac function, even if the limit ϵ → 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 γ/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 ΦKN and
ΦKN are not independent from each other, which introduces an extra factor 1/2 in the
integration of the fermionic fields, leading to

S = −iTr
[
1

2
ln
(
2
[
−iG−1

0,KN +Σ
])]

−Tr [ΣG]−iγ
∫
dtdx

1

4

√
det[14 − 4iG(x, t)(σx ⊗ τz)].

(46)
Since G(x, t) ∝ −iΦKN(x, t)ΦKN(x, t) and Eq. (27), the matrix G is 4×4 symplectic matrix
(G = −CGTC), and we can use the relation

1

4

√
det[14 − 2iG(σx ⊗ τz)] = 4

√
det[G]− i

2
Tr [G (σx ⊗ τz)] +

1

4
. (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 Σ, and set it to zero, we obtain the
saddle point equations

G = −i1
2

(
−iG−1

0,KN +Σ
)−1

for
δS

δΣ
= 0, (48)

Σ = −2iγ
√
det[G]G−1 − γ

2
(σx ⊗ τz) for

δS

δG
= 0, (49)

where δS/δΣ stands for (δS/δΣ)ij = ∂S/∂Σij with i, j generic indices9. Because of the
form of Eq. (48), we propose the following ansatz G = −iQ/4, where Q is a 4R×4R matrix
dependent on space and time, which satisfies det [Q] = 110. Hence, by using this ansatz in

9We use Jacobi’s formula reading as

d

dA
Pf [GA] =

1

2
A−1Pf [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

Σ = −2iγ
4

42

√
(−i)4det[Q](−iQ)−1 − γ

2
(σx ⊗ τz) =

γ

2
[Q− (σx ⊗ τz)] . (51)

We obtain the following ansatz

G = −iQ
4
, Σ =

γ

2
[Q− (σx ⊗ τz)] , (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
−iG−1

0,KN +Σ = −ig−1
0,KN + γ

2Q. In other words, the term −γ
2σx ⊗ τz appearing in Eq. (52)

for Σ exactly cancels with the term entering the non-interacting Green’s function −iG−1
0,KN,

leading to
Q

2
=
(
−ig−1

0,KN +
γ

2
Q
)−1

. (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

2
=

1

2

(
ΛR ΛK

0 ΛA

)
=

[
−i

(
g−1,R
0,KN 0

0 g−1,A
0,KN

)
+
γ

2

(
ΛR ΛK

0 ΛA

)]−1

, (54)

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 g−1,R

0,KN and assume that we can
diagonalize in the same basis QR (like usually done in BCS theory [53, 54]). The matrix
g−1,R
0,KN has for eigenvalues

µ± = ω ±
√
4η2 sin(k)2 + (h− 2J cos(k))2 = ω ± ξk. (55)

where ξk 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

λR

2
= i

∫ ∞

−∞

dω

2π

∫ 2π

−π

dk

π

1

ω ± ξk + iγλR/2
=

1

2
Sgn[λR], (56)

which implies that λR = ±111 (details about this computation can be found in Appendix
E). To preserve the right causality, we must have λR = 1, and by proceeding similarly for
the advanced component we get λA = −1. The saddle point Λ then presents the usual
structure

Λ =

(
12 F
0 −12

)
KN

. (57)

The Keldysh component ΛK is not fixed by the stationary point equation but can be
parametrised by the distribution function F such that ΛK = ΛRF − FΛA where this
function can be determined from the boundary conditions [27,34]. Finally, the saddle point

11We 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(x, t) and the saddle point is thus also local in spacetime. This
explains why one both has an integral on frequency ω and wave vector k
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correlation function, reads as G−1,R = 2i
(
−ig−1,R

0,KN + γQR/2
)

for the retarded components,
and can be explicitly written

G−1,R(k, ω) = 2

(
ω − 2J cos(k) + h+ iγ/2 −2iη sin(k)

2iη sin(k) ω + 2J cos(k)− h+ iγ/2

)
. (58)

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 Q2 = 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 [ΣG] 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 Φ → RΦ and ΦKN → ΦKNR with R ∈ U(4R), which are leaving the action invariant.
Since G(x, t) ∝ −iΦKN(x, t)ΦKN(x, t), this constraint reads at the level of G as G = RGR−1.

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 R† = R−1. Then as we have seen previously in Eq. (27), the fermionic field and its
conjugate are not independent, imposing the constraint CGC = −GT . Since, ultimately,
we will parametrize the entire solution manifold using Q, viewed as a non-trivial rotation of
the saddle point Λ, the rotations that define this manifold must preserve Q, leading to the
condition Q = RQR−1. Hence, we find RQR−1 =

[
C(R−1)TC

]
Q
[
CRTC

]
that reduces to

the constraint CR∗C = R, leading to the two structural constraints

R† = R−1 (C0) 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 1R⊗σx⊗τz,
and the bare Green function G−1

0,KN defined in Eq. (30), and imposing
(C2) : [R,1R ⊗ σx ⊗ τz] = 0 (Interaction term)

(C3) : [R,1R ⊗ σ0 ⊗ τz] = 0 (Tight Binding term)

(C4) : [R,1R ⊗ σ0 ⊗ τy] = 0 (Pairing term).

(59)
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σ0 σx σy σz

τ0 A,R A,R A,R S,I
τx A,R A,R A,R S,I
τy A,R A,R A,R S,I
τz S,I S,I S,I S,I

Table 1: Structure of theWij matrices under only the structural constraints ie. the
skew-symmetry imposed by the unitarity and (C1). The entry σi⊗τj correspond
to the matrix Wij .

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−1

0,KN 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× 4R rotation matrix R as

R = exp [X] = exp

∑
i,j

Wij (σi ⊗ τj)

 , (60)

where Wij are R × R skew-symmetric matrices (W †
ij = −Wij) and the indices i, j ∈

{0, x, 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 U exp [X]U † = exp [X], and we want to be able to use the injectivity of the
exponential to be able to deduce that this constraint imply UXU † = X. This is wrong in
general, but in our case since we are looking for continuous symmetries, we can consider
the Wij to be small12 which guarantee injectivity.

To proceed we now check what restriction on each Wij , constraints are imposing. Lets
first consider a specific case with Wzx. From (C1), since {C, σx ⊗ τz} = 0, we obtain
W ∗

zx = −Wzx. Then because [σx⊗τz, σx⊗τz] = 0 and [σ0⊗τz, σx⊗τz] = 0, the constraints
(C2) and (C3) give no further restrictions. If we do not enforce (C4), we thus obtain
that Wzx is symmetric and purely imaginary. On the other hand, if η ̸= 0, the constraint
(C4) gives Wzx = −Wzx since {σ0 ⊗ τy, σx ⊗ τz} = 0, and we obtain Wzx = 0. By doing
similar computation for all the matrices Wij we can dress tables where: we indicate by a
blank if Wij = 0 and otherwise precise if Wij 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.

12As long as the spectrum of X belongs to ]−iπ, iπ], we cannot have eigenvalues separated by an integer
number of times 2π, and thus the exponential is injective.
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σ0 σx σy σz

τ0 A,R A,R
τx
τy
τz S,I S,I

a) σ0 σx σy σz

τ0 A,R
τx
τy
τz S,I

b)

Table 2: Case of the U(1) limit of the Ising chain : η = 0 and J ̸= 0, γ ̸= 0 -
a) Structure of the Wij matrice under constraints (C0), (C1), (C2) and (C3),
b) Structure of the Wij 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 η = 0 and J ̸= 0, γ ̸= 0.

