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The non-Hermitian skin effect, anomalous localization of an extensive number of eigenstates
induced by nonreciprocal dissipation, plays a pivotal role in non-Hermitian topology and significantly
influences the open quantum dynamics. However, its genuinely quantum characterization in many-
body systems has yet to be developed. Here, we elucidate that the skin effect manifests itself as
multifractality in the many-body Hilbert space. This multifractality does not accompany the single-
particle skin effect and hence is intrinsic to the many-body skin effect. Furthermore, we demonstrate
that the many-body skin effect can coexist with spectral statistics of random matrices, in contrast
to multifractality associated with the many-body localization, which necessitates the absence of
ergodicity. We also illustrate multifractality caused by the Liouvillian skin effect in Markovian open
quantum systems. Our work establishes a defining characterization of the non-Hermitian skin effect
and uncovers a fundamental relationship between multifractality and ergodicity in open quantum
many-body systems.

Multifractality emerges ubiquitously in nature [1].
Prime examples in condensed matter physics include mul-
tifractal wave functions induced by disorder [2–4]. Suf-
ficiently strong disorder leads to localization of coher-
ent waves and influences transport properties. The in-
terplay of disorder and other system parameters causes
localization (Anderson) transitions [5], at which critical
single-particle wave functions exhibit multifractal behav-
ior [6–10]. Many-body interactions change the nature
of the Anderson localization and lead to the many-body
localization [11–15]. Notably, whereas multifractality is
confined to critical points in single-particle systems, it
can occur even in the depths of many-body-localized
phases [16–19]. This originates from the intricate struc-
ture of the many-body Hilbert space and draws a crucial
distinction between the Anderson and many-body local-
ization.

Another universal mechanism of localization is the
non-Hermitian skin effect [20–22]. This phenomenon de-
notes the extreme sensitivity of the bulk to the bound-
ary conditions due to nonreciprocal dissipation, accom-
panied by the anomalous localization of an extensive
number of eigenstates [20–36]. Such anomalous localiza-
tion, not relying on disorder, lacks counterparts in closed
systems and is intrinsic to open systems. The skin ef-
fect plays a pivotal role in topological phases of non-
Hermitian systems [37–50] and has been experimentally
observed in open classical systems of mechanical meta-
materials [51], electrical circuits [52, 53], photonic lat-
tices [54], and active particles [55], as well as open quan-
tum systems of single photons [56], ultracold atoms [57],
and digital quantum processors [58]. Recently, beyond
band theory, topology and skin effect in non-Hermitian
interacting systems have attracted growing interest [59–
80]. Dynamical signatures of the skin effect have also
been investigated within the framework of the quantum
master equation [81–86]. Despite such considerable inter-

est, no genuinely quantum characterizations of the many-
body skin effect have been formulated. For example,
several recent works investigated local particle number
distributions in real space for non-Hermitian interacting
systems [61, 63, 65–67, 74–79]. However, this approach
cannot capture the intricate structure of the many-body
Hilbert space or provide quantitative measures of local-
ization. Consequently, the distinctive role of the skin ef-
fect in open quantum many-body systems has remained
elusive.
In this Letter, we elucidate that the skin effect mani-

fests multifractality in non-Hermitian strongly correlated
systems, thereby providing a distinctive hallmark of the
many-body skin effect. We also show that the many-body
skin effect can coexist with spectral statistics of random
matrices. This contrasts with multifractality associated
with the many-body localization, which is incompatible
with ergodicity. In addition to non-Hermitian Hamilto-
nians, we demonstrate multifractality of the many-body
skin effect within the Lindblad master equation. Our
work reveals a defining characteristic of the many-body
skin effect and underscores its fundamental role in open
quantum many-body systems.
Multifractal scaling.—We consider a normalized wave

function |ψ⟩ in a given computational basis |n⟩’s, |ψ⟩ =∑N
n=1 ψn |n⟩ (ψn ∈ C), with the Hilbert space dimension

N . From the qth moments of this wave function, we
introduce the qth participation entropy as

Sq :=
1

1− q
log

( N∑
n=1

|ψn|2q
)
. (1)

For q = 2, the participation entropy reduces to
the conventional inverse participation ratio S2 =

− log
(∑N

n=1 |ψn|4
)
.

