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We investigate operator dynamics and entanglement growth in dual-unitary circuits, a class of
locally scrambled quantum systems that enables efficient simulation beyond the exponential com-
plexity of the Hilbert space. By mapping the operator evolution to a classical Markov process,
we perform Monte Carlo simulations to access the time evolution of local operator density and
entanglement with polynomial computational cost. Our results reveal that the operator density
converges exponentially to a steady-state value, with analytical bounds that match our simulations.
Additionally, we observe a volume-law scaling of operator entanglement across different subregions,
and identify a critical transition from maximal to sub-maximal entanglement growth, governed by
the circuit’s gate parameter. This transition, confirmed by both mean-field theory and Monte Carlo
simulations, provides new insights into operator entanglement dynamics in quantum many-body sys-
tems. Our work offers a scalable computational framework for studying long-time operator evolution
and entanglement, paving the way for deeper exploration of quantum information dynamics.

I. INTRODUCTION

In quantum many-body physics, the study of operator
dynamics is an active area of research. The dynamics of
quantum operators under Heisenberg picture time evo-
lution can provide insights into the complex behavior of
quantum many-body systems, including operator spread-
ing [1–10], scrambling and thermalization [11–21]. Sim-
ulating operator dynamics in quantum many-body sys-
tems is generally challenging due to the curse of dimen-
sionality—the exponential growth of the Hilbert space
with system size. While efficient computational meth-
ods exist in specific cases, such as Clifford circuits [22],
time-evolving block decimation (TEBD) [23–25], or sys-
tems with partial integrability [26, 27], a general solution
remains elusive.

When focusing solely on the statistical properties of
operator dynamics, i.e. how the size and support of an
operator evolves on average without concern for the spe-
cific operator content, more efficient approaches become
available [3, 4, 7, 28, 29]. For locally scrambled quantum
dynamics [15, 16], where the unitary evolution operators
are weakly symmetric [30, 31] under local basis trans-
formations, the operator dynamics can be mapped to an
effective classical diffusion model in the space of operator
supports [3, 29, 32]. This mapping simplifies the quan-
tum evolution into a tractable classical Markov process,
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allowing for efficient simulation via Monte Carlo (MC)
sampling.

Furthermore, to characterize the internal complexity
and correlations within an operator, the concept of opera-
tor entanglement has been introduced [33–36]. Operator
entanglement quantifies the entanglement of the corre-
sponding Choi state representation [37, 38] of the opera-
tor in the operator Hilbert space (a.k.a. doubled Hilbert
space). In the context of operator dynamics, it character-
izes how the information encoded by the initial operator
scrambles with time and becomes correlated across differ-
ent parts of the system over time. Nicely, we found that
the second Rényi operator entanglement can also be stud-
ied under reasonable assumptions using above-mentioned
Monte Carlo approach for operator dynamics on multiple
replicas, enabling efficient computation of these quanti-
ties in complex systems.

In this work, we investigate the operator dynamics
and operator entanglement in dual-unitary circuits —
a class of quantum circuits consisting of dual-unitary
gates, which are unitary in both space and time direc-
tions [35, 36, 39]. Dual-unitary circuits, like Haar random
unitary circuits, are examples of locally scrambled quan-
tum dynamics that enable operator dynamics to be stud-
ied efficiently by mapping to classical diffusion processes.
However, compared to Haar random unitary gates, dual-
unitary gates form a family of random unitary ensembles
with tunable scrambling power controlled by a single pa-
rameter. This tunability allows us to systematically ex-
plore different scrambling behaviors within the same the-
oretical framework.

We demonstrate, via Monte Carlo simulations of the lo-
cal operator density and entanglement in a dual-unitary
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circuit, that the operator density near the light cone con-
verges exponentially to 3

4 , with a rate determined by
the gate parameter α. In the long-time limit, we de-
rive analytical bounds for the density profile, validated
by Monte Carlo simulations. For operator entanglement,
we observe volume-law scaling across different subre-
gions, with the volume-law coefficient’s dependence on
α varying. A key finding is the transition from maxi-
mal to sub-maximal entanglement growth for left movers
at the left light cone, consistent with prior theoretical
work [35, 36, 39, 40]. Our study provides a direct map-
ping of the volume-law coefficient to α, confirmed by
mean-field (MF) theory and Monte Carlo simulations,
offering new insights into operator dynamics and entan-
glement transitions in dual-unitary circuits.

II. LOCALLY-SCRAMBLED DUAL-UNITARY
DYNAMICS

To introduce the concept of a dual-unitary gate, we
consider an arbitrary two-qubit gate U . In the computa-
tional basis, its space-time dual Ũ can be defined as

Ũ :=
∑
ijkl

|kl⟩ ⟨ik|U |jl⟩ ⟨ij| , (1)

The unitary U is called dual-unitary when its space-time
dual Ũ is also a unitary operator, satisfying U†U =
Ũ†Ũ = I [39]. For qubit systems, dual unitary gates
are parameterized by four single-qubit unitaries u±, v±,
and a single parameter J :

U(J) = (u+⊗u−)e
−iπ

4 (X1X2+Y1Y2)−iJZ1Z2(v+⊗v−). (2)

Here, {Xj , Yj , Zj} are the Pauli operators on the j-th
qubit. Single-qubit gates provide local basis rotations but
do not entangle different sites. The non-trivial entangle-
ment arises from the XXZ coupling, where J ∈ [0, π/4]
characterizes the scrambling ability of the dual-unitary
gate. For J = π/4, U reduces to a SWAP operation,
simply interchanging operators between two sites. Con-
versely, for J = 0, it maximally spreading single-site op-
erators to operators supported on both sites.

In this work, we study the operator dynamics of ran-
dom dual-unitary circuits for qubit systems arranged in
a brick-wall architecture, as shown in Fig. 1 (a). The
evolution operator is given by Utot(tf ) =

∏tf
t=1 Ut, where

Ut =

{⊗
k U2k−1,2k if t ∈ odd,⊗
k U2k,2k+1 if t ∈ even.

