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We investigate the entanglement properties of non-Hermitian Su-Schrieffer-Heeger (SSH) model
from the perspective of the Generalized Brillouin Zone (GBZ). The non-Bloch entanglement entropy
is defined on a quasi-reciprocal lattice, obtained by performing an ordinary Fourier transformation
on the non-Bloch Hamiltonian. We demonstrate that the broken bulk-boundary correspondence is
recovered in terms of the non-Bloch entanglement entropy. When the GBZ is circular, we show that
the non-Bloch entanglement entropy is well-defined (real and positive-definite) in large parameter
regions, except close to the exceptional points (EPs). In the critical region, we found that each
Fermi point contributes precisely 1 to the central charge c of the logarithmic scaling. At the EP, the
central charge becomes negative due to the presence of the exceptional bound state. For the case of
non-circular GBZ, long-range hopping emerges in the quasi-reciprocal lattice, and the von Neumann
entropy on the GBZ is no longer real. However, the non-Bloch edge entanglement entropy remains
real, which serves as a reliable topological indicator and respects the bulk-boundary correspondence.
We compute the topological phase diagram, and reveal the critical behavior along the exceptional
phase boundaries.

I. INTRODUCTION

Non-Hermitian quantum mechanics naturally arises
from the study of open quantum systems coupling with
an external environment [1, 2]. For non-Hermitian sys-
tems with nonreciprocal hoppings, the bulk eigenstates
under open boundary conditions (OBC) accumulate at
boundaries, which is named by the non-Hermitian skin
effect (NHSE) [3–6] and has been extensively studied
recently [7, 8]. In the presence of NHSE, the energy
spectrum sensitively depends on the boundary condi-
tions: the energy spectrum under OBC forms a star-
shaped branching figures [9], while the energy spectrum
under periodic boundary conditions (PBC) makes up
loops enclosing the OBC spectrum [10, 11]. The NHSE
also results in the breakdown of the celebrated bulk-
boundary correspondence (BBC) of topological band the-
ory [12, 13]: the transition points of bulk topological
invariants do not match with transition points of zero
modes under OBC [3, 14, 15]. In order to understand
the topology of non-Hermitian systems, the non-Bloch
band theory and the generalized Brillouin zone (GBZ)
are proposed, based on which the BBC for non-Hermitian
systems can be reestablished [3, 16, 17]. Motivated by
this breakthrough, the non-Bloch band theory has been
widely used, e.g., to construct Green function [18], to
investigate the dynamical phenomena [19] and the non-
Bloch parity-time symmetry [20].

Quantum entanglement offers a unique perspective on
the exotic phases and phase transitions of Hermitian
quantum many-body systems [21, 22]. The degree of
entanglement is quantified by the entanglement entropy
(EE), which can be obtained by partitioning the system
into several subsystems. Importantly, the topological EE
is the quantity to characterize the topological order of a
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gapped system [23, 24]. For the one-dimensional (1D)
Hermitian critical (gapless) system, the scaling behavior
of EE with the size of subsystem contains valuable infor-
mation about the critical point, such as the central charge
of the unitary conformal field theory (CFT) [25, 26].

The entanglement properties of the non-Hermitian
quantum systems is also an interesting topic which has
attracted many attentions recently [27–47]. The concep-
tion of EE has been generalized to the non-Hermitian
systems in the biorthogonal basis [28, 29]. A logarithmic
scaling with central charge c = −2 is found at critical
point of the non-Hermitian Su-Schrieffer-Heeger (SSH)
model, which can be explained by the bc-ghost non-
unitary CFT [29, 38]. However, the physical meaning
of EE remains somewhat ambiguous in this straightfor-
ward generalization [38, 40]: The eigenvalues of reduced
density matrix ρA are no longer positive definite, which
leads to a negative or even complex EE. This is inconsis-
tent with the probability interpretation of a measurable
quantity [38, 40]. Some attempts have been made to rem-
edy this situation, for example, the generic entanglement
entropy SA = −Tr(ρA ln |ρA|) is proposed in Ref. [38],
the modified partial trace formalism is introduced in Ref.
[27]. However, more systematic analysis is needed in this
direction.