Importantly, the participation entropy Sq quantifies
the localization properties in the given Hilbert space. For
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FIG. 1. Multifractality of the non-Hermitian spin chain in Eq. (2) (t = 1/
√
2, J = 1, g =

(
5 +

√
5
)
/8, h =

(
1 +

√
5
)
/4).

(a, b) Complex spectrum (ReE/L, ImE/L) scaled by the system length L = 14 under the (a) periodic boundary conditions
(PBC) and (b) open boundary conditions (OBC) (γ = 0.8). The color bars show the multifractal dimension D2 = S2/ logN
for each right eigenstate. (c, d) Multifractal dimension D2 as a function of ReE/L for the different system lengths L under
(c) PBC and (d) OBC (γ = 0.8). (e, f) Participation entropy ⟨S2⟩ averaged over all right eigenstates as a function of the Hilbert
space dimension N under (e) PBC and (f) OBC (L = 4, 5, · · · , 14). (g) Average multifractal dimension ⟨D2⟩ as functions of
non-Hermiticity γ under both PBC (red dots) and OBC (blue dots).

perfectly delocalized states, we have Sq = logN . For
states localized in a finite region of the Hilbert space,
by contrast, Sq no longer depends on N . Between these
two opposite regimes, states can exhibit the intermedi-
ate behavior Sq = Dq logN with 0 < Dq < 1, implying
that they are infinitely extended but not perfectly delo-
calized through the Hilbert space—multifractality. Here,
Dq := Sq/ logN quantifies the effective dimension of the
wave function occupying the Hilbert space.

In noninteracting disordered systems, single-particle
eigenstates respectively exhibit Dq = 0 and Dq = 1 in
the localized and delocalized phases, between which mul-
tifractality 0 < Dq < 1 can appear concomitantly with
the Anderson transitions [5]. In interacting disordered
systems, many-body eigenstates can exhibit 0 < Dq < 1
for substantial disorder, representing a hallmark of the
many-body localization [19]. Below, we study the partici-
pation entropy Sq in many-body non-Hermitian Hamilto-
nians and Lindbladians, and demonstrate that the many-
body skin effect is distinguished by multifractal dimen-
sions 0 < Dq < 1.

Model.—To capture a general feature of the many-body
skin effect, we study the following nonintegrable non-

Hermitian spin chain:

H =

L∑
i=1

[
t

2

(
(1 + γ)σ−

i σ
+
i+1 + (1− γ)σ+

i σ
−
i+1

)
+Jσz

i σ
z
i+1 + gσx

i + hσz
i

]
(2)

with the real parameters t, γ, J, g, h ∈ R. Here, σx
i , σ

y
i ,

and σz
i are Pauli matrices at site i, and σ+

i := σx
i + iσy

i

(σ−
i := σx

i − iσy
i ) is the spin raising (lowering) opera-

tor. The dimension of the Hilbert space is N = 2L. In
the absence of non-Hermiticity (i.e., γ = 0), this model
reduces to the XXZ model with both longitudinal and
transverse fields, which is a prototypical model of non-
integrable quantum many-body systems [87]. The non-
Hermitian term γ describes the asymmetric hopping of
the spin magnetization and can be implemented, for ex-
ample, by continuous monitoring and postselection of the
null measurement outcome [88, 89]. Additionally, such
nonreciprocal XX coupling is relevant to the asymmetric
simple exclusion process [90, 91].
For J = g = h = 0, this model reduces to a non-

Hermitian free fermionic model introduced by Hatano
and Nelson [92]. This model is the simplest model sub-
ject to the skin effect [21, 28, 44]. In fact, while all
single-particle eigenstates form delocalized Bloch waves
under the periodic boundary conditions, they are local-
ized at either edge under the open boundary conditions.
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We find that these skin modes accompany the vanishing
multifractal dimension Dq = 0, indicating the perfect lo-
calization in the single-particle Hilbert space [93]. By
contrast, we below demonstrate that many-body inter-
actions change the nature of the skin modes and lead to
multifractal dimensions 0 < Dq < 1.