(3)

Here, Ux,x′ represent two-qubit dual-unitary gates act-
ing on nearest-neighbor qubits x and x′. We note that
throughout this paper, we use U to denote the quantum
evolution operator and T the transfer matrix after map-
ping the dual-unitary quantum circuit to the classical
Markov process. We sample each two-qubit gate U inde-
pendently in the locally-scrambled dual-unitary ensemble

(a) (b)

(c)

FIG. 1. Schematic plot of a dual-unitary circuit which
evaluates the Pauli weight w(P ) on a Pauli string P .
(a) The brick-wall structure of local dual-unitary gates as
transfer matrices T . The circuit takes a Pauli string P = ⊗iPi

as an input, where local Pauli matrix Pi ∈ {I,X, Y, Z}. Op-
erators {X,Y, Z} and I are capsuled as 1

3
|1⟩ (occupied) and

|0⟩ (unoccupied) respectively. The final measurement layer
projects the Pauli weight onto the basis {|0⟩, 1

3
|1⟩} at each

site. (b) Each transfer matrix (rectangular 4-leg tensor) de-
scribes a segment in the Markov process that converts the
state of two adjacent sites into another in the 2-site Hilbert
space, i.e., {|00⟩, |01⟩, |10⟩, |11⟩}. We denote an occupied site
|1⟩ as a blue right-mover (red left-mover) if its space-time co-
ordinate follows x + t = 0(1) mod 2, and unoccupied state
|0⟩ as lack of left or right movers. The eight vertices with
non-zero probability are shown. (c) demonstrates one con-
figuration generated by Monte Carlo simulation according to
the Markov process in (b), with only one site being occupied
in the middle at t = 0. Both left and right movers evolve at
the speed of light and create a light-cone trajectory.

from the distribution p(U |J) condition on the parameter
J , and define the random unitary ensemble EJ :

EJ = {U ∼ p(U |J) = du+du−dv+dv−}, (4)

where du± and dv± represent the Haar measure of single-
qubit rotations. This choice eliminates local basis de-
pendence and is essential to mapping the full quantum
dynamics to a classical Markov process [15], which then
admits efficient Monte Carlo simulations, as we showed
in this paper.

We are interested in the dynamical evolution of simple
operators O. At time t, the Heisenberg evolution is given
by O(t + 1) = U†

t O(t)Ut. For later convenience, we rep-
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resent the operator O as a state |O⟩ in a doubled Hilbert
space, known as the Choi representation [37, 38]. On
a complete set of orthonormal basis {|i⟩} of the Hilbert
space, under the operator-state mapping, any generic op-
erator O =

∑
ij |i⟩Oij ⟨j| gets mapped to a correspond-

ing doubled state as |O⟩ = 2−L/2
∑

ij Oij |i⟩ ⊗ |j⟩. Here,
L denotes the system size. In this language, the Heisen-
berg evolution reads |O(t + 1)⟩ = (U†

t ⊗ UT
t )|O(t)⟩. We

choose a orthogonal basis in the operator space at site x
as {|I⟩x, |X⟩x, |Y ⟩x, |Z⟩x}, where each basis state corre-
sponds to having the operator {I,X, Y, Z} acting on the
qubit x, respectively. The operator wavefunction can be
expanded as

|O(t)⟩ =
∑
P

cP (t)|P ⟩, (5)

where |P ⟩ = |P−L/2P−L/2+1...PL/2−1⟩ with Px ∈
{I,X, Y, Z}. We study the growth of a local operator
that initially acts near the middle of the system (around
x ≈ 0), focusing on the time regime before it reaches the
system boundaries under the operator dynamics, so that
boundary effects remain irrelevant.

A. Operator Density

We investigate the operator dynamics by monitoring
both the evolution of operator density [3] and the op-
erator entanglement entropy [36]. The operator density
ρ(x, t) is defined as the probability of finding a non-trivial
operator on site x:

ρ(x, t) =
∑

{P |Px ̸=I}

|cP (t)|2 ≡
∑

{P |Px ̸=I}

wP (t). (6)

Here, the overline denotes the ensemble average over the
realizations of random single-qubit gates in the dual-
unitary ensemble. There are great simplications if we
focus on locally-scrambled quantum circuits: the phase
of cP (t) exhibits random fluctuations due to the random
single-qubit rotations, and the evolution of wP (t) be-
comes Markovian [15]. The evolution generated by each
two-qubit gate Uxy reads

wP (t) → wP (t+1) =
∑
P ′

′
T (2)(PxPy, P

′
xP

′
y) wP ′(t), (7)

where the summation
∑′ is restricted to the subspace

where P ′
z = Pz for any z ̸= x, y. The 16×16 transfer

matrix T (2) is computed in a two-qubit system by

T (2)(P, P ′) := |⟨P |(U† ⊗ UT )|P ′⟩|2

=
1

24

∫
U∈EJ

dU
∣∣tr(PU†P ′U)

∣∣2 . (8)

The completeness of Pauli operators guarantees the con-
servation of the probability, as

∑
P T (2)(P, P ′) = 1.

Furthermore, we observe that the absence of local ba-
sis dependence suggests that T (2)(P, P ′) only depends
on the support of P and P ′. As a consequence, wP (t) at
t > 0 also depends only on the support of P rather than
on the specific content of the Pauli string P . To elim-
inate the redundancy in wP , we introduce a bit string
b = b−L/2b−L/2+1...bL/2−1 to denote the support of a
Pauli string, where bx ∈ {0, 1}. We use bx = 0 to in-
dicate the case where the site x is not occupied by the
operator and bx = 1 for the occupied case. Then, we
can rewrite the Markov process in this occupation ba-
sis, where the transfer matrix can be reduced to a 4× 4
matrix T . Introduce wb(t) = 3|b|wP (t), where P is an
arbitrary Pauli operator of support b, with |b| denoting
the number of occupied sites in the bit string b (i.e. the
operator size), and the factor 3|b| counts the total number
of Pauli operators of the same support b. The operator
density ρ(x, t) can be expressed as

ρ(x, t) =
∑

{b|bx=1}

wb(t). (9)

Defining T (b, b′) = 3|b|T (2)(P, P ′), the evolution gener-
ated by each two-qubit gate remains

wb(t) → wb(t+ 1) =
∑
b′

′
T (bxby; b

′
xb

′
y) wb′(t), (10)

where the summation
∑′ is again restricted to the sub-

space where b′z = bz for any z ̸= x, y. The full Markovian
dynamics is then represented by a brick-wall circuit of
local transfer matrices T , as illustrated in Fig. 1 (a). For
the locally-scrambled dual-unitary ensemble, the explicit
expression of T (b, b′) for each two-qubit gate has been
computed [40], which reads

T (b, b′) =

1 0 0 0
0 0 1− α α/3
0 1− α 0 α/3
0 α α 1− 2α/3


bb′

, (11)

with parametrization α = 2
3 cos

2(2J) ∈ [0, 2/3] that
controls the information scrambling power of the dual-
unitary gate ensemble: α = 0 corresponds to the SWAP
gate with no scrambling, and α = 1 corresponds to the
fastest scrambling dual unitary gates.