Inspired by the success of non-Hermitian topological
band theory in terms of GBZ, we may ask whether it
is possible to construct an EE on the GBZ which has
proper behaviors? We address this question in this pa-
per for the non-Hermitian systems with skin effect. We
begin with a GBZ Hamitonian and then make a Fourier
transformation to obtain a quasi-reciprocal lattice [48].
The entanglement entropy on GBZ is calculated by par-
titioning this quasi-reciprocal lattice. The behaviors of
various EE will be examined for two types of GBZ (cir-
cular or non-circular). Our study may shed light on the
physical meanings of GBZ and non-Hermitian EE, and
also open the possibility to study the many-body physics
based on GBZ.
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This paper is organized as the following: In Sec. II, we
review the basic notions of biorthogonal entanglement en-
tropy. In Sec. III, we introduce the non-Hermitian SSH
model and the quasi-reciprocal lattice, on which the en-
tanglement entropy is calculated. In Sec. IV, we present
the results of entanglement entropy on the circular GBZ.
In Sec. V, we present the results of entanglement entropy
on the non-circular GBZ. Finally, a brief summary and
discussion are provided in Sec. VI.

II. BIORTHOGONAL ENTANGLEMENT
ENTROPY

We consider a diagonalizable non-Hermitian Hamilto-

nian H =
∑

i,j c
†
iHijcj with H ≠ H†. Here, c†i (ci) is

the fermionic creation (annihilation) operator (on lat-
tice site i) satisfying the usual anticommutation relation

{ci, c†j} = δi,j , {ci, cj} = 0, and Hij denotes the element
of a hopping matrix. In the framework of biorthogo-
nal quantum mechanics [49], the Hamiltonian H has two
types of eigenvectors

H|Rn⟩ = En|Rn⟩, H†|Ln⟩ = E∗
n|Ln⟩, (1)

where |Ln⟩ and |Rn⟩ are referred to the left and right
eigenvectors, respectively, and are required to satisfy the
biorthonormality condition ⟨Lm|Rn⟩ = δmn. The Hamil-

tonian H can be diagonalized as H =
∑

nEnd
†
RndLn,

with the creation operator d†Rn (d†Ln) being related to
the eigenstate |Rn⟩ (|Ln⟩). Due to the non-Hermiticity,

d†Ln ̸= (dRn)
†, but the following anticommutation re-

lations still hold [28, 29, 36]: {d†Lm, dRn} = δmn,

{d†Lm, d
†
Ln} = {dRm, dRn} = 0. The transformation be-

tween quasiparticle operators and the original lattice op-
erators is

d†Rn =
∑
i

c†iVin, Vin = ⟨i|Rn⟩

dLm =
∑
j

W †
mjcj , Wjm = ⟨j|Lm⟩ (2)

in which the transformation matrices V and W meet the
condition W †V = 1 (i.e., W † = V −1).
When the energy of non-Hermitian systems is complex,

there are different ways to define the many-body ground
state. In this paper, we construct the many-body ground
states by filling up the levels to Fermi energy according
to the real part of the energy [28–30, 36, 50]:

|ΩL⟩ =
∏

Re(Em)<EF

d†Lm|0⟩, |ΩR⟩ =
∏

Re(En)<EF

d†Rn|0⟩.