Multifractality.—Through exact diagonalization, we
calculate the complex spectrum and multifractal dimen-
sion Dq=2 for each right eigenstate under both periodic
and open boundary conditions [Fig. 1 (a, b)]. While mul-
tifractality generally depends on the choice of the com-
putational basis, we here consider the spin configuration.
The complex spectrum undergoes substantial changes de-
pending on the different boundary conditions. While
many eigenstates exhibit large multifractal dimensions
D2 ≃ 1 under the periodic boundary conditions, their
counterparts under the open boundary conditions merely
exhibit much smaller D2. These drastic changes sug-
gest the skin effect. Notably, multifractal dimensions D2

quantify the degree of localization dependent on many-
body eigenenergies E. Figure 1 (c, d) shows the dis-
tributions of multifractal dimensions D2. Under both
boundary conditions, D2 realizes the maximum around
the center of the many-body spectrum. It is notewor-
thy that D2 deviates from unity even under the periodic
boundary conditions, which should stem from the local-
ity constraints in a similar manner to Hermitian quantum
many-body systems [94].

To investigate the multifractal scaling, we obtain the
participation entropy ⟨Sq=2⟩ averaged over all right
eigenstates as a function of the Hilbert space dimension
N [Fig. 1 (e, f)]. While we confirm the proportional rela-
tion ⟨S2⟩ ∝ logN for all the cases, its gradient decreases
for larger non-Hermiticity γ under the open boundary
conditions. Fitting these results, we also obtain the de-
pendence of the average multifractal dimensions ⟨D2⟩ on
γ [Fig. 1 (g)]. Whereas ⟨D2⟩ remains nearly constant
under the periodic boundary conditions, it decreases for
larger γ under the open boundary conditions. This sig-
nifies the stronger skin effect in the many-body Hilbert
space. Importantly, the many-body skin effect does not
necessitate disorder, as opposed to the many-body local-
ization.

Several recent works studied local particle number dis-
tributions subject to the skin effect [61, 63, 65–67, 74–
79]. However, the localization of many-body skin modes
should not be captured in real space but in many-body
Hilbert space. The significant difference in multifrac-
tal dimensions between the different boundary conditions
provides a quantitative measure of the skin effect inherent
in non-Hermitian many-body systems. Additionally, we
also investigate multifractality in the interacting Hatano-
Nelson model [75, 76, 93, 95–97]. Despite integrability,
the many-body skin effect manifests itself as multifrac-
tality, akin to the nonintegrable model in Eq. (2). This
further shows the generality of multifractality as a char-
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FIG. 2. Singular-value statistics of level-spacing ratios for
the non-Hermitian spin chain in Eq. (2) under the periodic
boundary conditions (PBC; red dots) and open boundary
conditions (OBC; blue dots) (t = 1/

√
2, γ = 0.6, J = 1,

g =
(
5 +

√
5
)
/8, h =

(
1 +

√
5
)
/4, L = 14). The averages

of the level-spacing ratios are ⟨r⟩ = 0.5297 for PBC and
⟨r⟩ = 0.5299 for OBC. All the results are taken from sin-
gular values away from the spectral edges and averaged over
50 disorder realizations. The black dashed curve is the an-
alytical results for small non-Hermitian random matrices in
class AI [i.e., p (r) = 27 (r + r2)/4 (1 + r + r2)5/2].

acteristic of the many-body skin effect.

Spectral statistics.—Similarly to many-body skin
modes, many-body-localized modes exhibit multifractal-
ity. However, we find a crucial distinction in quan-
tum chaotic behavior, especially spectral statistics. Sev-
eral recent works developed measures of chaotic behav-
ior in open quantum systems [98–110]; we here em-
ploy the statistics of singular values [111]. While the
singular-value statistics universally follow the random-
matrix statistics in the chaotic regime, they instead fol-
low the Poisson statistics in the integrable regime, pro-
viding a diagnosis of the dissipative quantum chaos or its
absence.