We find Nf = 2R2 free parameters in Table 2, a), where antisymmetric matrices have
(R2 − R)/2 free parameters, whereas symmetric one have (R2 + R)/2 ones. This number
corresponds to the group G = U(R)× U(R). Additionally, to obtain the NLSM manifold,
the rotation should be a non trivial rotation of the saddle point Λ 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 ⊗ σz ⊗ τ0, we obtain the structure of Table 2,
b), which gives Nf = R2 free parameters and a group H = U(R). Finally, we find the
NLSM manifold G/H = U(R) from these constraints, and since det [Q] = 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 (η ̸= 0, J ̸= 0, and γ ̸= 0). We find for this
enlarged symmetry Nf = 2R(R − 1)/2 free parameters, which corresponds to the group
G = O(R) × O(R). This is ultimately due to the fact that the pairing term η introduces
an additional constraint which reduces the dimension of the symmetry group. If we add
the saddle point invariance in the constraints, one obtains Nf = 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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σ0 σx σy σz

τ0 A,R A,R
τx
τy
τz

a) σ0 σx σy σz

τ0 A,R
τx
τy
τz

b)

Table 3: Case of the general Ising chain : η ̸= 0, J ̸= 0, and γ ̸= 0 - a) Structure
of the Wij matrice under constraints (C0), (C1), (C2), (C3) and (C4), b)
Structure of the Wij 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 η 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 η ̸= 0, and γ ̸= 0). This
corresponds to a monitored Ising chain with Jx + Jy = 0 in Eq. (18).

For that case the number of free parameters is Nf = 2R2 − 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 Nf = R2 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

σ0 σx σy σz

τ0 A,R A,R
τx
τy A,R S,I
τz

a) σ0 σx σy σz

τ0 A,R
τx
τy S,I
τz

b)

Table 4: Case of the pairing limit of the Ising chain : J = 0 and η ̸= 0, and γ ̸= 0
- a) Structure of the Wij matrice under constraints (C0), (C1), (C2) and (C4),
b) Structure of the Wij 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 η ̸= 0, J ̸= 0, and γ ̸= 0.

We start by writing the rotation matrix as

R =

(
A B
C D

)
, with A,B,C,D ∈ M(2R). (64)

The constraint (C2), due to the measurement terms impose that B = σzCσz and A =
σzDσz, which allows us to write

R =

(
A B

σzBσz σzAσz

)
. (65)

The condition (C3) reading as [R,1R ⊗ σ0 ⊗ τz] = 0, imposes A = σzAσz and B = σzBσz
which means that the matrices A and B, now reads as

A =

(
a1 0
0 a2

)
and B =

(
b1 0
0 b2

)
, (66)

where a1, a2, b1 and b2 are R × R matrices. The constraint (C1), CR∗C = R imposes
that σyA∗σy = A and σxB

∗σx = B, and (C4) gives σyAσy = A and σxBσx = B which
implies that A and B are real. Moreover, from (C4), we infer σxAσx = A and σxBσx = B,
implying that a ≡ a1 = a2 and b ≡ b1 = b2. Finally, the unitary condition entails that

aTa+ bT b = 1R and bTa+ aT 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) × SO(R) except when
a + b = a − b in 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

R =

(
A B
B A

)
, with A =

(
a 0
0 a

)
, B =

(
b 0
0 b

)
, (68)
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where a and b are R × 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

R′ = PTRP =

(
V+ 0
0 V−

)
K

⊗ τ0, V+,V− ∈ SO(R) (69)

with V+ = a+ b and V− = a− b. This rotation corresponds to operate in the basis B′
KN ,

which reads as13

Ψ′T
KN,r =

(
ψ+,x,r ψ+,x,r −ψ−,x,r ψ−,x,r

)
/
√
2 (70)

Ψ
′
KN,r =

(
ψ+,x,r ψ+,x,r ψ−,x,r −ψ−,x,r

)
/
√
2, (71)

meaning that

Ψ
′T
KN,r = (σ0 ⊗ τx)ΨKN,r and ρ =

1

2
− 1

8
Tr [Q0(σz ⊗ τz)] . (72)

5.4.2 NLSM Derivation

We recall here for convenience the form of the bosonic action Eq. (45) reading as 14

S = −iTr
[
1

2
ln
(
−iG−1

0,KN +Σ
)]

−Tr [ΣG]−iγ
∫
dtdx

1

4

√
det[14 − 4iG(x, t)(1R ⊗ σz ⊗ τz)],

where we now adopt the basis B′
KN that simplifies the derivation, we from now on call

R the matrix R′ of Eq. (69). This changes the matrices representation, for example
σx ⊗ τz → σz ⊗ τz. 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 [ΣG] of the action is proportional to
Tr
[
Q2
]
, and since we found that Λ2 = 14, to preserve the energy, a reasonable choice is

to impose that Q2 = 14R. This non-linear constraint imposes that any Q matrix in this
manifold can be parametrised as

Q = R−1ΛR, (73)

where R is a unitary matrix15. 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 [ΣG] because of the non-linear constraint is also giving a constant

13Indeed since Q = RQR−1 we find that the new basis should satisfy Ψ′ = PTΦ
14Where 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
15Since Q is an involution with Tr [Q] = 0, Q and Λ have the same spectrum with 2R eigenvalues 1 and

2R eigenvalues −1. We can therefore find Q by performing a rotation of Λ with R.
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and thus ignored. We finally focus on the fermionic determinant, which reads by using
Σ = γ

2 (Q− 1R ⊗ σz ⊗ τz) and G = −iQ/4 (found in Section 5.2) as16

S[Q] = − i

2
Tr
[
ln
(
−ig−1

0,KN +
γ

2
RΛR−1

)]
, (74)

where S[Q] can be understood as S[R,Λ]. For convenience in the following we drop the
KN subscript. Since g−1

0 = i∂t −H, we define

W ≡ R−1[−ig−1
0 ,R] ≡ R−1[∂t,R] + iR−1[H0,R] ≈ R−1∂tR+ v̂R−1∇xR, (75)

and we note W (x) = v̂R−1∇xR and W (t) = R−1∂tR. We thus obtain by factorizing by
the dressed Green’s function G−1 = g−1

0 + iγ2Λ,

S[Q] = − i

2
Tr
[
ln
(
−iG−1

)]
− i

2
Tr [ln (1 + iGW )] . (76)

We note that H0 is the Hermitian Hamiltonian since the non-Hermitian part cancels with
the expression of the self energy Σ. By performing a Taylor expansion of the logarithm at
second order in W one gets

S[Q] ≈ 1

2
Tr [GW ]− i

4
Tr [GWGW ] . (77)

At first order the spatial term vanishes since it is linear in v(k) = ∂kξk, which is antisym-
metric and the temporal term can only sustain a replica symmetric term17, 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 =
1
2G

R(1 + Λ) + 1
2G

A(1− Λ), we can show that only cross terms proportional to GRGA are
contributing, resulting for the spatial contribution in

S[Q](2,2) = − i

4
Tr[GW (x)GW (x)] =

i

8
D Tr

{
[∇xQ]2

}
, (78)

where the diffusion coefficient D, is defined through the group velocity v(k) = ∂kξk as

D =

∫ π

−π

dk

2π

v(k)2

γ
=
v20
γ
. (79)

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

S[Q] =
i

8

v20
γ

Tr

{
[∇xQ]2 +

1

v20
[∂tQ]2

}
. (80)

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 Q0 = Λ. By writing that
Q = RQ0R−1, and U = V+VT

− , we obtain after lengthy algebra detailed in Appendix G
that

S[U ] =
2iρ(1− ρ)v0

γ
TrR

{
1

v0
∂tU

T∂tU + v0∇xU
T∇xU

}
(81)

with ρ = 1
2 − 1

8Tr [Q0(σz ⊗ τz)].

16In this expression we are already taking the limit R → 1 in the prefactors for clarity, the complete
expression can be found in Appendix G

17This essentially comes from TrR
[
R−1∂tR

]
which is a matrix composed of terms TrR[V−1

± ∂tV±]. Since
det[V±] = 1, the derivative is null and since ∂tdet[V±] = det[V±]TrR[V−1

± ∂tV±], we find TrR[V−1
± ∂tV±] = 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

S[U ] =
1

gB
Tr
[
∂µU

T∂µU
]
, (82)

where µ = v0t, x is summed over and corresponds to time and space indices, and U ∈
SO(R) and gB the bare coupling constant. We stress that these matrices are of size R×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
d lnL

=
1

8π
(R− 2)g2R +O(g3R), (83)

where gR 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
γ/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 (γ ≪ 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. η = 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 η = 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 η ̸= 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 Jx + Jy = 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)

ρRt =

∞∑
M=0

∫
{xm,tm}

(
R⊗

r=1

[
S(tf , ti)ρ0S(tf , ti)

†
])

, (84)

where
∫
{xm,tm} =

∫
ti<t1<...<tM<tf

dt
∑L

x1,...,xM=0 and S(tf , ti) = UnH(tf , tM )LxM ...Lx1UnH(t1, ti).