B. Operator Entanglement

We also examine the growth of operator entanglement
in the random dual-unitary circuit [35, 36]. After map-
ping the operator to a state, the operator entanglement
O(t) for a subregion A of the original qubit system is
defined as the conventional entanglement entropy of the
corresponding Choi state |O(t)⟩ for the same subregion,
as illustrated in Fig. 2.

More explicitly, we first construct the reduced density
matrix in the operator space

ρA[O(t)] = trĀ|O(t)⟩⟨O(t)|. (12)
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A

O (t) →

A

O (t)〉

FIG. 2. Illustration of operator-state mapping and operator
entanglement in region A.

Here, Ā denotes the complement of the subregion A. We
can compute either the von Neumann entropy SA(t) =

−trA(ρA log ρA) or the n-th Rényi entropy S
(n)
A (t) =

1
1−n log tr(ρnA). In this work, we focus on small subsys-
tem size |A| ≪ |Ā|, where theoretical analysis becomes
more tractable after the following approximations regard-
ing the disorder average:

S
(n)
A (t) = − 1

n− 1
log tr(ρnA) ≈ − 1

n− 1
log tr(ρnA)

≈ − 1

n− 1
log tr(ρAn).

(13)

In the first step, we approximate the disorder average of
the entropy by the disorder average of tr(ρnA). This ap-
proximation assumes that the corresponding variance is
negligible within the ensemble of random circuits [41, 42].
However, the calculation still requires the disorder aver-
age over 2n-replicas U⊗2n ⊗ (U†)⊗2n, where the Schur-
Weyl duality suggests that the effective degrees of free-
dom are elements of the S2n group. To further simplify
the calculation, we assume that S(n)

A is dominated by the
“replica diagonal” contribution for small subsystems |A|,
allowing us to replace ρnA with ρA

n, which constitutes
our second step. It is known that these approximations
become exact if we consider a system with qudits and
take the limit of a large local Hilbert space dimension
(d → ∞) [36].

Under this approximation, we can express the sec-
ond Rényi entropy in terms of wb(t). As explained
in Sec. II A, the disorder-averaged operator density
matrix contains only the diagonal components: ρ̄ =
|O(t)⟩⟨O(t)| =

∑
P wP (t)|P ⟩⟨P |. Tracing out the sub-

region Ā, we obtain the reduced density matrix

ρA =
∑

PA,PĀ

wPAPĀ
(t) |PA⟩⟨PA| ≡

∑
PA

wPA
(t) |PA⟩⟨PA|,

(14)
where we have decomposed P = PA⊗PĀ and introduced
the marginal distribution wPA

(t) =
∑

PĀ
wPAPĀ

(t). The
purity of the system is then computed by

e−(n−1)S
(n)
A (t) ≈

∑
PA

wn
PA

(t) =
∑
bA

1

3|bA|(n−1)
wn

bA(t),

(15)
where bA denotes a bit string defined in region A.

C. Monte Carlo Simulation

Since wb(t) contains an exponentially large number of
components, indexed by the bit string b = {bx} (with
bx ∈ {0, 1}) that labels the operator support. Direct
analytical or numerical study of the evolution of wb(t)
following Eq. (10) is impractical. To this end, we would
like to use the Monte Carlo method to carry out impor-
tant sampling and reduce the exponential computation to
polynomial complexity. We may interpret the operator
support b as an occupation configuration of some ficti-
tious “particles”, and visualize the Markovian dynamics
of operator evolution as the evolution of classical parti-
cles, where each lattice site x is either empty (bx = 0) or
occupied by a particle (bx = 1). The system is initialized
according to the support of the initial operator O. The
application of a transfer matrix in Eq. (11) on sites x and
x+ 1 is then implemented by the following local update
rule, parametrized by the scrambling parameter α of the
dual unitary gate:

1. If both sites are unoccupied, no update is needed.

2. If only site x is occupied, we move the particle from
site x to site x+1. With a probability of 1−α, site
x is left empty. Otherwise, a new particle is added
at site x.

3. If only site x+ 1 is occupied, we move the particle
from site x+1 to site x. With a probability of 1−α,
site x + 1 is left empty. Otherwise, a new particle
is added at site x+ 1.

4. If both sites are occupied, the configuration is kept
unchanged with a probability 1−2α/3. Otherwise,
one of the two particles is randomly removed, and
the probability to remove either particle is α/3.

These update rules are graphically shown in Fig. 1 (b)
and they reveal a central feature of dual-unitary circuits
with a brick-wall architecture. In the absence of scatter-
ing with other particles, a particle continues to move in a
single spatial direction. Therefore, it is natural to distin-
guish lattice sites corresponding to right movers and left
movers based on the parity of x + t. As an illustration,
we depict right movers in blue and left movers in red in
Fig. 1 (c) for a typical evolution history.

Starting from any initial configuration of the opera-
tor support (equivalently viewed as “particle” occupation
configuration) at time t = 0, we can stochastically gen-
erate the configuration b at later time t following the
update rules described above. These update rules ensure
that the underlying probability distribution of b at time t
will precisely match wb(t), as if we can effectively sample
b from the distribution wb(t).

After collecting many independent samples, we can es-
timate the operator density ρ(x, t) by counting the av-
erage particle number at the corresponding space-time
position. On the other hand, the operator entanglement
entropy S

(n)
A (t) is a non-linear function of the probability
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distribution wb(t). In the Monte Carlo simulation, we fo-
cus on the second Rényi entropy with Rényi index n = 2.
This first requires generating two independent configu-
rations of classical particles at time t, labeled by their
occupation bit strings b(1) and b(2). Then, we compute

I(b(1), b(2)) =
∏
x∈A

3−b(1)x δ
b
(1)
x b

(2)
x

(16)

as an estimator of Eq. (15). Here, δ
b
(1)
x b

(2)
x

is the Kro-
necker delta symbol that enforces b(1) and b(2) have iden-
tical configurations inside the entanglement region A of
interest, otherwise the quantity I(b(1), b(2)) will be zero.
Averaging I(b(1), b(2)) over many pairs of samples gives

⟨e−S
(2)
A ⟩, and then S

(2)
A = − ln⟨I(b(1), b(2))⟩.