We calculate singular values of the non-Hermitian
Hamiltonian in Eq. (2) and obtain the distribution of
their spacing ratios rn’s (Fig. 2), defined as

rn := min

(
sn+1 − sn
sn − sn−1

,
sn − sn−1

sn+1 − sn

)
(0 ≤ rn ≤ 1) ,

(3)
for an ordered set of singular values sn’s (n =
1, 2, · · · ,N ). Here, to break unwanted symmetry, we

add a small disordered term
∑L

i=1 εiσ
z
i σ

z
i+1 with a ran-

dom number εi distributed uniformly in [−0.1, 0.1] for
each site i, which is expected not to affect multifractality
significantly. Under both periodic and open boundary
conditions, the singular-value statistics conform to the
statistics of non-Hermitian random matrices [112], which
indicates the dissipative quantum chaos even in the pres-
ence of the skin effect.

In noninteracting disordered systems at critical points,
multifractality accompanies the critical statistics of
single-particle spectra that characterize the Anderson
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FIG. 3. Multifractality of the Liouvillian skin effect (t =
1/2

√
2, J = 1, h =

(
1 +

√
5
)
/4). In both bra and ket

spaces, the particle number is chosen as L/2 and (L− 1) /2
for even and odd L, respectively. (a, b) Liouvillian spectrum
(Reλ/L, Imλ/L) scaled by the system length L = 8 under the
(a) periodic boundary conditions (PBC) and (b) open bound-
ary conditions (OBC) (γ = 0.6). The color bars show the
multifractal dimension D2 = S2/ logN for each right eigen-
operator. (c, d) Participation entropy ⟨S2⟩ averaged over all
right eigenoperators as a function of the double Hilbert space
dimension N under (c) PBC and (d) OBC (L = 2, 3, · · · , 8).
(e) Average multifractal dimension ⟨D2⟩ as functions of the
dissipation strength γ under both PBC (red dots) and OBC
(blue dots).

transitions [5]. In interacting systems with substan-
tial disorder, multifractality coincides with the Poisson
statistics of many-body spectra [14, 15]. By contrast, we
elucidate that the many-body skin effect coexists with
the random-matrix statistics even in the presence of mul-
tifractality. This coexistence captures a hallmark of the
many-body skin effect and uncovers a distinctive con-
nection between multifractality and ergodicity in open
quantum systems.

Liouvillian skin effect.—While we have hitherto fo-
cused on non-Hermitian Hamiltonians, multifractality ac-
companies the many-body skin effect even within the
quantum master equation. We investigate Markovian

open quantum systems described by dρ/dt = L (ρ) with
the Lindbladian [113–115]

L (ρ) = −i [H, ρ] +
∑
n

[
LnρL

†
n − 1

2
{L†

nLn, ρ}
]
. (4)

Here, H is a Hermitian Hamiltonian for the coherent
dynamics, and Ln’s are dissipators for the nonunitary
coupling with an external environment. Since L is a su-
peroperator acting on the density operator ρ, its eigen-
states are operators. To study multifractality of these
eigenoperators, we double the Hilbert space and map L
and ρ to a non-Hermitian operator and a state, respec-
tively. Specifically, we transform the bra degree of free-
dom into an additional ket degree of freedom and map
the density operator ρ =

∑
ij ρij |i⟩ ⟨j| to a pure state

|ρ⟩ =
∑

ij ρij |i⟩ |j⟩ in the double Hilbert space. Through
this operator-state mapping, the Lindblad equation re-
duces to d |ρ⟩ /dt = L |ρ⟩ with

L = −i (H ⊗ I − I ⊗H∗)

+
∑
n

[
Ln ⊗ L∗

n − 1

2
(L†

nLn ⊗ I)− 1

2
(I ⊗ LT

nL
∗
n)

]
. (5)

Here, we choose the Hermitian Hamiltonian H as
Eq. (2) with γ = g = 0. To realize the skin effect, we
consider the nonreciprocal dissipators [35, 82, 116]