We recall that ρRt stands for ρ⊗R
t with □ the unweighted sum over trajectories. Using the

contour depicted in Fig. 2 and defined as C = C+ ∪ C− = (ti, tf )∪ (tf , ti), we obtain under
contour ordering TC ,

ρRtf = TC

(UnH(tf , ti)ρ0U
†
nH(tf , ti)

)⊗R
∞∑

M=0

1

M !

(
γ

∫ tf

t0

dt
L∑

x=1

[
Lx,(t,+)L

†
x,(t,−)

]⊗R
)M

 .
(85)

The factor 1/M ! is added to avoid multiple counting since we are not ordering the times ti
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 Heff = H − iγ2

∑L
x=1 L

†
xLx we find

ρRtf = T

[
exp

(
−i
∫
C
dt

R∑
r=1

Heff,r(t)

)
exp

(
γ

∫ tf

ti

dt
L∑

x=1

R∏
r=1

L
(r)
x,(t,+)L

(r)†
x,(t,−)

)
ρ⊗R
0

]
(86)

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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t

Lt1,+ Lt2,+ LtM ,+· · ·

Lt1,− Lt2,− LtM ,−· · ·
ti tf

C+

C−

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

−
〈
ψm(t)ψn(t

′)
〉
= Gmn(t, t

′) =

(
GT(t, t′) G<(t, t′)

G>(t, t′) GT̃(t, t′)

)
, (87)

with m,n = (+,−) and G<(t, t′) the lesser component, G>(t, t′) the greater component
and GT(t, t′) (resp. GT̃(t, t′)) the time orderding (resp. time-ordering components). In the
Larkvin-Ovchinikov (LO) basis we have

−i
〈
ψa(t)ψb(t

′)
〉
= Gab(t, t

′) =

(
GR(t, t′) GK(t, t′)

GK(t, t′) GA(t, t′)

)
, (88)

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

ψ1,2 =
1

2
(ψ+(t)± ψ−(t)) and ψ1,2 =

1

2

(
ψ+(t)∓ ψ−(t)

)
, (89)

we can express the Keldysh and anti-Keldysh componentsGK̄(t, t′) = 1
2

[
GT(t, t′)−G>(t, t′)−G<(t, t′) +GT̃(t, t′)

]
GK(t, t′) = 1

2

[
GT(t, t′) +G>(t, t′) +G<(t, t′) +GT̃(t, t′)

] . (90)

Now since for t ̸= t′, we have the relation GT(t, t′) + GT̃(t, t′) − G>(t, t′) − G<(t, t′) = 0
(which is due to the general identity of GT(t, t′) = θ(t− t′)G>(t, t′) + θ(t′ − t)G<(t, t′) 18),
we obtain

GK̄(t, t′) = 0 and GK(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, t) = GT̃(t, t) = G>(t, t). Hence, we obtain for t = t′{

GK̄(t, t′) = 1
2 [G

>(t, t)−G<(t, t)] = −i/2
GK(t, t′) = 1

2 [3G
>(t, t) +G<(t, t)] = [G>(t, t) +G<(t, t)]− i

2 .
(92)

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

18This 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 ⟨ψ+(t)ψ+(t

′)⟩ component reduces to
⟨ψ−(t)ψ+(t

′)⟩ or ⟨ψ+(t)ψ−(t
′)⟩ depending on the relation order between t and t′.

19This comes from G>(t, t)−G<(t, t) = −i
[
⟨ψ+(t)ψ−(t)⟩+ ⟨ψ+(t)ψ−(t)⟩

]
= −i

[
⟨cc†⟩+ ⟨c†c⟩

]
= −i
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To solve this problem we aim at regularizing the Green’s functions, a natural way to
proceed is to set

Greg(t, t) = lim
h→0

G(t, t+ h) +G(t, t− h)

2
. (93)

Under this convention, Greg
K̄

(t, t) = 0 and Greg
K (t, t) = G>(t, t) +G<(t, t), thus we define

Greg(t, t′) = G(t, t′) + δt,t′
i

2
σx. (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 ΦKN (defined in Eq. (26) ) in real space,
the Green function now reads as

G(t, t′) =
〈
ΦKN(t)Φ

†
KN(t

′)
〉
=

〈
ψ1(t)ψ1(t

′) ψ1(t)ψ2(t
′)

ψ2(t)ψ1(t
′) ψ2(t)ψ2(t

′)

∣∣∣∣ ψ1(t)ψ2(t
′) ψ1(t)ψ1(t

′)

ψ2(t)ψ2(t
′) ψ2(t)ψ1(t

′)

ψ2(t)ψ1(t
′) ψ2(t)ψ2(t

′)

ψ1(t)ψ1(t
′) ψ1(t)ψ2(t

′)

∣∣∣∣ ψ2(t)ψ2(t
′) ψ2(t)ψ1(t

′)

ψ1(t)ψ2(t
′) ψ1(t)ψ1(t

′)


〉
.

(95)
The regularisation found before reads as

Greg(t, t′) = G(t, t′) + δt,t′
i

2
σx ⊗ τz, (96)

and to preserve the global action (with the regularised Green’s function) we should satisfy∫
D [ΦKN]

Pf
[
G−1

0

] eiΦ̄G−1
0 Φ+iγ

∫
dt

∑
x

∏
r Vx,r(t) =

∫
D [ΦKN]

Pf [(Greg
0 )−1]

eiΦ̄(Greg
0 )−1Φ+iγ

∫
dt

∑
x

∏
r V

reg
x,r (t).

(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 V reg

x (t) = a + bψ1,x(t)ψ2,x(t) +

b′ψ2,x(t)ψ1,x(t) + cψ1,x(t)ψ2,x(t)ψ2,x(t)ψ1,x(t). By expanding exp(iγ
∫
dt
∑

x

∏
r Vx,r(t)),

and imposing an equality order by order we get for the first order in γ〈
ψ1ψ2ψ2ψ1

〉
=
〈
a+ bψ1ψ2 + b′ψ2ψ1 + cψ1ψ2ψ2ψ1

〉
reg

(98)

where we drop x and t since everything is local and ⟨◦⟩ denotes the Gaussian average over
G−1

0 , whereas ⟨◦⟩reg denotes the Gaussian average over (Greg
0 )

−1. Hence, by Wick theorem

−G0
4,1G

0
1,4 +G0

4,3G
0
4,3 −G0

4,4G
0
3,3 = a− ib(G0

4,1 − i/2)− ib′(G0
1,4 − i/2)

− c
[
(G0

4,1 − i/2)(G0
1,4 − i/2)−G0

4,3G
0
4,3 +G0

4,4G
0
3,3

]
which leads by identification to

{
a− b/2− b′/2 = 0,

c = 1,

c/2− b′ = 0

c/2− b = 0
resulting in

a =
1

4
,

c = 1,

b′ =
1

2
,

b =
1

2
.