As one can see from Eq. (16), a non-zero I is sam-
pled only if b(1)x = b

(2)
x ,∀x ∈ A, which is an exponentially

rare event to happen. This makes the sampling expo-
nentially inefficient for estimating the operator entangle-
ment. In practice, we mitigate this issue by computing
the probability distribution at time t condition on the
configuration generated at time t − 1, where t denotes
the time slice where operator properties are measured.
Recall that each local transfer matrix T acts on one pair
of left and right movers, and is unrelated to the others
pair of movers in the same time slice due to the brick-
wall architecture. Therefore, for every two sites (a pair of
movers), we can explicitly compute the probability of all
four possible states in the 2-site state space occurring at t,
conditioned on the current state at t−1. Let’s denote the
particle configuration at time t by the bit string b = {bx},
and that at time t− 1 by the bit string b′ = {b′x}. Then
we can compute the quantity I as a function of b′(1) and
b′(2), which are independently sampled in two replica up
to the t− 1 time step,

I(b′(1), b′(2)) =
∏

2k∈A

∑
b2k−1,b2k

3−(b2k−1+b2k)w̃b|b′(1)w̃b|b′(2)

(17)
which amounts to directly summing over all the final-
time configurations b based on the conditional probability
w̃b|b′(1)w̃b|b′(2) . Here w̃b|b′ corresponds to the conditional
probability to generate b given b′ in a single replica, which
is given by (the tensor product) of the transfer matrix
T (b, b′), defined in Eq. (11),

w̃b|b′ =
∏
k

T (b2k−1b2k; b
′
2k−1b

′
2k−1), (18)

assuming the last time step is an odd step without lost
of generality. In this way, averaging I(b′(1), b′(2)) also
gives unbiased estimation of the operator entanglement
S
(2)
A = − ln⟨I(b′(1), b′(2))⟩. Since the summation of con-

figurations b can be factorized to that on each pair of
sites at (2k − 1, 2k), which can computed efficiently, we
can now obtain a finite real number I(b′(1), b′(2)) from
each Monte Carlo sampling instead of waiting an expo-
nentially long time for δ

b
(1)
x b

(2)
x

= 1 to occur. Similar ap-
proach in spirit, to overcome the exponential observable

with log-normal distribution to a typical observable with
normal distribution [43–45], has been employed in the
recent computation of entanglement entropy and other
exponential observables in the quantum many-body sys-
tems within quantum Monte Carlo and Tensor Network
setup [44, 46–53].

III. RESULTS

In the following, we will investigate the operator
dynamics and operator entanglement growth in dual-
unitary circuits using the Monte Carlo sampling ap-
proach described above, and compare the results with
mean-field theoretical understandings.

For the operator dynamics, we focusing on two initial
operators: O = Z0Z1 and O = Z1. For O = Z0Z1, we
find that the operator density evolution closely follows
the mean-field approximation, with our analytical solu-
tions in both the long-time limit and near the light-cone
matching well with Monte Carlo simulations. Conversely,
for O = Z1, the operator density near the left light-cone
deviates significantly from mean-field predictions due to
strong correlations arising from the stochastic emission
time of the first left-moving operator. By incorporating
a conditional probability framework, we derive analyti-
cal expressions that accurately capture these correlations,
achieving excellent agreement with numerical results.

Additionally, we explore operator entanglement growth
in three different subregions near the light-cone and iden-
tify entanglement transitions as the parameter α varies.
Our analytical predictions of critical values for these tran-
sitions are validated by Monte Carlo simulations, which
has not been observed in previous works [35, 36, 39, 40].
Our discovery therefore highlights the sensitivity of en-
tanglement growth to initial conditions and system pa-
rameters.

Overall, our findings demonstrate the intricate inter-
play between operator dynamics, correlations, and entan-
glement scaling in dual-unitary circuits, enhancing the
understanding of information spreading, thermalization,
and quantum information scrambling in quantum many-
body systems.

A. Operator Density Evolution

We begin with the analysis of operator density evolu-
tion. For illustration, we focus on two different initial
operators: O = Z0Z1 (two-site operator) or O = Z1

(single-site operator), which turns out to show differ-
ent features. According to our convention in Eq. (3),
Z0 represents a left mover, while Z1 corresponds to a
right mover. We present typical results of the operator
density evolution in Fig. 3 (a) and (b) using solid lines
for α = 0.2 and t = 16, 32. The data presented is aver-
aged over 107 Monte Carlo steps such that error bars are
negligible from bare-eye observation.
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(a) (b)

FIG. 3. Comparing density profile obtained from the
recurrence relation in Eq. (20) with Monte Carlo data
at α = 0.2. Initially, panel (a) has two sites occupied in the
middle and panel (b) has a single site occupied in the middle.
In both panels, solid lines represent the Monte Carlo data
with ∼ 107 samplings such that the error bar is negligible in
the figure. The dashed lines are generated from the recurrence
relation Eq. (20). The MF prediction matches well with the
MC data with the two-site initial condition at any time t,
while it deviates from the MC result at large t with a single-
site initial condition.

1. Balanced operator growth from two-site operator

Let us first focus on the scenario with O = Z0Z1. On
both the left (x+ t = 0) and right (x− t = 1) light-cones,
the operator density is 1, consistent with the ballistic
transport of the initial operator. Within this light-cone,
the operator density continues to increase due to the cre-
ation of new particles at finite splitting probability α. In
the long-time limit, the operator density on each site x
approaches 3/4, indicating that each single-qubit Pauli
operator {I,X, Y, Z} appears with equal probability, as
expected for generic chaotic quantum systems [54]. To
gain a more quantitative understanding, we adopt the
zeroth-order mean-field approximation [40], which ap-
proximates the joint distribution wb of the operator sup-
port b as product of independent Bernoulli distribution
of bx on each site x, parametrized by the operator density
ρ(x, t) as

wb(t) ≈
∏
x

[bxρ(x, t) + (1− bx)(1− ρ(x, t))] . (19)

This mean-field approximation neglects any correlation
between different sites. The evolution of ρ(x, t) is then
derived by applying a layer of transfer matrix T and com-
puting the post-evolution density ρ(x, t + 1) [40]. For a
transfer matrix T applied to sites x and x + 1, the evo-
lution reads

ρ(x, t+ 1) = ρ(x+ 1, t) + αρ(x, t)
(
1− 4

3
ρ(x+ 1, t)

)
,

ρ(x+ 1, t+ 1) = ρ(x, t) + αρ(x+ 1, t)
(
1− 4

3
ρ(x, t)

)
.