Ln =
√
2γσ−

n σ
+
n+1 (γ ≥ 0; n = 1, 2, · · · , L) . (6)

Similar to the non-Hermitian term in Eq. (2), these dis-
sipators incoherently push the spin magnetization from
the left to the right, inducing the Liouvillian skin effect.
In the individual bra and ket spaces, this Lindbladian
is invariant under U (1) spin rotation and conserves the

spin magnetization
∑L

i=1 σ
z
i [i.e., strong U (1) symme-

try [109, 110, 117, 118]]. We focus on the half-filled sub-

sector with zero magnetization
∑L

i=1 σ
z
i = 0 in both bra

and ket spaces.
We exactly diagonalize the Lindbladian L and obtain

the complex spectrum and multifractal dimension Dq=2

for each right eigenoperator [Fig. 3 (a, b)]. Depending
on whether we impose the periodic or open boundary
conditions, the complex spectrum differs substantially,
signifying the Liouvillian skin effect. Under the peri-
odic boundary conditions, the majority of eigenopera-
tors in the spectral bulk exhibit D2 ≃ 1, indicating the
delocalization through the double Hilbert space. Under
the open boundary conditions, by contrast, all eigenop-
erators exhibit lower multifractal dimensions. We fur-
ther calculate the participation entropy ⟨S2⟩ averaged
over all right eigenoperators and thus the average mul-
tifractal dimensions ⟨D2⟩ [Fig. 3 (c, d, e)]. Consistent
with the above discussion, ⟨D2⟩ under the open bound-
ary conditions is much smaller than ⟨D2⟩ under the peri-
odic boundary conditions and significantly deviates from
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unity, demonstrating multifractality accompanied by the
Liouvillian skin effect. Unlike the previous case for the
non-Hermitian Hamiltonian in Eq. (2), ⟨D2⟩ does not
necessarily decrease even if the dissipation strength γ in-
creases. This should originate from the inherent struc-
ture in the double Hilbert space.

Discussions.—Despite the considerable recent interest
in the non-Hermitian skin effect, its many-body charac-
terization has remained unestablished. In this Letter,
we have uncovered a connection between two crucial but
previously unrelated physical concepts—multifractality
and skin effect. Multifractality does not accompany the
single-particle skin effect and provides a defining feature
of the many-body skin effect. In contrast to the many-
body localization, multifractality due to the many-body
skin effect can coexist with the random-matrix spectral
statistics. This lets us revisit a fundamental relation-
ship between multifractality and ergodicity, and reveals
a unique role of the skin effect in open quantum systems.

While we have focused on multifractality defined solely
by right eigenstates in this Letter, we may also intro-
duce multifractality by the combination of right and left
eigenstates. For comparison, we also calculate multifrac-
tal dimensions from both right and left eigenoperators for
the many-body Lindbladian [93], which may be relevant
to the relaxation dynamics [82, 84]. It is worthwhile to
further study such different measures of multifractality
systematically. Moreover, recent years have seen various
types of nonequilibrium phase transitions in open quan-
tum systems. For example, the interplay between unitary
dynamics and skin effect causes an anomalous entangle-
ment phase transition [35]. It merits further study to
investigate multifractality across such phase transitions
in open quantum systems.

Note added.—After the completion of this work, we
became aware of a recent related work [119].
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baarschot, Symmetry Classification and Universality
in Non-Hermitian Many-Body Quantum Chaos by the
Sachdev-Ye-Kitaev Model, Phys. Rev. X 12, 021040
(2022).

[108] G. Cipolloni and J. Kudler-Flam, Entanglement En-
tropy of Non-Hermitian Eigenstates and the Ginibre
Ensemble, Phys. Rev. Lett. 130, 010401 (2023).
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[117] B. Buča and T. Prosen, A note on symmetry reductions
of the Lindblad equation: transport in constrained open
spin chains, New J. Phys. 14, 073007 (2012).

[118] V. V. Albert and L. Jiang, Symmetries and conserved
quantities in Lindblad master equations, Phys. Rev. A
89, 022118 (2014).