(99)

We finally obtain the interaction vertex considered in the main text

V reg =
1

4
+

1

2

[
ψ1ψ2 + ψ2ψ1

]
+ ψ1ψ2ψ2ψ1 (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 ΦKN basis Usual Gaussian Grassman integrals reads as∫
dθ exp

[
− i

2
θTMθ

]
= Pf [M ] (101)

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

⟨Q⟩ =
∫

DΦKN

Pf [−i (1R ⊗ C)G−1]
exp

[
i
1

2
ΦKNG−1ΦKN

]
Q. (102)

Since Φ
T
KN = (1R ⊗ C)ΦKN (instead of simply ΦKN = ΦKN ), and that the field G ∼

iΦKNΦKN is respecting (1R ⊗ C)G (1R ⊗ C) = −GT which means that (1R ⊗ C)G is
skew-symmetric, we should consider ΦKNG−1ΦKN = ΦT

KN (1R ⊗ C)G−1ΦKN. We thus ob-
tain for example for Q = V reg

R = exp
[
2ΦKN (1R ⊗ σx ⊗ τz) ΦKN

]
the following expression

⟨Q⟩ =
Pf
[
−i (1R ⊗ C)G−1 − 4 (1R ⊗ C) (1R ⊗ σx ⊗ τz)

]
Pf [−i (1R ⊗ C)G−1]

, (103)

and using the relation det [A] = Pf [A]2, we rewrite it as

⟨Q⟩ =
√
det [14R − i4G(1R ⊗ σx ⊗ τz)], (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× 4 matrices. And matrices that respect symplectic relations like

Q = −CQTC, (105)

have thus particular structure. For example, if C = σ0⊗τx, like it is the case in basis B′
KN ,

the matrix O can be parametrised as

Q =


q01 0 q1 q2
0 −q01 q3 q4

−q4 −q3 q02 0
−q2 −q1 0 −q02

 . (106)

By using such parametrisation, we can therefore show that

1

2
Tr [Q (σz ⊗ τz)]

2 = Tr [(σz ⊗ τ0)Q (σz ⊗ τ0)] + 4
√
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 ΦKN 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, t′) = θ(t− t′)G>(t, t′)+θ(t′− t)G<(t, t′) defined in
the context of Keldysh basis only (without Nambu structure). This relation is in fact more
general since for fermions, Grassman variable ψ and ψ are independent, we can generally
write for independent Grassman variable ψ and ϕ〈

ψ+(t)ϕ+(t
′) + ψ−(t)ϕ−(t

′)− ψ−(t)ϕ+(t
′)− ψ+(t)ϕ−(t

′)
〉
= 0, (108)

hence, we notice that〈
ψ2(t)ψ2(t

′)
〉
=

1

2

〈
ψ+(t)ψ+(t

′) + ψ−(t)ψ−(t
′)− ψ+(t)ψ−(t

′)− ψ−(t)ψ+(t
′)
〉
= 0〈

ψ1(t)ψ2(t
′)
〉
=

1

2

〈
ψ+(t)ψ+(t

′) + ψ−(t)ψ−(t
′)− ψ+(t)ψ−(t

′)− ψ−(t)ψ+(t
′)
〉
= 0〈

ψ2(t)ψ1(t
′)
〉
=

1

2

〈
ψ+(t)ψ+(t

′) + ψ−(t)ψ−(t
′)− ψ+(t)ψ−(t

′)− ψ−(t)ψ+(t
′)
〉
= 0〈

ψ1(t)ψ1(t
′)
〉
=

1

2

〈
ψ+(t)ψ+(t

′) + ψ−(t)ψ−(t
′)− ψ+(t)ψ−(t

′)− ψ−(t)ψ+(t
′)
〉
= 0,

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

⟨Ψ(t)Ψ†(t′)⟩ = i

(
GA(t, t′) GK(t, t′)

GK(t, t′) GR(t, t′)

)

=

〈
ψ1(t)ψ1(t

′) ψ1(t)ψ2(t
′)

ψ2(t)ψ1(t
′) ψ2(t)ψ2(t

′)

∣∣∣∣ ψ1(t)ψ2(t
′) ψ1(t)ψ1(t

′)

ψ2(t)ψ2(t
′) ψ2(t)ψ1(t

′)

0 0
0 0

∣∣∣∣ ψ2(t)ψ2(t
′) ψ2(t)ψ1(t

′)

ψ1(t)ψ2(t
′) ψ1(t)ψ1(t

′)


〉
. (109)

We note that this structure no longer holds in the case of non-Hermitian evolution. This
is not surprising, as the forward (+) 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

GR(t, t′) = −iθ(t− t′)

(
⟨{c(t), c†(t′)}⟩ ⟨{c(t), c(t′)}⟩
⟨{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, −iθ(t −
t′)⟨{c(t), c†(t′)}⟩, which imposes t > t′. In that context ⟨c(t)c†(t′)⟩ = ⟨ψ+(t)ψ+(t

′) +
ψ−(t)ψ+(t

′)⟩ and ⟨c†(t′)c(t)⟩ = ⟨ψ−(t
′)ψ+(t) + ψ−(t

′)ψ−(t)⟩, thus we find that

GR
11(t, t

′) = −iθ(t− t′)⟨c(t)c†(t′)⟩ (111)

= −i⟨ψ+(t)ψ+(t
′) + ψ−(t)ψ+(t

′)− ψ+(t)ψ−(t
′)− ψ−(t)ψ−(t

′)⟩ (112)

= −i
〈
ψ1(t)ψ1(t

′)
〉
. (113)

Similarly, we can verify the other coefficients, leading to

GR(t, t′) =

(
ψ1(t)ψ1(t

′) ψ1(t)ψ2(t
′)

ψ2(t)ψ1(t
′) ψ2(t)ψ2(t

′)

)
(114)
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E Saddle Point Computation Details

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

Q(t)

2
=
[
−ig−1

0,KN +
γ

2
Q
]−1

tt,xx
, (115)

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

Q

2
=

∫ ∞

−∞

dω

2π

∫ π

−π

dk

2π

[
−ig−1

0,KN +
γ

2
Q
]−1

ω,k
(116)

because Q is homogeneous we have Qω,k = QV 20, with V a constant potentially diverging
but that can be absorbed in γ which is considered to be small. Since in Fourier space we
have

g−1
0,KN =

(
g−1
R 0

0 g−1
A

)
, g−1

R =
(
g−1
A

)†
=

(
ω − 2J cos(k) + h −2iη sin(k)

2iη sin(k) ω + 2J cos(k)− h

)
,

(118)
we can solve the retarded (or advanced) block independently. Furthermore, we note that
the eigenvalues of g−1

R reads as

µ± = ω ±
√

4η2 sin(k)2 + (h− 2J cos(k))2 = ω ± ξk, (119)

and by considering that QR and g−1
R can be diagonalised in the same basis, we obtain the

equation
λ

2
= i

∫ ∞

−∞

dω

2π

∫ π

−π

dk

2π

1

ω ± ξk + iγ λ
2

. (120)

Lorentzian way: We note that for s > 0

I =

∫ ∞

−∞
dω

1

ω − a+ is
=

∫ ∞

−∞
dω

(ω − a)− is

(ω − a)2 + s2
= −i

∫ ∞

−∞
dω

s

(ω − a)2 + s2
= −iπ,

(121)
where the real part is a boundary term that cancels, and we recognize in the imaginary
part the Lorentzian which gives π. Hence, in our case we have

λ

2
=

∫ ∞

−∞

dω

2π

∫ π

−π

dk

2π

γλ/2

(ω ± ξk)2 + γ2 λ
2

4

, (122)

obtaining the Lorentzian integral and the sign function defined as sgn(λ) = 1 if λ > 0 and
sgn(λ) = −1 otherwise

λ

2
=

sgn(λ)

2

∫ π

−π

dk

2π
=

sgn(λ)

2
, (123)

which is selfconsistent. Since the retarded block should be proportional to θ(t− t′) and

θ(t−t′) = − lim
ϵ→0

1

2πi

∫ ∞

−∞
dω

e−iω(t−t′)

ω + iϵ
and θ(t′−t) = lim

ϵ→0

1

2πi

∫ ∞

−∞
dω

e−iω(t−t′)

ω − iϵ
(124)

we deduce that
λR = 1 and λA = −1 (125)

20We have

Qω,k =

∫
dpdp′ eik(x−x′)eiω(t−t′)δ(t− t′)δ(x− x′)Q =

∫ ∞

−∞

dω

2π

∫ π

−π

dk

2π
Q = QV (117)
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Re[ω]

Im[ω]

pole

Carc

−R R

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

lim
R→∞

∮
C
dω

1

ω − a+ is
= lim

R→∞

∫ −R

R
dω

1

ω − a+ is
+ lim

R→∞

∫
Carc

dω
1

ω − a+ is
, (126)

where by writing ω = Reiθ with θ ∈ [−π, 0], we get

Iarc = i

∫ 0

−π
dθ

Reiθ

Reiθ − a+ is
≈
∫ π

0
dθ = iπ, (127)

where we use that Reiθ − a + is ≈ Reiθ for large R. Moreover, since the residue of the
closed contour integral is Res (1/(ω − a+ is)) = 1, we get

I = −2iπ + iπ = −iπ, (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

dρ

dt
= L(ρ), L = −i[H, ◦]+γ

∑
j

(
nj ◦ nj −

1

2
{nj , ◦}

)
= −i [H, ◦]− γ

2

∑
j

[nj , [nj , ◦]] .