(3)
The biorthogonal density matrix of the ground state is
defined as ρRL = |ΩR⟩⟨ΩL|, which in general is neither
Hermitian nor positive-definite [38]. If partitioning the
total system into two subsystems A and B and tracing
out all degrees of freedom in subsystem B, one can obtain

the reduced density matrix ρRL
A = TrBρ

RL. Following
the definitions for Hermitian system, the von-Neumann
entanglement entropy is given by [28, 29, 38]

SA = −Tr
[
ρRL
A log(ρRL

A )
]
, (4)

and the α-order of Rényi entropy is

Sα
A =

1

1− α
log Tr

[
(ρRL

A )α
]

(5)

with limα→1 S
α
A = SA. The entanglement entropy can

be computed using the method of correlation matrix [51–
53]. For free non-Hermitian Fermions, the biorthogonal
correlation matrix CA of subsystem A is defined as [28,
29, 36]

CA
ij = Tr(ρRL

A c†i cj) = ⟨ΩL|c†i cj |ΩR⟩ =
∑

m∈occ.

W †
miVjm,

(6)
in which the sites i, j are restricted inside the subsystem
A and the indexm labels the occupied energy levels. The
single-particle entanglement spectrum is obtained from
the eigenvalue spectrum {ξl} of the matrix CA under
periodic boundary condition. Based on this, the von-
Neumann and Rényi entropy are given by

SA = −
∑
l

(ξl log(ξl) + (1− ξl) log(1− ξl)), (7)

Sα
A =

1

1− α

∑
l

log((1− ξl)
α + ξαl ). (8)

The definition of edge entanglement entropy Sα
edge reads

Sα
edge = Sα

OBC − 1

2
Sα
PBC, (9)

where Sα
OBC and Sα

PBC are α-th Rényi entropies calcu-
lated under OBC and PBC, respectively. The edge en-
tanglement entropy is a useful tool to extract the topo-
logical information of edge states [30, 50, 54].
To study the critical behavior of non-Hermitian sys-

tems, the entanglement entropy can be fitted using the
following universal formula [55, 56],

Sα
A(LA) =

c

6

(
1 +

1

α

)
ln

(L
π
sin

[πLA

L

])
+ aα, (10)

in which c is the central charge described by conformal
field theory (CFT), aα is a non-universal constant, L(LA)
is the length of system (subsystem A), and α is the order
of Renyi entropy (for the von-Neumann entropy, α =
1). In Eq. (10), the total system length L is fixed and
subsystem length LA is variable. Another way to fit the
entanglement entropy is to fix the ratio LA/L = 1/2
(equal bipartition),

Sα
A(L) =

c

6

(
1 +

1

α

)
ln(L) + bα, (11)

in which bα is also a non-universal constant. Both fitting
methods are used in this paper.
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III. QUASI-RECIPROCAL HAMILTONIAN
BASED ON GENERALIZED BRILLOUIN ZONE

We consider a typical non-Hermitian SSH model with
the following Bloch Hamiltonian [3, 57]

h(k) =(
0 (t1 + γ) + t2e

−ik + t3e
ik

(t1 − γ) + t2e
ik + t3e

−ik 0

)
,

(12)

in which k ∈ [0, 2π) being the crystal momentum. The
hopping processes of this model in real space are il-
lustrated in Fig. 1(a). According to the theory of

GBZ [3, 16, 17], we substitute eik with β = eik
′
(k′ =

k + iτ(k) ∈ C) to gain the corresponding non-Bloch
Hamiltonian

h(β) =(
0 (t1 + γ) + t2β

−1 + t3β
(t1 − γ) + t2β + t3β

−1 0

)
.

(13)

The characteristic equation of h(β) is given by

det[E − h(β)] = 0, (14)

which is a quartic equation and has four solutions βi(i =
1, · · · , 4) for a specific energy E. If ordering the solutions
by their norms, |β1(E)| ⩽ |β2(E)| ⩽ |β3(E)| ⩽ |β4(E)|,
the GBZ Cβ is determined by the condition [3, 16, 17],

|β2(E)| = |β3(E)|. (15)

Two typical GBZs are shown in Fig. 2(a) and (b), where
the GBZ forms a closed loop encircling the origin on the
complex plane. The OBC spectrum in the thermody-
namic limit can be exactly obtained when β goes along
the loop of GBZ.