[119] J. Gliozzi, G. De Tomasi, and T. L. Hughes,
Many-body Non-Hermitian Skin Effect for Multipoles,
arXiv:2401.04162.

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevE.100.032117
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevE.100.032117
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevE.105.014109
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevE.105.014109
https://doi.org/10.1088/0305-4470/29/15/001
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0550-3213(98)00150-3
https://doi.org/10.1143/JPSJ.75.104001
https://doi.org/10.1143/JPSJ.75.104001
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.61.1899
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.62.2893
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.122.014103
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.123.090603
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.123.090603
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.123.140403
https://doi.org/10.1088/1751-8121/ab4d26
https://doi.org/10.1088/1751-8121/ab4d26
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevResearch.2.023286
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.123.254101
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.123.254101
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.10.021019
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.10.021019
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.127.170602
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.12.021040
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.12.021040
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.130.010401
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.13.031019
https://doi.org/10.1103/PRXQuantum.4.030328
https://doi.org/10.1103/PRXQuantum.4.030328
https://doi.org/10.1103/PRXQuantum.4.040312
https://doi.org/10.1103/PRXQuantum.4.040312
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.522979
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01608499
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevE.92.042143
https://doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/14/7/073007
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.89.022118
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.89.022118
https://arxiv.org/abs/2401.04162


9

Supplemental Material for “Multifractality of Many-Body Non-Hermitian Skin Effect”

I. NONINTERACTING HATANO-NELSON MODEL

We study the Hatano-Nelson model [92]

H = 2t

L∑
i=1

[
(1 + γ) c†i+1ci + (1− γ) c†i ci+1

]
, (I.1)

where ci (c
†
i ) annihilates (creates) a fermion at site i, t ∈ R denotes the average hopping amplitude, and γ ∈ R denotes

the asymmetry of the hopping amplitudes. The equivalent spin model reads

H =
t

2

L∑
i=1

[
(1 + γ)σ−

i σ
+
i+1 + (1− γ)σ+

i σ
−
i+1

]
. (I.2)

Here, we calculate multifractal dimensions of right eigenstates in the single-particle Hilbert space for both periodic
and open boundary conditions. The dimension of the single-particle Hilbert space is N = L.
Under the periodic boundary conditions, generic right eigenstates are given as

|ψn⟩ =
1√
L

L∑
i=1

eiknic†i |vac⟩ , kn :=
2πn

L
(n = 0, 1, 2, · · · , L− 1) (I.3)

with the vacuum |vac⟩ of fermions (i.e., ci |vac⟩ = 0 for all i). The qth participation entropy in the single-particle
Hilbert space is obtained as

Sq =
1

1− q
log

(
L∑

i=1

∣∣∣∣eikni

√
L

∣∣∣∣2q
)

= logL (I.4)

for arbitrary q. Thus, the eigenstates are perfectly delocalized through the single-particle Hilbert space (i.e., Dq = 1).
Under the open boundary conditions, on the other hand, right eigenstates are given as (see, for example, Sec. SI of

the Supplemental Material in Ref. [28])

|ψn⟩ ∝
L∑

i=1

(
βi sin (kni)

)
c†i |vac⟩ , β :=

√
1 + γ

1− γ
, kn :=

πn

L+ 1
(n = 1, 2, · · · , L) . (I.5)

All of these eigenstates are localized at the right (left) edge for γ > 0 (γ < 0), which is a signature of the non-Hermitian
skin effect in the single-particle Hilbert space. For simplicity, we approximate these single-particle eigenstates as

|ψn⟩ ≃
1√
N

L∑
i=1

(
βeikn

)i
c†i |vac⟩ (I.6)

with the normalization constant

N =

L∑
i=1

β2i =
β2
(
β2L − 1

)
β2 − 1

. (I.7)

This simplification is essentially the same as the procedure of the non-Bloch band theory [21, 28] and should capture
the nature of the skin effect. Alternatively, these states become the exact eigenstates when we add onsite potentials
to both edges in an appropriate manner (see, for example, Appendix D of Ref. [35]). Then, the qth participation
entropy is obtained as