(129)
The retarded Green’s function, in the Nambu basis is defined as

GR
m,n(t) = −iθ(t)

(
⟨{cm(t), c†n}⟩ ⟨{cm(t), cn}⟩
⟨{c†m(t), c†n}⟩ ⟨{c†m(t), cn}⟩

)
=

(
GR,11

m,n (t) GR,12
m,n (t)

GR,21
m,n (t) GR,22

m,n (t)

)
, (130)
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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]

d

dt
cm(t) = L†cm(t) and

d

dt
c†m(t) = L†c†m(t), (131)

with L†(◦) = i[H, ◦] +D(◦) = i[H, ◦]− (γ/2)
∑

j [nj [nj , ◦]] the adjoint Lindbladian. For a
quadratic Hamiltonian H =

∑
ij hijc

†
icj +

1
2

∑
ij ∆ijc

†
ic

†
j +

1
2

∑
ij ∆

∗
ijcjci (with h = h† and

∆T = −∆), we obtain

[H, cm] =
∑
j

−hmjcj +
1

2

∑
ij

∆ij(δj,mc
†
i − δi,mc

†
j) = −

∑
j

hmjcj +
∑
i

∆imc
†
i , (132)

[H, c†m] =
∑
i

himci +
1

2

∑
ij

∆∗
ij(δimcj − δjmci) =

∑
i

himc
†
i +

∑
j

∆∗
mjcj (133)

Then by differentiating the retarded Green’s function we obtain

dĜR(t)

dt
= −iδ(t)

⟨
{
cm, c

†
n

}
⟩ ⟨{ cm, cn}⟩

⟨
{
c†m, c

†
n

}
⟩ ⟨

{
c†m, cn

}
⟩

− iθ(t)

⟨
{
L†[cm], c†n

}
⟩ ⟨

{
L†[cm], cn

}
⟩

⟨
{
L†[c†m], c†n

}
⟩ ⟨

{
L†[c†m], cn

}
⟩


(134)

We can then use the relations of Eq. (133) to compute L†[cm] and L†[c†m], getting

dGR

dt
(t) = −iδ(t)12 − iHeffĜ

R(t), (135)

with Heff =

(
heff ∆

−∆∗ −h†eff

)
, heff = h− i

γ

2
12. (136)

Hence, performing the time Fourier transform we get

−iωGR(ω) = −i1− iHeffG
R(ω) and thus GR(ω) = (ω − Heff)

−1 , (137)

which in the case of the Ising chain (hij = J [δj,i+1 + δj,i−1] and ∆ij = η [δj,i+1 − δi,j+1]),
leads after Fourier transform GR,ab(q, ω) =

∑∞
n=0 e

iqn
[
ĜR

n,0(ω)
]
ab

, with a, b ∈ (1, 2), to
the result given in the main text:

GR(q, ω)−1 =

(
ω − 2J cos(q) + iγ/2 −2ηi sin(q)

+2iη sin(q) ω + 2J cos(q) + iγ/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 [ΣG] 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 B′

KN (Eq. (150)), the matrices in the action
is changed (for example σx⊗τz → σz⊗τz). Therefore, we have Σ = γR

2 (Q− 1R ⊗ σx ⊗ τz)
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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

S[Q] = − i

2
Tr
[
ln
(
−iG−1

0 +Σ
)]

= − i

2
Tr

[
ln

(
−ig−1

0 +
γR
2
Q+

γ − γR
2

(1R ⊗ σz ⊗ τz)

)]
,

(139)
where γR = γρR−1

0 . We note that contrary to the U(1) model where we can find a non
trivial rotation matrix Rs at the replica symmetric level such that RsΛR−1

s = Q0, here
we simply have Λ = Q0. We thus define R = RR a rotation matrix on the replicas, and
we note G−1(γ) = g−1

0 + iγ2Λ with g−1
0 the Hermitian part of the correlation matrix, and

δR = γ−γR
2 (1R ⊗ σx ⊗ τz) which cancels for R→ 1, and results in

S[Q] = − i

2
Tr
[
ln
(
−ig−1

0 + δR +
γR
2
RΛR−1

)]
= − i

2
Tr
[
ln
(
−iG−1(γR) + ig−1

0 − iR−1g−1
0 R+ δR

)]
, (140)

= − i

2
Tr
[
ln
(
−iG−1(γR)− iR−1

[
g−1
0 ,R

]
+ δR

)]
, (141)

where we used that [R,1R ⊗ σx ⊗ τz] = 0 and iG−1(γR) +
γR
2 Λ = ig−1

0 . Since g−1
0 =

i∂t −H0, we can define 21

W ≡ −iR−1[g−1
0 ,R] =W (t) +W (x) (143)

W (t) ≡ R−1[∂t,R] ≈ R−1∂tR (144)

W (x) ≡ iR−1[H0,R] ≈ v̂R−1∇xR, (145)

to rewrite the action as

S[Q] = − i

2
Tr
[
ln
(
−iG−1

)]
− i

2
Tr [ln (1 + iGW + iGδR)] , (146)

with G = G(γR). We note that both W and δR are small and in the limit R → 1:
G(γR) → G(γ) and δR → 0. We can perform a Taylor expansion of the logarithm at
second order in W using the parametrisation G = 1

2G
R(1 + Λ) + 1

2G
A(1− Λ) which reads

as
S[Q] ≈ 1

2
Tr [GW ]− i

4
Tr [GWGW ] + ∆R (147)

21We can understand this formula as follow, we write H0 =
∑

k ξ(k)|k⟩⟨k|, thus

[H0,R] =

(∑
k

ξ(k)|k⟩⟨k|

)
R

(∑
k′

|k′⟩⟨k′|

)
−

(∑
k

|k⟩⟨k|

)
R

(∑
k′

ξ(k′)|k′⟩⟨k′|

)

and by writing R =
∑

q e
iqxRq we get ⟨k|R|k′⟩ =

∑
q Rq⟨k|k′ + q⟩ =

∑
q Rqδ(k, k

′ + q), which gives

[H0,R] =
∑
k,q

[ξ(k)− ξ(k − q)]Rq|k⟩⟨k − q|

≈
∑
k,q

∂kξ(k) |k⟩⟨k|Rqqe
iqx

= −iv̂∇xR

where we use |k+ q⟩ = eiqx|k⟩ and where q is supposed to be small to have ξ(k+ q)− ξ(k) ≈ q∂kξ(k). We
obtain the relation

W (x) = iR−1 [H0,R] = v̂R−1∇xR. (142)
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where 2∆R = Tr [GδR] − iTr [GWGδR] − iTr [GδRGδR] /2. Since ∆R 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

R′ = PTRP =

(
V+ 0
0 V−

)
K

⊗ τ0, V+,V− ∈ SO(R) (148)

with V+ = a + b and V− = a − b.This rotation corresponds to operate in the basis B′
KN ,

which reads as

Ψ′T
KN,r =

(
ψ+,x,r ψ+,x,r −ψ−,x,r ψ−,x,r

)
/
√
2 (149)

Ψ
′
KN,r =

(
ψ+,x,r ψ+,x,r ψ−,x,r −ψ−,x,r

)
/
√
2. (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

S(1) [Q] =
1

2

(
Tr
[
GR−1∂tR

]
+Tr

[
GvR−1∇xR

])
. (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 TrR

[
R−1

R ∂tRR

]
which

is a matrix composed of terms TrR[V−1
± ∂tV±]. Since det[V±] = 1, the derivative is null and

since ∂tdet[V±] = det[V±]TrR[V−1
± ∂tV±], we find TrR[V−1

± ∂tV±] = 0. Hence, we do not find
first order contribution.