To define the entanglement entropy in terms of GBZ,
one need to construct an artificial real-space lattice
which respects the translation invariance. Suppose that
the phase angle of βGBZ is equally distributed on the
GBZ, we then construct non-Bloch Hamiltonian matrix
H(βGBZ) by selecting the points whose phase angle be-
longs to the Brillouin zone (BZ) of original physical lat-
tices, that is,

Arg(βGBZ) = km =
2π

N
(m− 1), m = 1, · · · , N (16)

where N is the number of unit cells of the lattice. The
non-Bloch operator c†β(km) can be transformed into a new

lattice operator c̃j by a Fourier transformation,

c̃†j =
∑
m

c†β(km)Umj , Umj =
1√
N
e−ikmrj . (17)

(a)

(b)

(c)

FIG. 1. (a) Schematic diagram of the non-Hermitian SSH
model. (b) The quasi-reciprocal model when t3 = 0, obtained

by applying the similarity transformation S̃ to the original
non-Hermitian SSH model. (c) The model after the similarity
transformation S̄.

After that, we obtain an ”artificial” lattice Hamiltonian,

H̃PBC = U†H(βGBZ)U. (18)

This type of Hamiltonian was previously studied in Ref.
[48], which is named by quasi-reciprocal surrogate Hamil-

tonian there. The advantage of Hamiltonian H̃ is that
it is free of non-Hermitian skin effects, and therefore the
concepts, developed for Hermitian (reciprocal) systems,
may also be applicable to it. In this paper, we are par-
ticularly interested in the behavior of EE on this quasi-
reciprocal lattice.

In principle, the quasi-reciprocal Hamiltonian H̃PBC

gives the OBC spectrum of a system (HOBC) in the
thermodynamic limit, except for the isolated topologi-
cal modes [16]. One can construct the OBC Hamiltonian

H̃OBC for the quasi-reciprocal lattice accordingly. For
the bulk energy spectrum, we have

{ϵOBC}
N→∞
= {ϵ̃OBC}

N→∞
= {ϵ̃PBC} (19)

When next-nearest-neighbor (NNN) hoppings are in-
cluded in the non-Hermitian SSH model, the degree of
polynomial det[E−H(β)] is greater than 2, and the GBZ
will become non-circular [3]. In this case, the module |β|
is not a constant but depends on the phase angle k. By
Fourier transformation, this leads to the long-range hop-
pings in quasi-reciprocal lattices [48]. In practical calcu-
lations, we adopt an approximation to obtain the open
boundary of quasi-reciprocal lattice: we neglect all the
hopping terms whose hopping range is larger than half of
the lattice length (N/2). This is reasonable since long-
range hoppings are generically power-law decaying [48].

A comparison of energy spectra for HOBC and H̃OBC

is presented in Fig. 2(c) and (d). For circular GBZ, the
quasi-reciprocal lattices possess exactly the same OBC
spectra as the original lattice, no matter what lattice
length L is. This can be understood by examining the
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(a) (b)

(c) (d)

FIG. 2. The examples of circular GBZ (a) and non-circular
GBZ (b). The green dashed circle denotes the conventional
BZ with |β| = 1. The radius of circular GBZ (orange circle)
in (a) is everywhere smaller than 1, indicating that wave func-
tions only accumulate at the left end of the chain. Sub-figures
(c) and (d) show the energy spectra of original OBC Hamil-
tonian HOBC (blue dots) and quasi-reciprocal OBC Hamil-

tonian H̃OBC (red circles). The length of lattice is set to be
L = 40. For the case of circular GBZ (c), the blue dots pre-
cisely match the red circles. However, for the non-circular
GBZ (d), the blue dots slightly deviate from the red circles,
especially close to the bifurcations. We fix t3 = 0 in (a) and
(c), but t3 = 0.2 in (b) and (d). Other parameters used in
the calculations are t1 = 0.4, t2 = 1, and γ = 2/3.