Sq ≃ 1

1− q
log

 L∑
i=1

∣∣∣∣∣
(
βeikn

)i
√
N

∣∣∣∣∣
2q
 =

1

1− q
log

((
β2 − 1

β2 (β2L − 1)

)q
β2q

(
β2qL − 1

)
β2q − 1

)
≃ 1

1− q
log

((
β2 − 1

)q
β2q − 1

)
. (I.8)

In the last approximate equality, we assume L→ ∞ and β > 1 (i.e., γ > 0). Thus, Sq does not depend on the system
length L for arbitrary q, indicating the perfect localization of the eigenstates in the single-particle Hilbert space (i.e.,
Dq = 0).
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II. INTERACTING HATANO-NELSON MODEL

We consider multifractality of the many-body skin effect in the interacting Hatano-Nelson model [75, 76]:

H =

L∑
i=1

[
2t
(
(1 + γ) c†i+1ci + (1− γ) c†i ci+1

)
+ 4Jc†i cic

†
i+1ci+1

]
, (II.1)

where ci (c
†
i ) annihilates (creates) a fermion at site i. Moreover, t ∈ R denotes the average hopping amplitude, γ ∈ R

the asymmetry of the hopping amplitudes, and J ∈ R the two-body interaction. Up to irrelevant constant terms, this
non-Hermitian model is equivalent to the XXZ spin chain with the asymmetric XX coupling [95–97],

H =

L∑
i=1

[
t

2

(
(1 + γ)σ−

i σ
+
i+1 + (1− γ)σ+

i σ
−
i+1

)
+ Jσz

i σ
z
i+1

]
, (II.2)

which reduces to the non-Hermitian spin chain in the main text with no external fields (i.e., g = h = 0). In contrast
to the non-Hermitian spin chain in the main text with generic parameters, the interacting Hatano-Nelson model is
invariant under U (1) spin rotation around the z axis. In fact, it respects[

H,

L∑
i=1

σz
i

]
= 0. (II.3)

Consequently, we study the multifractal scaling in a fixed subspace of the spin magnetization
∑L

i=1 σ
z
i . Below, we

assume the even system length L and focus on the half filling (i.e.,
∑L

i=1 σ
z
i = 0). It is also notable that this model

should be integrable by the Bethe ansatz [95–97]. This contrasts with the non-Hermitian spin model introduced in
the main text, which does not seem to be applicable to the Bethe ansatz and hence should be nonintegrable. The
conformity of the singular-value statistics to the random-matrix statistics also corroborates nonintegrability.

We exactly diagonalize the interacting Hatano-Nelson model and obtain the complex spectrum, as well as the
multifractal dimension for each right eigenstate [Fig. S1 (a, b)]. We choose the spin configuration as the computational
basis of the participation entropy. Under the periodic boundary conditions, the complex spectrum seems to be more
structured than that of the nonintegrable non-Hermitian spin chain in the main text, which is also consistent with
integrability of the interacting Hatano-Nelson model. Under the open boundary conditions, the entire many-body
spectrum becomes real valued. In fact, the interacting Hatano-Nelson model with open boundaries can be reduced
to the Hermitian XXZ chain through the imaginary gauge transformation [92]. Moreover, Fig. S1 (c, d) shows the
distribution of multifractal dimensions as a function of the real part of many-body eigenenergies. In contrast to the
nonintegrable model in the main text, multifractal dimensions no longer exhibit the characteristic behavior in which
their peak clearly appears at the center of the many-body spectrum. Again, this should reflect integrability of the
interacting Hatano-Nelson model. Furthermore, we provide the multifractal scaling in Fig. S2. In a similar manner
to the nonintegrable model in the main text, the average participation entropy ⟨S2⟩ decreases as non-Hermiticity
γ increases, showing the stronger many-body skin effect even in the presence of integrability. We also find that
multifractal dimensions deviate from unity even under the periodic boundary conditions. This should also be a
consequence of integrability, which leads to a departure from the random-matrix behavior.