Space dependent term: We have W (x)
k,k = ⟨k|W (x)|k⟩ = v(k)R−1∇xR, with the velocity

v(k) reading as

v(k) = ∂kξk =
8η2 sin(k) cos(k) + 4J sin(k)(h− 2J cos(k))

2
√

4η2 sin(k)2 + (h− 2J cos(k))2
. (152)

Since the first order in space can be written as

S[Q](1,2) = Tr
[
GvR−1∇xR

]
= Tr

[
GW (x)

]
=

∫
dp G(ω, k)W

(x)
k,k , (153)

where p = (ω, k) and since
∫
dω 1/

[
µ
(R/A)
± (ω, k)

]
= ±iπ (cf. Appendix E) where µ(R/A)

±
are the eigenvalues of G(ω, k) the dressed Green’s function. The only k dependence arises
in v(k) which is anti-symmetric on [−π, π]. We obtain

∫
dp G(ω, k)v(k) = 0, thus

S[Q](1,2) = 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[Q](2,2) = − i

4
Tr
{
GW (x)GW (x)

}
= − i

4

∫
dpdp′ Tr

{
G(ω, k)W

(x)
k,k′δω,ω′G(ω′, k′)W

(x)
k′,kδω′,ω

}
,

(155)
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with p = (ω, k) and p′ = (ω′, k′) and where δω′,ω arises because ⟨ω|W (x)
k,k′ |ω

′⟩ = W
(x)
k,k′δω′,ω

22. We use the parametrisation G(ω, k) =
[
GR(ω, k)(1 + Γ) +GA(ω, k)(1− Λ)

]
/2, there-

fore the term GWGW , contains the different product of GR and GA, but only terms
proportional to GRGA are non zero due to causality. We note that W (x) is proportional
to the identity in the Nambu sector, and assuming that Λ ≈ 1R ⊗ σz ⊗ τ0, we can thus
diagonalize the GR/A in the same basis and work with their eigenvalues that do not mix.

Let first show that terms proportional to GRGR or GAGA are null, let consider

TRR =

∫
dpdk′ Tr

{
GR(ω, k)(1 + Λ)W

(x)
k,k′G

R(ω, k′)(1 + Λ)W
(x)
k′,k

}
, (156)

sinceW (x)
k,k = ⟨k|W (x)|k′⟩ = v(k)δk,k′R−1∇xR, we get terms proportional to

∫
dω
∫
dk v(k)2

µR±(k, ω)µ
R
±(k, ω) and we can show that

∫
dω µR±(k, ω)µ

R
±(k, ω) = 0 .

We can now evaluate terms proportional to GRGA which have a prefactor

D =

∫ ∞

−∞

dω

2π

∫ π

−π

dk

2π
v(k)2µR±(k, ω)µ

A
±(k, ω) =

∫ π

−π

dk

2π

v(k)2

γ
. (157)

We have in total 4 combinations proportional to D, thus using R−1∇xR+∇xR−1R = 0,
we obtain 23

S[Q](2,2) = − i

4
D Tr

{
(1 + Λ)

[
R−1∇xR

]
(1− Λ)

[
R−1∇xR

]}
=
i

8
D Tr

{
[∇xQ]2

}
.

(158)
At this stage we can repeat a similar computation for the time dependent term and

thus get

S[Q] =
i

8

v20
γ

Tr

{
[∇xQ]2 +

1

v20
[∂tQ]2

}
(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 Q = RRQ0R−1

R . As before we perform the computation for the spatial term
and then deduce the temporal one.

We note that ∇xQ = (∇xRR)Q0R−1
R +RR(∇xQ0)R−1

R +RRQ0(∇xR−1
R ), and because

of the symmetry group of RR, TrR
[
R−1

R ∇xRR

]
= 0. Hence, since Q0 is replica-symmetric

any term where R−1
R ∇xRR appears only once is null. We get

Tr
{
(∇xQ)2

}
= Tr

{
∇xQ0∇xQ0 + V Q0V Q0 + V TQ0V

TQ0 + 2
[
∇xR−1

R ∇xRR

]
Q2

0

}
(160)

with V = R−1
R ∇xRR. Since we are in this basis B′

KN , the relation previously used is
modified as follow, the matrix Q0 now respect the relation (σ0 ⊗ τx)Q

T
0 (σ0 ⊗ τx) = −Q0,

22This property is essentially due to

Rt =

∫
ω,ω′,ω0

|ω⟩⟨ω|eiω0tRω0 |ω
′⟩⟨ω′| =

∫
ω,ω′,ω0

|ω⟩⟨ω||ω′ + ω0⟩⟨ω′ + ω0|eiω0tRω0 =

∫
ω,ω′

δω,ω′ |ω⟩⟨ω′|R,

where we perform in the last equation the change of variable ω′ + ω0 → ω′.
23To go from the first equality to the second one we do the following algebra like in Ref. [34]

Tr
{
(1 + Λ)

[
R−1∇xR

]
(1− Λ)

[
R−1∇xR

]}
= Tr

{
−∇xR−1∇xR− Λ

[
R−1∇xR

]
Λ
[
R−1∇xR

]}
= −1

2
Tr
{[

∇x

(
R−1ΛR

)]2}

35



SciPost Physics Submission

thus

1

2
TrKN [Q0 (σz ⊗ τz)]

2 = TrKN [(σz ⊗ τ0)Q0 (σz ⊗ τ0)] + 4
(√

det [Q0]
)

(161)

see Appendix C for the derivation. Using the standard definition in Keldysh formalism of
the classical density, we have ρ = 1

2 −
1
8Tr [Q0(σz ⊗ τz)]. Moreover, we can parametrize R

such that R = V+T
+ + V−T

− with T± = (1 ± σz ⊗ τ0 ⊗ 1R)/2 and we obtain the useful
identities :

2(1− ν) =
1

8
TrKN [Q0Tzz ]2

−2ν =
1

8
TrKN [Q0Tzz ]2 − 2 (162)

where Tzz = σz ⊗ τz and ν = 4ρ(1 − ρ). Hence, writing V = VT
+∇xV+T

+ + VT
−∇xV−T

−,
we obtain using the previous identities Eq. (162)

TrKN {V Q0V Q0} =
8

4

{[(
VT
+∇xV+

)2
+
(
VT
−∇xV−

)2]
(1− ν) + 2

[
VT
+∇xV+VT

−∇xV−

]
ν
}
.

Since TrKN

[(
∇xR−1

R ∇xRR

)
Q2

0

]
= 2∇xVT

+∇xV + 2∇xVT
−∇xV− and using ∇xV+VT

+ =
−V+∇xVT

+ , we can write

TrKN

[(
∇xR−1

R ∇xRR

)
Q2

0

]
= −2

(
∇xVT

+∇xV+ +∇xVT
−∇rV−

)
. (163)

Finally by defining U = V+VT
− , we recognize the term ∇xU

T∇xU , and

i

8
D Tr

{
(∇xQ)2

}
=
i

2
νD TrR

{
∇xU

T∇xU
}
. (164)

By repeating the same computation for the temporal term, we obtain like in the main text

S[U ](2) =
2iρ(1− ρ)

γ
TrR

{
v20∇xU

T∇xU + ∂tU
T∂tU

}
. (165)

References

[1] Y. Li, X. Chen and M. P. A. Fisher, Quantum Zeno effect and the many-body
entanglement transition 98(20), 205136, doi:10.1103/PhysRevB.98.205136.

[2] Y. Li, X. Chen and M. P. A. Fisher, Measurement-driven entanglement transition in
hybrid quantum circuits 100(13), 134306, doi:10.1103/PhysRevB.100.134306.