(20)
The evolution generated by these equations is plotted
in Fig. 3 (a) using dashed lines. The results match

the Monte Carlo simulation with high accuracy for O =
Z0Z1. Additionally, we provide analytical solutions in
two limits:

1. In the long-time limit t ≫ 1 for a fixed lattice site
x, we can neglect the spatial dependence of the op-
erator density and expand ρ(t) = 3/4− δρ(t). The
evolution then becomes

δρ(t+ 1) = (1− α)δρ(t) +O(δρ2). (21)

This equation can be solved exactly, which gives

ρ(t) ≈ 3

4
−Ae−λt, with λ = − ln(1− α). (22)

2. Now, we consider the near-light-cone steady state
for the operator density. Specifically, we examine
the case where d = x+ t ∼ O(1) or d = t− x+1 ∼
O(1) with t ≫ 1. Numerical results suggest the
existence of a steady-state distribution ρLC

d , where
LC stands for “light-cone”, which satisfies ρLC

−1 = 0,
ρLC
0 = 1 and

ρLC
2k = ρLC

2k + αρLC
2k−1

(
1− 4

3
ρLC
2k

)
,

ρLC
2k+1 = ρLC

2k−1 + αρLC
2k

(
1− 4

3
ρLC
2k−1

)
.

(23)

Using the first equation, we find

ρLC
2k = 3/4 (24)

for any k > 0. Substituting this into the second
equation, we have (k ≥ 0)

ρLC
2k+1 =

3

4
−
(
3

4
− α

)
(1− α)k. (25)

We test both predictions through the Monte Carlo
sampling of the ρ(x, t) at various α for O = Z0Z1. Since
ρ becomes spatially independent at t ≫ 1, we focus on
the density evolution at x = 0 without loss of generality.
By fitting the density evolution with Eq. (22), we find an
exponential growth coefficient λ that is consistent with
the analytical solution in Eq. (22), as shown in Fig. 4.
For the near-light-cone steady state, MC data of both
ρLC2k and ρLC2k+1 exponentially converges to the MF pre-
diction in Eq. (25) at large-enough t, as exemplified in
Fig. 5 (a) and (b) for k = 1, 2, 3 at α = 0.2, 0.3, 0.4.

2. Skewed operator growth from single-site operator

We then consider the operator density evolution for
O = Z1, as shown in Fig. 3 (b). In this case, the right
light-cone (x− t = 1) has an operator density of 1, while
the density on the left light-cone (x+ t = 2) is α, deter-
mined by the probability of operator emission at the first
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FIG. 4. λ in Eq. (22) as a function of α. The blue dots
are fitted from the MC data of ρ(0, t) with O = Z0Z1 initial
condition. The red solid line denotes the mean-field solution
in the long-time limit t ≫ 1.

(a)

(b)

FIG. 5. Converge of the near-light-cone operator den-
sity ρLC obtained from Monte Carlo sampling with
O = Z0Z1 initial condition. Panels (a) and (b) display
the density evolution of left movers (ρLC

2k ) and right movers
(ρLC

2k+1) respectively. Colored lines represent the Monte Carlo
data with ∼ 107 samplings, whereas the horizontal black lines
in panels (a) and (b) denote the mean-field result ρLC

2k = 3/4
and Eq. (25) at corresponding k values, respectively.

step. Unlike the previous example with O = Z0Z1, nu-
merical results show that the operator density evolution
near the left light-cone differs significantly from a direct
mean-field solution. This discrepancy arises because the
mean-field analysis is valid only when the operator occu-
pations on different sites are nearly independent, allow-
ing correlations to be neglected. However, strong corre-
lations exist near the left light-cone for O = Z1, and this
can be explained in the following way.

We consider the conditional probability ρ(x, t|t0) of the

full operator dynamics, where t0 = 1, 2, ... labels the time
when the initial operator emits a left mover for the first
time. This left mover becomes the leftmost particle and
will never disappear in subsequent evolution. The prob-
ability distribution of t0 is given by

p(t0) = α(1− α)t0−1. (26)

After the emission of the first left mover, we have two
nearest neighbor particles, and the evolution of operator
density matches previous discussions for O = Z0Z1. This
results in

ρ(x, t |t0) = ρ(x− t0, t− t0)ZZ . (27)

Here, ρ(x, t)ZZ is the operator density for O = Z0Z1.
Specifically, we have ρ(x, t|t0) = 0 if x + t < 2t0 and
ρ(x, t|t0) = 1 if x+ t = 2t0, indicating a long-range corre-
lation between different sites near the left light-cone after
summing up contributions from different t0. Therefore,
a naive mean-field theory does not apply. However, since
it has been established that ρ(x, t)ZZ can be described
by the mean-field equation, we can still make predictions
using a superposition of mean-field results:

ρ(x, t) =

∞∑
t0=1

p(t0)ρ(x− t0, t− t0)ZZ . (28)

Since p(t0) exponentially localizes at small t0, evident
from Eq. (26), it does not change the long-time relaxation
to ρ(x) = 3/4 and the steady-state operator density near
the right light-cone, which is still given by Eq. (25). For
the steady-state near the left light-cone, the dependence
on t0 becomes significant. Defining d̃ = x+ t−2 ∼ O(1),
we have ρ̃LC

0 = α,

ρ̃LC
2k =

3

4

k∑
t0=1

p(t0) + p(k + 1)

=
3

4

(
1− (1− α)k−1

)
+ α(1− α)k.

(29)

and

ρ̃LC
2k+1 =

k+1∑
t0=1

p(t0)

(
3

4
−
(
3

4
− α

)
(1− α)k+1−t0

)
=

3

4
− 3

4
(1− α)k

[
1− α

(
4

3
α+ k

(
−1 +

4

3
α

))]
.

(30)
for any k > 0.

Again, we test the above prediction near the left light-
cone with O = Z1 initial condition by directly comparing
with Monte Carlo simulations, as exemplified in Fig. 6 (a)
and (b) for k = 1, 2, 3 at α = 0.2, 0.3, 0.4. The operator
density near the left light-cone for both left and right
movers converges to the mean-field results in Eqs. (29)
and (30) as t increases.