FIG. S1. Multifractality of the interacting Hatano-Nelson model (t = 1/
√
2, γ = 0.6, J = 1). The particle number is

chosen as L/2 (i.e., half filling). (a, b) Complex spectrum (ReE/L, ImE/L) scaled by the system length L = 14 under
the (a) periodic boundary conditions (PBC) and (b) open boundary conditions (OBC). The color bars show the multifractal
dimension D2 = S2/ logN for each right eigenstate. (c, d) Multifractal dimension D2 as a function of ReE/L for the different
system lengths L under (c) PBC and (d) OBC.
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FIG. S2. Multifractality of the interacting Hatano-Nelson model (t = 1/
√
2, J = 1). The particle number is chosen as L/2

(i.e., half filling). (a, b) Participation entropy ⟨S2⟩ averaged over all right eigenstates as a function of the double Hilbert space
dimension N under the (a) periodic boundary conditions (PBC) and (b) open boundary conditions (OBC) (L = 4, 6, · · · , 14).
(c) Average multifractal dimensions ⟨D2⟩ as functions of non-Hermiticity γ under both PBC (red dots) and OBC (blue dots).

III. LIOUVILLIAN SKIN EFFECT

The many-body Lindbladian studied in the main text reads in the double Hilbert space

L = −i (H ⊗ I − I ⊗H∗) +

L∑
i=1

[
Li ⊗ L∗

i −
1

2
(L†

iLi ⊗ I)− 1

2
(I ⊗ LT

i L
∗
i )

]
, (III.1)

where the Hamiltonian is

H =

L∑
i=1

[
t

2

(
σ−
i σ

+
i+1 + σ+

i σ
−
i+1

)
+ Jσz

i σ
z
i+1 + hσz

i

]
, (III.2)

and the dissipators are

Li =
√
2γσ−

i σ
+
i+1. (III.3)

Here, we introduce participation entropy and multifractal dimensions based on the combination of right and left
eigenoperators, instead of those based solely on right eigenoperators. We consider right and left eigenoperators of
non-Hermitian superoperators,

|rα⟩ =
N∑

n=1

rn |n⟩ , |lα⟩ =
N∑

n=1

ln |n⟩ (rn, ln ∈ C) , (III.4)

where |n⟩’s form a computational basis, and N is the dimension of the double Hilbert space. We normalize these
eigenoperators by

⟨rα|rα⟩ = ⟨lα|lα⟩ = 1. (III.5)

Using both right and left eigenoperators, we introduce the qth participation entropy as

SRL
q :=

1

1− q
log

( N∑
n=1

|rnln|q
)
, (III.6)

and the multifractal dimension as

DRL
q :=

SRL
q

logN
=

1

1− q

1

logN
log

( N∑
n=1

|rnln|q
)
. (III.7)

We calculate the participation entropy ⟨SRL
q=2⟩ averaged over all right and left eigenoperators (Fig. S3). As we

increase the double Hilbert space dimension N , the average participation entropy ⟨SRL
2 ⟩ under the open boundary
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conditions grows more slowly than ⟨SRL
2 ⟩ under the periodic boundary conditions. This behavior is qualitatively

similar to the behavior of the average participation entropy ⟨S2⟩ defined solely by right eigenoperators (see the main
text). Additionally, as we increase the dissipation strength γ, the average participation entropy ⟨SRL

2 ⟩ remains almost
the same for the periodic boundary conditions but increases for the open boundary conditions. It is worthwhile to
further study the multifractal dimension DRL

q defined by both right and left eigenoperators in a more systematic
manner.
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FIG. S3. Multifractality of the Liouvillian skin effect (t = 1/2
√
2, J = 1, h =

(
1 +

√
5
)
/4). In both bra and ket spaces, the

particle number is chosen as L/2 and (L− 1) /2 for even and odd L, respectively. Participation entropy ⟨SRL
2 ⟩ averaged over all

right and left eigenoperators as a function of the double Hilbert space dimension N under the (a) periodic boundary conditions
(PBC) and (b) open boundary conditions (OBC) (L = 2, 3, · · · , 8).
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