structure of h(β) in Eq. (13). When t3 = 0, the module
|β| = r is a constant, therefore h(β) and h(k) share the
same form, except that the value of t2 is renormalized.
The corresponding quasi-reciprocal lattices are shown in
Fig. 1(b). In fact, the quasi-reciprocal Hamiltonian

H̃OBC is related to the original Hamiltonian HOBC by
a similarity transformation,

H̃OBC = S̃−1HOBC S̃, (20)

with S̃ = diag{r, r, r2, r2, · · · , rN−1, rN , rN}. This trans-
formation differs from the well-studied similarity trans-
formation S̄ = diag{1, r, r, r2, · · · , rN−1, rN} [3], which
renormalizes the intracell hopping amplitudes; see Fig.
1(c).

If t3 ̸= 0, the long-range hoppings appears in the quasi-
reciprocal lattices due to the non-constant |β|. There are
tiny difference between the energy spectra of HOBC and

H̃OBC [see Fig. 2(d)], for the long-range hoppings can
not be fully taken into account when the length of lattices
is finite. The difference in energy spectra will decrease
to zero in the thermodynamic limit.

(a) (b)

(c) (d)

Re
Im

FIG. 3. (a) The minimum of absolute energy spectra |E|
of the original lattices under PBC (black) and OBC (green)
conditions. The red line denotes the topological zero-energy
mode. The von Neumann entropy SA of the original lat-
tices and the quasi-reciprocal lattices are displayed in (b) and
(c), respectively. Subfigure (d) shows the edge entropy of the
quasi-reciprocal lattice with α = 2. The real part of entropy
is depicted in red, while the imaginary part is in blue. Param-
eters in the calculations are set to be t2 = 1, t3 = 0, γ = 2/3,
and L = 100. The topological transition occurs at t1 ≃ 1.202
and is marked by the black dashed line.

IV. ENTANGLEMENT ENTROPY ON
CIRCULAR GBZ

We first present the results of circular GBZ in Fig. 3, in
which we use the non-Hermitian SSH model with t3 = 0
as an example. It is well-known that the BBC is broken in
the non-Hermitian SSH model: the topological transition
of zero-energy modes under OBC can not be explained
by the Bloch Hamiltonian h(k) under PBC [3, 16]; see
Fig. 3(a). The entanglement entropy can be calculated by
applying the correlation matrix method described in Sec.
II to the original non-Hermitian Hamiltonian under PBC
[28, 29]. We show the results of entanglement entropy for
SSH model with t3 = 0 in Fig. 3(b). The entanglement
entropy is well-defined in the line-gap region, i.e., the
values are real and positive-definite (away from the two
exceptional points). However, in the point-gap region,
the entanglement entropy is not well-defined: it becomes
complex with a non-zero imaginary part [28, 50]. Noted
that at the special point with t1 = t2 in the point-gap re-
gion, the entanglement entropy is also real, as studied in
Ref. [36]. In all, the entanglement entropy defined on the



5

original PBC lattice basically reflects the characteristics
of the Bloch band, and does not respect the BBC.

Hence, we propose to calculate the entanglement en-
tropy using the quasi-reciprocal lattices defined in Eq.
(18), which we term as the entanglement entropy on GBZ
or the non-Bloch entanglement entropy. As displayed in
Fig. 3(c), interestingly, the von Neumann entropy SA is
well-defined across the parameter space: it is positive-
definite and real with zero imaginary part. It also di-
verges at the topological transition points (see the black
dashed line), thus recovering the BBC. The edge entropy,
plotted in Fig. 3(d), is quantized at 1 (in units of log(2))
within the topological phase, and changes to zero at the
topological transition point.