8

(a)

(b)

FIG. 6. Converge of the near-left-light-cone opera-
tor density ρ̃LC obtained from Monte Carlo sampling
with O = Z1 initial condition. Panels (a) and (b) display
the density evolution of left movers (ρ̃LC

2k ) and right movers
(ρ̃LC

2k+1) respectively. Colored lines represent the Monte Carlo
data with ∼ 107 samplings, whereas the horizontal black lines
in panels (a) and (b) denote the mean-field results in Eqs. (29)
and (30) at corresponding k values, respectively.

3. Summary of results on operator density

In this subsection, we investigated the operator growth
dynamics in dual-unitary circuits with a brick-wall ar-
rangement of two-qubit gates, characterized by the gate
parameter α. Near the center of the light cone of the
growing operator, the operator density converges expo-
nentially to 3

4 , following ρ(t) = 3
4 − Ae−λt, with the

rate λ = − ln(1 − α) determined by α. In the long-
time limit, the operator density will converge to the pro-
file depicted in Fig. 7, which oscillates between upper
and lower bounds. We derived analytical expressions for
these bounds based on a mean-field-like theory, where op-
erators spread like diffusive “particles”, and correlations
among these particles are retained only to the minimal
necessary order. Their expressions and verifications are
summarized in the table within Fig. 7.

B. Operator Entanglement Growth

Next, we study the dynamics of operator entangle-
ment, focusing on the steady-state entanglement for sub-
regions near the light-cone starting from the single-site
operator O = Z1. As established in Sec. III A, the results
obtained near the right light-cone for O = Z1 should also
apply to both light-cone edges for the two-site operator

-t 0 t
0

3
4

1

x

ρ
(x
,t

)

(a)

→d d←

ρ2 k
LC

ρ2 k+1
LC

ρ2 k
LC

ρ2 k+1
LC

-t 0 t
0

3
4

1

x

ρ
(x
,t

)

(b)

→d d←

ρ

2 k
LC

ρ

2 k+1
LC

ρ2 k
LC

ρ2 k+1
LC

Bound Expression Verification
ρLC
2k Eq. (24) Fig. 5(a)

ρLC
2k+1 Eq. (25) Fig. 5(b)

ρ̃LC
2k Eq. (29) Fig. 6(a)

ρ̃LC
2k+1 Eq. (30) Fig. 6(b)

FIG. 7. Schematic plot the operator density distribution
ρ(x, t) in the long-time limit, for operator dynamics starting
with (a) O = Z0 and (b) O = Z0Z1. The shaded area indi-
cates the operator density oscillates between the upper and
lower bounds alternatively. The bounds near the light-cone
edge are denoted as ρLC

d or ρ̃LC
d , with d being the distance

away from the light-cone edge. Their mean-field expressions
and verifications with Monte Carlo simulations are summa-
rized in the following table.

O = Z0Z1, so we will not further discuss the operator
entanglement dynamics for O = Z0Z1, and we will focus
our discussion on the case of O = Z1 only. Given the
initial operator O = Z1, as it evolves under the dual uni-
tary circuit, the operator spreads into a light-cone in the
spacetime.

0 x

t

dual unitary
evolution

swap gates
evolution

A
Case 1

A
Case 2

A Case 3

FIG. 8. Illustration of three different choices of the operator
entanglement region A in the spacetime. Assuming a single-
site operator at the spacetime origin evolve under dual unitary
circuits for sufficiently long time, Cases 1 and 2 concerns the
operator entanglement near the two inequivalent light-cone
edges. Case 3 consider the operator entanglement of the left
movers only, which can be effectively separated from right
movers by a subsequent circuit of swap gates.

We consider three different cases with different choices
for subregion A to study the operator entanglement en-
tropy, after evolving O = Z1 by the dual unitary circuit
for time t, as shown in Fig. 8:
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1. A contains consecutive sites from the right light-
cone edge.

2. A contains consecutive sites from the left light-cone
edge.

3. A contains consecutive left movers from the left
light-cone edge.

It worth mention that the Case 3 can be viewed as the
operator entanglement on the left light-cone after fur-
ther evolving the operator by a brick-wall circuit of swap
gates (i.e. quenching dual unitary gates to swap gates
after time t), such that the left- and right-movers are
separated. We will be most interested in the scaling of
operator entanglement entropy with the region size lA in
the long-time limit t → ∞, as the operator has been suf-
ficiently scrambled by the dual unitary circuit to exhibit
equilibrium behavior.

1. Case 1: from the right light-cone edge

We begin with the Case 1, which allows for a direct
mean-field description. With the mean-field approxima-
tion Eq. (19), we can estimate the nth Rényi operator
entanglement Eq. (15) as

S
(n)
A,1(t) ≈ − 1

n− 1

∑
x∈A

ln
(
(1− ρ(x, t))n + ρn(x, t)/3n−1

)
.

(31)
Near the right light-cone, the steady-state operator

density, given by Eq. (25), approaches ρ = 3/4 within
a length scale of −2/ log(1 − α). Therefore, to extract
the volume law coefficient of operator entanglement, de-
fined as

a(n) ≡ lim
t≫lA≫1

S
(n)
A /lA,

we can safely approximate ρLC
d = 3/4. This leads to the

expression S
(n)
A,1 ≈ (2 ln 2) lA +O(1), yielding

a
(n)
1 = 2 ln 2. (32)

Since the local operator space has a dimension of 4, this
result demonstrates that operator entanglement near the
right light-cone is nearly maximal. We demonstrate the
maximum growth of the operator entanglement entropy
at n = 2, i.e., second Rényi entropy in Fig. 9. As one
can see in Fig. 9 (a), linear scaling of S

(2)
A,1 against the

entanglement region lA (volume law) is observed only
after a long enough evolution time t, especially at small
α values. The fitted volume law coefficients a(2)1 against α
at different t are presented in Fig. 9 (b). At large α, a(2)1

is found to be maximum 2 ln 2, even at small t. However,
a
(2)
1 drifts drastically against t at small α. Therefore,

we extrapolate the t → ∞ limit from finite-t a(2)1 values,

(a)

(b)

FIG. 9. Scaling the operator entanglement entropy for
Case 1. (a) The linear growth of the operator entanglement
entropy with respect to the entanglement region length lA at
α = 0.15 as an example. Notice that the evolution time at
small α should be long enough to manifest the linear growth.
(b) The fitted leading volume law coefficient as a function of
α obtained at various evolution times t. a

(2)
1 values at t = ∞

are extrapolated from the finite-t results at each α with a
power-law fitting. The horizontal black line represents the
maximal growth speed 2 ln 2. The entanglement entropy data
is averaged over ∼ 108 samplings.

denoted as the purple dots with error bars in Fig. 9 (b).
The extrapolated values demonstrate a maximum growth
of the operator entanglement entropy for all α ∈ [0, 2/3]
at t → ∞, consistent with the mean-field analysis above.