[3] B. Skinner, J. Ruhman and A. Nahum, Measurement-Induced Phase Transitions in
the Dynamics of Entanglement 9(3), 031009, doi:10.1103/PhysRevX.9.031009.

[4] M. P. A. Fisher, V. Khemani, A. Nahum and S. Vijay, Random Quantum Circuits
14(1), 335, doi:10.1146/annurev-conmatphys-031720-030658.

[5] Y. Fuji and Y. Ashida, Measurement-induced quantum criticality under continuous
monitoring 102(5), 054302, doi:10.1103/PhysRevB.102.054302.

[6] B. Xing, X. Turkeshi, M. Schiró, R. Fazio and D. Poletti, Interactions
and integrability in weakly monitored Hamiltonian systems 109(6), L060302,
doi:10.1103/PhysRevB.109.L060302.

36

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.98.205136
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.100.134306
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.9.031009
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-conmatphys-031720-030658
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.102.054302
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.109.L060302


SciPost Physics Submission

[7] H. M. Wiseman and G. J. Milburn, Quantum Measurement and Control, Cambridge
University Press.

[8] A. J. Daley, Quantum trajectories and open many-body quantum systems 63(2), 77.

[9] R. Fazio, J. Keeling, L. Mazza and M. Schirò, Many-body open quantum systems,
SciPost Phys. Lect. Notes p. 99 (2025), doi:10.21468/SciPostPhysLectNotes.99.

[10] N. Gisin and I. C. Percival, The quantum-state diffusion model applied to open
systems 25(21), 5677.

[11] J. Dalibard, Y. Castin and K. Mølmer, Wave-function approach to dissipative
processes in quantum optics 68(5), 580, doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.68.580.

[12] M. B. Plenio and P. L. Knight, The quantum-jump approach to dissipative dynamics
in quantum optics 70(1), 101, doi:10.1103/RevModPhys.70.101.

[13] X. Cao, A. Tilloy and A. D. Luca, Entanglement in a fermion chain under continuous
monitoring 7, 024, doi:10.21468/SciPostPhys.7.2.024.

[14] O. Alberton, M. Buchhold and S. Diehl, Entanglement Transition in a
Monitored Free-Fermion Chain: From Extended Criticality to Area Law 126(17),
170602, doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.126.170602.

[15] M. Coppola, E. Tirrito, D. Karevski and M. Collura, Growth of
entanglement entropy under local projective measurements 105(9), 094303,
doi:10.1103/PhysRevB.105.094303.

[16] A. Biella and M. Schiró, Many-Body Quantum Zeno Effect and
Measurement-Induced Subradiance Transition 5, 528, doi:10.22331/q-2021-08-
19-528.

[17] X. Turkeshi, A. Biella, R. Fazio, M. Dalmonte and M. Schiró, Measurement-induced
entanglement transitions in the quantum Ising chain: From infinite to zero clicks
103(22), 224210, doi:10.1103/PhysRevB.103.224210.

[18] X. Turkeshi, M. Dalmonte, R. Fazio and M. Schirò, Entanglement transitions
from stochastic resetting of non-Hermitian quasiparticles 105(24), L241114,
doi:10.1103/PhysRevB.105.L241114.

[19] A. Paviglianiti and A. Silva, Multipartite entanglement in the
measurement-induced phase transition of the quantum Ising chain 108(18),
184302, doi:10.1103/PhysRevB.108.184302.

[20] G. Piccitto, A. Russomanno and D. Rossini, Entanglement transitions in the quantum
Ising chain: A comparison between different unravelings of the same Lindbladian
105(6), 064305, doi:10.1103/PhysRevB.105.064305.

[21] Y. Le Gal, X. Turkeshi and M. Schirò, Entanglement Dynamics in Monitored Systems
and the Role of Quantum Jumps 5(3), doi:10.1103/prxquantum.5.030329.

[22] X. Turkeshi and M. Schiró, Entanglement and correlation spreading in non-Hermitian
spin chains 107(2), L020403, doi:10.1103/PhysRevB.107.L020403.

[23] B. Fan, C. Yin and A. M. García-García, Entanglement dynamics of monitored
non-interacting fermions on graphic-processing-units (2025), 2508.18468.

37

https://doi.org/10.21468/SciPostPhysLectNotes.99
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.68.580
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.70.101
https://doi.org/10.21468/SciPostPhys.7.2.024
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.126.170602
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.105.094303
https://doi.org/10.22331/q-2021-08-19-528
https://doi.org/10.22331/q-2021-08-19-528
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.103.224210
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.105.L241114
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.108.184302
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.105.064305
https://doi.org/10.1103/prxquantum.5.030329
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.107.L020403
2508.18468


SciPost Physics Submission

[24] M. J. Gullans and D. A. Huse, Dynamical Purification Phase Transition Induced by
Quantum Measurements 10(4), 041020, doi:10.1103/PhysRevX.10.041020.

[25] C.-M. Jian, Y.-Z. You, R. Vasseur and A. W. W. Ludwig,
Measurement-induced criticality in random quantum circuits 101(10), 104302,
doi:10.1103/PhysRevB.101.104302.

[26] Y. Bao, S. Choi and E. Altman, Theory of the phase transition in random unitary
circuits with measurements 101(10), 104301, doi:10.1103/PhysRevB.101.104301.

[27] I. Poboiko, P. Pöpperl, I. V. Gornyi and A. D. Mirlin, Nonlinear
Sigma Models for Monitored Dynamics of Free Fermions 13(4), 041046,
doi:10.1103/PhysRevX.13.041046.

[28] C.-M. Jian, H. Shapourian, B. Bauer and A. W. W. Ludwig, Measurement-induced
entanglement transitions in quantum circuits of non-interacting fermions: Born-rule
versus forced measurements, doi:10.48550/ARXIV.2302.09094.

[29] M. Fava, L. Piroli, T. Swann, D. Bernard and A. Nahum, Nonlinear
Sigma Models for Monitored Dynamics of Free Fermions 13(4), 041045,
doi:10.1103/PhysRevX.13.041045.

[30] Q. Yang, Y. Zuo and D. E. Liu, Keldysh nonlinear sigma model for a free-fermion gas
under continuous measurements 5(3), doi:10.1103/physrevresearch.5.033174.

[31] M. Buchhold, Y. Minoguchi, A. Altland and S. Diehl, Effective Theory
for the Measurement-Induced Phase Transition of Dirac Fermions 11(4), 041004,
doi:10.1103/PhysRevX.11.041004.

[32] Y. Bao, S. Choi and E. Altman, Symmetry enriched phases of quantum circuits 435,
168618, doi:10.1016/j.aop.2021.168618.

[33] I. Poboiko, I. V. Gornyi and A. D. Mirlin, Measurement-Induced Phase Transition for
Free Fermions above One Dimension 132(11), doi:10.1103/physrevlett.132.110403.

[34] A. Kamenev, Field Theory of Non-Equilibrium Systems, Cambridge University Press,
1 edn., ISBN 978-0-521-76082-9 978-1-139-00366-7, doi:10.1017/CBO9781139003667.

[35] A. Altland and M. R. Zirnbauer, Nonstandard symmetry classes
in mesoscopic normal-superconducting hybrid structures 55(2), 1142,
doi:10.1103/PhysRevB.55.1142.

[36] K. Chahine and M. Buchhold, Entanglement phases, localization, and
multifractality of monitored free fermions in two dimensions 110(5),
doi:10.1103/physrevb.110.054313.

[37] I. Poboiko, P. Pöpperl, I. V. Gornyi and A. D. Mirlin, Measurement-induced
transitions for interacting fermions 111(2), doi:10.1103/physrevb.111.024204.

[38] H. Guo, M. S. Foster, C.-M. Jian and A. W. W. Ludwig, Field
theory of monitored, interacting fermion dynamics with charge conservation,
doi:10.48550/ARXIV.2410.07317.

[39] M. Fava, L. Piroli, D. Bernard and A. Nahum, Monitored fermions with conserved
U(1) charge 6(4), doi:10.1103/physrevresearch.6.043246.