The entanglement entropy drops to 2 log(2) at the
point t1 = γ; see Fig. 3(c). At this point, the GBZ col-
lapses into a single point with r = 0, and the intra-(inter-
)unit cell hoppings of the quasi-reciprocal lattice become
2γ and 0 (0 and ∞), respectively. By performing the sim-
ilar transformation S = diag{1, 1/r, 1, 1/r, · · · , 1, 1/r},
this case can be mapped into the dimerized limit with
intra-unit cell hopping being zero; see Fig. 1(c). There
are two isolated edge states, hence the entanglement en-
tropy is exactly 2 log(2) [58]. Note, when t1 < γ, the
Hamiltonian H cannot be transformed into an Hermi-
tian SSH model [3]. However, the entropy remains well-
defined, as demonstrated in Fig. 3(c); see the Appendix
A for the analysis of realness. This is a significant finding
of the present paper.

The quasi-reciprocal lattice Hamiltonian has an EP at
γc =

√
t21 + t22. We then turn to study the possible crit-

ical behavior in this model. In Fig. 4(a), the fitted c
is plotted as a function of γ for t1 = 0.5. For γ < γc,
the value of c is zero, indicating that the system is non-
critical in this region. However, for γ > γc, the value
of c saturates to 2, implying critical behavior; See Fig.
4(b) for the representative logarithmic scaling of entan-
glement entropy with LA/L = 1/2. The critical behavior
is associated with the Fermi surface structure of the en-
ergy spectrum [36]. Since we construct the ground state
according to the real part of energy, the system is an in-
sulator without any Fermi points when γ < γc, but when
γ > γc it becomes a gapless metal with two Fermi points.
We therefore conclude that each Fermi point contributes
exactly 1 to the central charge c of the logarithmic scal-
ing. This is different from the original SSH model (PBC)
studied in Ref. [36], where each Fermi point contributes
1/2 to the value of c.

The entanglement entropy diverges at the EP with
γ = γc. The insets in Fig. 4(c) shows the two excep-
tional momentum kEP (0 and π) in this model. To avoid
divergence, the entanglement entropy can be calculated
by slightly shifting from the EP γ = γc−η [29, 38]. Note
that the dispersion of this EP is square root dependence
on k instead of linear. The scaling behavior of entan-
glement entropy for a fixed system length L = 400 is
shown in Fig. 4(d), where a tiny shift η = 1 × 10−8 is
used and LA is chosen to include an odd number of unit

(a) (b)

(c) (d)

FIG. 4. (a) The central charges of entanglement entropy
(real) on circular GBZ as a function of γ. The two insets
display representative energy spectra on two sides of the EP
γc =

√
1.25, where the solid (dashed) line indicate the oc-

cupied (unoccupied) states. (b) The logarithmic scaling of
entanglement entropy (fixed ratio LA/L = 1/2) when γ is far
away from EP. (c) The fitted central charge using Eq. (10)
versus total system length L. In the calculations, γ is shifted
from γc by a tiny quantity η = 1 × 10−8. Insets display the
energy spectrum and the dispersion relation, revealing two
exceptional momenta at k = 0, π that render the momentum-
space Hamiltonian defective. (d) The entanglement entropy
as a function of the subsystem length LA for fixed total length
L = 400. The hopping parameters for all sub-figures are
t1 = 0.5, t2 = 1, and t3 = 0.

cells. The extracted central charge is negative (around
−3), which is attributed to the exceptional bound state
close to EP [37]. However, the value of central charge
slightly increases when the system length is increasing,
as depicted in Fig. 4(c).