2. Case 2: from the left light-cone edge

Now, let us consider Case 2 near the left light-
cone. Similar to the calculation of the operator density,
we introduce the conditional joint distribution function
wPA

(t|t0) given an emission of a left-mover for the first
time at t0 and express the reduced density matrix as fol-
lows:

ρA =
∑
t0

p(t0)
∑
P

(t0)

A

w
P

(t0)

A

(t|t0) |P (t0)
A ⟩⟨P (t0)

A |. (33)

Here, wPA
(t|t0) matches the joint distribution with the

initial operator O = Z0Z1, with shifted space-time in-
dices. An important observation is that t0 determines
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(a)

(b)

FIG. 10. Scaling the operator entanglement entropy
for Case 2. (a) The fitted linear growth of the operator en-
tanglement entropy with respect to the entanglement region
length lA at α = 0.15 as an example. The operator entan-
glement entropy measured at different times is nearly identi-
cal such that the markers overlap with each other. (b) The
leading volume law coefficient as a function of α obtained
at various evolution times t = 120. A transition between
a maximal and a sub-maximal growth of the entanglement
entropy manifests. The horizontal black line represents the
maximal growth speed 2 ln 2, whereas the vertical one indi-
cates the transition point α = 3/4. The shaded area marks
the unphysical region where α exceeds 3/4. The entanglement
entropy data computed by averaging over ∼ 108 samples.

the position of the leftmost particle. Therefore, for
t0, t

′
0 ≤ (lA+1)/2 and t0 ̸= t′0, we have ⟨P (t0)

A |P (t′0)
A ⟩ = 0.

On the other hand, for t0 > (lA + 1)/2, the subsystem
A contains only the identity operator |I⟩. Consequently,
we can rewrite the reduced density matrix as

ρA =
∑

t0≤
lA+1

2

p(t0)
∑
P

(t0)

A

w
P

(t0)

A

(t|t0) |P (t0)
A ⟩⟨P (t0)

A |

+
∑

t0>
lA+1

2

p(t0)|I⟩.
(34)

Here, all different terms are orthogonal. Taking the
mean-field approximation for the conditional distribu-
tion, we can express the operator entanglement entropy

as

e−(n−1)S
(n)
A,2 =

∑
1≤t0≤

lA+1

2

pn(t0)e
−(n−1)S

(n)

Ã,1

+

( ∑
t0>

lA+1

2

p(t0)

)n

.

(35)

In this equation, we have identified the contribution from∑
P

(t0)

A

w
P

(t0)

A

(t|t0) |P (t0)
A ⟩⟨P (t0)

A | as the operator entan-

glement of a subsystem Ã, which contains lA−2t0+2 sites
near the left light-cone for the initial operator O = Z0Z1.
The corresponding result matches the findings of Case 1
for O = Z1.

To extract the volume-law coefficient, we use S
(n)

Ã,1
≈

(lA − 2t0 + 2) × 2 ln 2. Moreover, for large lA, we can
neglect the last term in Eq. (35). The result reads

e−(n−1)S
(n)
A,2 = αn

∑
1≤t0≤

lA+1

2

(1−α)n(t0−1)4−(n−1)(lA−2t0+2).

(36)
Instead of a direct calculation of the summation, we can
estimate by extracting the t0 dependence, which scales
as βt0 with β := 24(n−1)(1− α)n. When we have β > 1,
the dominant contribution is from t0 ≈ (lA + 1)/2, while
for β < 1, the dominant contribution comes from t0 ≈ 0.
Therefore, we have

a
(n)
2 =

− n
2(n−1) ln(1− α) if α < 1− 2−

4(n−1)
n ,

2 ln 2 if α > 1− 2−
4(n−1)

n .
(37)

This suggests a possible transition in operator entan-
glement as we tune α. Unfortunately, since the map-
ping from the original quantum circuits to the Marko-
vian process requires α ≤ 2/3, the transition point
αc = 1 − 2−

4(n−1)
n is never accessible for integers n ≥ 2.

On the other hand, taking the limit n = 1 leads to αc = 0.
A non-trivial entanglement transition at finite α only ex-
ist for 1 < n < (1− (log2 3)/4)

−1 ≈ 1.66.
From Eq. (37), the transition for the second Rényi

entanglement, n = 2 appears at αc = 3/4. Although
α = 3/4 is out of the legitimate domain of the dual uni-
tary gate parameter, we can nonetheless perform Monte
Carlo sampling in the entire range α ∈ [0, 1]. Fig. 10
(a) demonstrates the volume law growth of the entan-
glement entropy. In this case, entanglement entropy con-
verges very quickly against the evolution time t such that
the data measured at t = 40 is almost identical to that
measured at t = 120, in contrast to the strong time-
dependent feature observed in Case 1. A transition at
αc = 3/4 is successfully detected by the volume law coef-
ficient a

(2)
2 : below α = 3/4, a(2)2 increases as − ln(1− α)

consistent with mean-field analysis and remains the max-
imum value when α > 3/4.
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3. Case 3: from the left light-cone edge, focusing on
left-movers only

(a)

(b)

FIG. 11. Scaling the operator entanglement entropy
for Case 3. (a) The linear growth of the operator entangle-
ment entropy with respect to the entanglement region con-
taining only left-movers at α = 0.15 as an example. The
operator entanglement entropy measured at different times
is nearly identical such that the markers overlap with each
other. (b) The fitted leading volume law coefficient as a func-
tion of α obtained at various evolution times t = 120. A
transition between a maximal and a sub-maximal growth of
the entanglement entropy manifests. The horizontal black
line represents the maximal growth speed 2 ln 2, whereas the
vertical one indicates the transition point α = 1/2. The en-
tanglement entropy data is averaged over ∼ 108 samplings.