38

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.10.041020
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.101.104302
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.101.104301
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.13.041046
https://doi.org/10.48550/ARXIV.2302.09094
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.13.041045
https://doi.org/10.1103/physrevresearch.5.033174
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.11.041004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aop.2021.168618
https://doi.org/10.1103/physrevlett.132.110403
https://doi.org/10.1017/CBO9781139003667
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.55.1142
https://doi.org/10.1103/physrevb.110.054313
https://doi.org/10.1103/physrevb.111.024204
https://doi.org/10.48550/ARXIV.2410.07317
https://doi.org/10.1103/physrevresearch.6.043246


SciPost Physics Submission

[40] E. Starchl, M. H. Fischer and L. M. Sieberer, Generalized zeno effect and
entanglement dynamics induced by fermion counting, PRX Quantum 6, 030302
(2025), doi:10.1103/jppz-vdgn.

[41] C. Niederegger, T. Vovk, E. Starchl and L. M. Sieberer, Absence of
measurement- and unraveling-induced entanglement transitions in continuously
monitored one-dimensional free fermions (2025), 2510.19459.

[42] A. Tiutiakina, H. Lóio, G. Giachetti, J. D. Nardis and A. D. Luca, Field theory for
monitored Brownian SYK clusters, Quantum 9, 1794 (2025), doi:10.22331/q-2025-
07-14-1794.

[43] L. M. Sieberer, M. Buchhold and S. Diehl, Keldysh field theory for driven open
quantum systems 79(9), 096001, doi:10.1088/0034-4885/79/9/096001.

[44] L. M. Sieberer, M. Buchhold, J. Marino and S. Diehl, Universality in driven open
quantum matter 97(2), 025004, doi:10.1103/RevModPhys.97.025004.

[45] G. T. Landi, M. J. Kewming, M. T. Mitchison and P. P. Potts,
Current Fluctuations in Open Quantum Systems: Bridging the
Gap Between Quantum Continuous Measurements and Full Counting Statistics
5(2), 020201, doi:10.1103/PRXQuantum.5.020201.

[46] F. Thompson and A. Kamenev, Field theory of many-body Lindbladian dynamics
455, 169385, doi:10.1016/j.aop.2023.169385.

[47] G. B. Mbeng, A. Russomanno and G. E. Santoro, The quantum Ising chain for
beginners (82).

[48] M. Buchhold, T. Müller and S. Diehl, Revealing measurement-induced phase
transitions by pre-selection, doi:10.48550/ARXIV.2208.10506.

[49] P. L. Krapivsky, K. Mallick and D. Sels, Free fermions with a localized source
2019(11), 113108, doi:10.1088/1742-5468/ab4e8e.

[50] Y. L. Gal, X. Turkeshi and M. Schirò, Volume-to-area law entanglement transition in a non-Hermitian free fermionic chain,
SciPost Phys. 14, 138 (2023), doi:10.21468/SciPostPhys.14.5.138.

[51] R. D. Soares, Y. L. Gal, C. Y. Leung, D. Meidan, A. Romito and M. Schirò,
Symmetries, conservation laws and entanglement in non-Hermitian fermionic lattices,
SciPost Phys. 19, 094 (2025), doi:10.21468/SciPostPhys.19.4.094.

[52] F. Evers and A. D. Mirlin, Anderson transitions 80(4), 1355,
doi:10.1103/RevModPhys.80.1355.

[53] I. V. Yurkevich and I. V. Lerner, Nonlinear Sigma model for disordered
superconductors 63(6), 064522, doi:10.1103/PhysRevB.63.064522.

[54] M. V. Feigel’man, A. I. Larkin and M. A. Skvortsov, Keldysh action for disordered
superconductors 61(18), 12361, doi:10.1103/PhysRevB.61.12361.

[55] A. W. W. Ludwig, Topological phases: Classification of topological insulators
and superconductors of non-interacting fermions, and beyond T168, 014001,
doi:10.1088/0031-8949/2015/T168/014001.

[56] S. Hikami, Three-loop beta-functions of non-linear sigma models on symmetric spaces
98(3), 208, doi:10.1016/0370-2693(81)90989-8.

39

https://doi.org/10.1103/jppz-vdgn
2510.19459
https://doi.org/10.22331/q-2025-07-14-1794
https://doi.org/10.22331/q-2025-07-14-1794
https://doi.org/10.1088/0034-4885/79/9/096001
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.97.025004
https://doi.org/10.1103/PRXQuantum.5.020201
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aop.2023.169385
https://doi.org/10.48550/ARXIV.2208.10506
https://doi.org/10.1088/1742-5468/ab4e8e
https://doi.org/10.21468/SciPostPhys.14.5.138
https://doi.org/10.21468/SciPostPhys.19.4.094
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.80.1355
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.63.064522
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.61.12361
https://doi.org/10.1088/0031-8949/2015/T168/014001
https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(81)90989-8


SciPost Physics Submission

[57] R. D. Soares, Y. Le Gal and M. Schirò, Entanglement transition due to particle losses
in a monitored fermionic chain 111(6), 064313, doi:10.1103/PhysRevB.111.064313.

[58] K. Kawabata, K. Shiozaki, M. Ueda and M. Sato, Symmetry and
topology in non-hermitian physics, Phys. Rev. X 9, 041015 (2019),
doi:10.1103/PhysRevX.9.041015.

[59] S. Lieu, M. McGinley and N. R. Cooper, Tenfold way for quadratic lindbladians,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 124, 040401 (2020), doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.124.040401.

[60] L. Sá, P. Ribeiro and T. c. v. Prosen, Symmetry classification of many-body
lindbladians: Tenfold way and beyond, Phys. Rev. X 13, 031019 (2023),
doi:10.1103/PhysRevX.13.031019.

[61] A. Bhuiyan, H. Pan and C.-M. Jian, Free-fermion dynamics with measurements:
Topological classification and adaptive preparation of topological states (2025), 2507.
13437.

[62] Z. Xiao and K. Kawabata, Topology of monitored quantum dynamics (2025), 2412.
06133.

[63] M. S. Foster, H. Guo, C.-M. Jian and A. W. W. Ludwig, Free-fermion
measurement-induced volume- to area-law entanglement transition in the presence
of fermion interactions (2025), 2510.23706.

[64] X. Turkeshi, L. Piroli and M. Schirò, Density and current statistics in boundary-driven
monitored fermionic chains 109(14), doi:10.1103/physrevb.109.144306.

40

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.111.064313
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.9.041015
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.124.040401
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.13.031019
2507.13437
2507.13437
2412.06133
2412.06133
2510.23706
https://doi.org/10.1103/physrevb.109.144306

	Introduction
	General Framework for Monitoring by Quantum Jumps
	Structure of a Quantum Trajectory
	Conditional Averages and the Replica Trick

	Keldysh Field theory for Quantum Jumps Protocol
	Replicated Stochastic Equation and Master Equation
	The General Form of the Keldysh Action

	The Case of the Monitored Ising chain 
	The Keldysh Action for the Ising Chain 

	Non-Linear Sigma Model for the Monitored Ising Chain
	Derivation of the Bosonic Action
	The Saddle Point and its Solution 
	The Symmetries of the Replicated Action 
	Method 1 : Counting Free Parameters 
	The U(1) Limit of the Ising Chain 
	General Ising Chain
	Pairing Limit of the Ising Chain
	Method 2 : Finding the Rotation Matrix R 

	Derivation of the Non-Linear Sigma Model
	Rotation Matrix Parametrisation
	NLSM Derivation


	Discussion
	Conclusions
	Time Integrated Replicated Master Equation
	 Regularisation of Green's Functions 
	 Symplectic Structure and Pfaffian 
	About the Causality Structure 
	Saddle Point Computation Details
	Comparison with Lindblad in the Replica Symmetric Case
	NLSM Derivation
	The First Order Gradients
	The Second Order Space Gradient 
	Non Linear Sigma Model in the Replicon Manifold

	References