V. ENTANGLEMENT ENTROPY ON
NON-CIRCULAR GBZ

We now consider the general cases of non-circular GBZ,
where long-range hopping appears in the quasi-reciprocal
lattices. The entanglement entropy calculated on the
quasi-reciprocal lattices is presented in Fig. 5 for the
case of t3 = 0.2. The von Neumann entropy exhibits
singularity at the topological transition point, similar to
the circular GBZ case in Fig. 3(c). However, it is not
well-defined (i.e., becomes complex valued) anymore in
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0 1 2

0

0.5

1

(b)

0 1 2

0

0.5

1

(c)

500 1000 1500 2000
0

5

10

(d)

0 1 2
-5

0

5
10-3

FIG. 5. The von Neumann (a) and α = 2 edge (b) entangle-
ment entropy, calculated on the quasi-reciprocal lattice, are
plotted as a function of t1. Real and imaginary parts of en-
tropy are shown in red and blue color, respectively. (c) The
real part of the entanglement spectrum ξ as a function of t1.
(d) The maximum imaginary part of entanglement spectrum
at t1 = 1.45 varies as a function of system length L. It de-
creases to a small value once L becomes sufficiently large. The
inset shows the imaginary of the entanglement spectrum. The
topological transition occurs at t1c = 1.562 and is denoted by
the black dashed line. The values of parameters used in the
calculations are γ = 2/3, t2 = 1, t3 = 0.2 and L = 800.

the topological region with t1 < t1c. As shown in Fig.
5(c), the values of entanglement spectrum go outside the
bound [0, 1], which leads to an imaginary part in the von
Neumann entanglement entropy.

However, the behavior of the edge entanglement en-
tropy is significant: as shown in Fig. 5(b), it retains real
(L→ ∞), quantized values of 1 in the topological region,
but then drops to zero upon entering the topologically
trivial region. This means that the edge entanglement
entropy is a good topological indicator, able to recover
the BBC, even in the case of non-circular GBZ.

The phase diagram of quasi-reciprocal Hamiltonian is
shown in Fig. 6. A gapless semimetal phase (Phase II)
appears when t3 ̸= 0, in which the system becomes ex-
ceptional. We then consider possible scaling behaviors
along the boundaries delineating this exceptional phase
[43]. Since the von Neumann entropy SA is complex,
we adopt the generalized entanglement entropy Sg

A, pro-
posed in Ref. [38], to investigate the critical properties,

Sg
A = −trB(ρ

RL
A log(|ρRL

A |)), (21)

I.Top(L)

II.Gapless

III.Trivial

I.Top(R)

FIG. 6. Phase diagram of the non-Hermitian SSH model un-
der OBC in the t1−t3 plane. Phase I is the gapped topological
phase. The letters L and R, abbreviating ”left” and ”right”,
indicate the accumulating direction of skin modes. Phase II
is the gapless semimetal phase, with the gap closing at some
exceptional momentum points. A typical energy spectrum is
shown in the inset. The phase boundaries around Phase II are
all exceptional. Phase III is the gapped topologically trivial
phase. The parameters used in the calculations are γ = 2/3,
t2 = 1, L = 200.

which in terms of the entanglement spectrum can be writ-
ten as

Sg
A = −

∑
l

(ξl log(|ξl|) + (1− ξl) log(|1− ξl|)). (22)

The central charges can be obtained as usual by fitting
the generalized entropy Sg

A to the scaling formulas given
in Eqs. (10) and (11).
To avoid the singularity at kEP , we introduce a tiny

momentum shift δ [38] and choose the momentum as k =
km+δ/N , with km being the ordinary momentum in Eq.
(16). The fitted central charges along the topological-
trivial and the semimetal-trivial phase boundaries (the
green line in Fig. 6) are plotted in Fig. 7(a), where a tiny
shift δ = 1×10−4 is used. For t3 = 0, the quasi-reciprocal
model can be mapped to the Hermitian SSH model (see
Fig. 1(c)), so that the central charge at the topological
transition point is c = 1. The value of c decreases slightly
from 1 when approaching the tri-critical point A. Upon
entering the exceptional region, the value of c drops to
a negative value (around −2), which is governed by the
exceptional bound state [37]. At the critical point B
with t3 = t2 = 1 and t1 = 2 + γ, the GBZ is a circle
with |β| = 1. The momentum-space Hamiltonian in the
vicinity of the exceptional momentum kEP = π can be
written as