We can construct a scenario where an entanglement
transition can be observed at a finite α within the phys-
ical range of the gate parameter. This is described in
Case 3, where we consider only the subsystem A of left
movers. Following the analysis of Case 2, the only differ-
ence is a reduction of S(n)

Ã,1
by a factor of two. Therefore,

we expect

e−(n−1)S
(n)
A,3 ≈ αn

∑
1≤t0≤lA+1

(1−α)n(t0−1)4−(n−1)(lA−t0+1).

(38)
This results in a change in the critical α:

a
(n)
3 =

− n
n−1 ln(1− α) if α < 1− 2−

2(n−1)
n ,

2 ln 2 if α > 1− 2−
2(n−1)

n .
(39)

An entanglement transition exists for 1 < n < (1 −
(log2 3)/2)

−1 ≈ 4.82. In particular, we find αc = 1/2
for the second Rényi operator entanglement, which is
also verified via numerical simulation in Fig. 11 (b). The
growing behavior of a(2)3 at the sub-maximal growth re-
gion, i.e., α < 1/2, also agrees with the mean-field pre-
diction, which reads −2 ln(1− α) at n = 2.

4. Summary of results on operator entanglement

In this subsection, we studied the dynamics of operator
entanglement in dual-unitary circuits, examining three
distinct cases based on different subregions near the light-
cone with the initial operator O = Z1, as illustrated in
Fig. 8. Across all three cases, the nth-Rényi operator
entanglement entropy S

(n)
A (t), as defined in Eq. (13), ex-

hibits a volume-law scaling on both edges of the light
cone in the long-time limit t → ∞, i.e.

S
(n)
A ≃ a(n)lA + · · · , (40)

growing linearly with the subregion size lA. However, the
dependence of the volume-law coefficient a(n) on the gate
parameter α and the Rényi index n differs between the
cases, as summarized in Fig. 12.

0 1
6

1
3

1
2

2
3

0

2
ln
2

α

a(
n)

(a) Case 1

0 1
6

1
3

1
2

2
3

α

(b) Case 2

0 1
6

1
3

1
2

2
3

α

(c) Case 3

n = 1 n = 2 n = 3 n = 5
Coefficient Expression Verification (n = 2)

a
(n)
1 Eq. (32) Fig. 9(b)

a
(n)
2 Eq. (37) Fig. 10(b)

a
(n)
3 Eq. (39) Fig. 11(b)

FIG. 12. Summary of the volume-law coefficient a(n) of the
nth-Rényi operator entanglement entropy, depending on the
dual unitary gate parameter α for three cases of entanglement
regions: (a) from the right light-cone edge, (b) from the left
light-cone edge, (c) from the left light-cone edge focusing on
left-movers only. Maximal to sub-maximal volume-law tran-
sition in operator entanglement only happens in the last case.

The transition from maximal to sub-maximal volume-
law growth in operator entanglement is observed specifi-
cally in Case 3, when focusing on the left movers in the
left light-cone entanglement region. This result high-
lights how the gate parameter α influence the degree
of operator entanglement among the leading left movers
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emitted from the expanding operator. Such operator en-
tanglement transitions, characterized by the abrupt drop
in the volume-law coefficient at a critical value of α, have
been previously discussed in the literature [35, 36, 39].
Notably, Ref. [36] first identified the operator entangle-
ment transition in a setup akin to our Case 2 and derived
the following formula for qubit systems:

a(n) =

{
− n

n−1 ln |λ|
2 if 1 > |λ|2 > 2−

2(n−1)
n ,

2 ln 2 otherwise,
(41)

where λ is the leading non-trivial eigenvalue of a transfer
matrix defined therein. However, the explicit dependence
of λ on the gate parameter was not fully established. Our
study builds upon this foundation by demonstrating that
this behavior actually aligns precisely with our Case 3
scenario when we identify |λ|2 = 1− α = 1− 2

3 cos
2(2J).

As a result, we clarify the appropriate entanglement
region setup necessary to observe the operator entan-
glement transition in dual-unitary circuits, providing a
mean-field formula for the volume-law coefficient directly
in terms of the gate parameter. This result is supported
by Monte Carlo simulations, which show excellent agree-
ment with our theoretical predictions.

IV. DISCUSSION

In this manuscript, we systematically investigate the
operator density evolution and entanglement entropy
scaling in dual-unitary circuits by mapping the dynam-
ics to a classical Markov process, enabling efficient Monte
Carlo simulations. For operator density, we demonstrate
that near the center of the light cone, the operator den-
sity converges exponentially to a steady value of 3

4 , with a
rate governed by the gate parameter α. In the long-time
limit, we derive analytical expressions for the operator
density profile’s upper and lower bounds, which are ver-
ified through simulations.

For operator entanglement, we analyze three distinct
subregions near the light cone and find that the opera-
tor entanglement entropy consistently follows a volume-
law scaling. However, the volume-law coefficient’s de-
pendence on α differs across cases. Notably, we identify
a transition from maximal to sub-maximal volume-law
growth when focusing on left movers near the left light
cone. This transition, characterized by a sudden drop
in the volume-law coefficient at a critical α, aligns with
prior theoretical predictions in the literature [35, 36, 39].
Additionally, we extend this understanding by provid-
ing a direct mapping of the volume-law coefficient to the
gate parameter, supported by mean-field theory and val-
idated through Monte Carlo simulations. Our work not

only clarifies the conditions under which operator entan-
glement transitions occur but also offers a comprehensive
framework for studying operator dynamics and entangle-
ment in dual-unitary circuits.

Our result could have implications in classical shadow
tomography [55] and can be extended to random quan-
tum circuits with symmetries. Classical shadow tomog-
raphy is a recently developed method for efficiently pre-
dicting many properties of quantum systems using a lim-
ited number of measurements [55–58]. By understanding
operator dynamics and entanglement growth, we can im-
prove the efficiency of classical shadow protocols, leading
to more accurate reconstructions of quantum states and
observables in many-body systems [59–85]. More specifi-
cally, the advantage of using dual unitary circuit in clas-
sical shadow tomography has been recently discussed in
Ref. [40].

An interesting future direction is to extend our stochas-
tic simulation framework to random quantum circuits
with symmetries, which play a crucial role in model-
ing realistic quantum systems that conserve quantities
such as particle number or spin [5, 86–91]. Incorporating
symmetries into operator dynamics affects the spreading
and entanglement properties, offering deeper insights into
the role of conserved quantities in quantum information
scrambling and thermalization. Our approach provides
a pathway to study these effects efficiently, bridging the
gap between solvable models and more complex, realistic
systems.
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