H(kEP + k) =

(
0 2γ + k2

k2 0

)
, (23)

which exhibits a linear dispersion. This Hamiltonian is
a minimal exceptional bound state model [37], and the
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(a) (b)

(c) (d)

FIG. 7. (a) The fitted central charges are plotted along
the green line in Fig. 6, which delineates the boundaries be-
tween the topological phase (the semimetal phase) and the
trivial phase. The parameters used in the calculations are
γ = 2/3, t2 = 1, L = 200. (b) The logarithmic scaling
of generalized entanglement entropy at point B in Fig. 6
with t1 = 8/3 and t3 = t2 = 1. (c) The logarithmic scaling
of generalized entanglement entropy at t1 = 4.65725241 and
t3 = 3.5. (d) The fitted cental charge as a function of system
length L at t1 = 1.08907404 and t3 = 0.6 (on the topological-
semimetal phase boundary). In all sub-figures, a momentum
shift δ = 1 × 10−4 is used in the calculations. The insets
in (b), (c), and (d) show the dispersion relations, where the
real and imaginary part of energy are plotted in red and blue
color, respectively.

central charge is precisely −2 at this point [37, 38], as
illustrated in Fig. 7(b) with δ = 1 × 10−4. For the
other points on the semimetal-trivial phase boundary dif-
ferent from point B, the dispersion deviates from being
exactly linear, therefore the central charge deviates from
the value of −2 (i.e., not an integer); see Fig. 7(a). When
passing through the tri-critical point C along the phase
boundary, the central charge becomes positive (c ≈ 1)
again; see Fig. 7(c).

The situation of the topological-semimetal phase
boundary (red line in Fig. 6) is more intricate. On the
boundary delimiting the topologically trivial phase (the
green line in Fig. 6), the exceptional momentum kEP

is at π. However, on the topological semimetal phase
boundary, two additional exceptional momenta different
from 0 or π appear, as depicted in the inset of Fig. 7(d).
Depending on the length of the system, it is possible that
the crystal momentum does not coincide with kEP . This

renders the calculation of the central charge challenging.
For a given length L, we employ the formula of Eq. (10)
to obtain the fitted central charges, and then plot them
as a function of L in Fig. 7(d). Evidently, the fitted
central charge c exhibits an oscillatory behavior.

VI. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

We introduce the quasi-reciprocal Hamiltonian and lat-
tice in real space, which is obtained by performing a reg-
ular Fourier transformation on the non-Bloch Hamilto-
nian. We calculate the entanglement entropy on these
quasi-reciprocal lattices, and term it as the non-Bloch
entanglement entropy. Since the quasi-reciprocal lattice
is free of skin effect, the non-Bloch entanglement entropy
exhibits well-behaved characteristics. For cases where the
GBZ is circular, the non-Bloch entanglement entropy is
shown to be well-defined (real and positive-definite). The
non-Bloch entanglement entropy exhibits a logarithmic
scaling in the critical region. It is found that the critical
behavior is associated with the Fermi surface structure of
the energy spectrum: each Fermi point contributes pre-
cisely 1 to the central charge c of the logarithmic scaling.
At the exceptional point, the central charge becomes neg-
ative due to the presence of the exceptional bound state.
When the GBZ is non-circular, the non-Bloch von Neu-
mann entropy becomes complex-valued in the topological
region, due to the emergence of long-range hopping in the
quasi-reciprocal lattice. Nonetheless, the non-Bloch edge
entanglement entropy remains real and quantized, thus
serving as a reliable topological indicator recovering the
BBC. Furthermore, We computes the topological phase
diagram and reveals the critical behavior along excep-
tional phase boundaries between topological, semimetal,
and trivial phases. The central charge exhibits inter-
esting behaviors, such as becoming precisely −2 at the
critical point with t3 = t2 or oscillating as a function of
the system’s length on the topological-semimetal phase
boundary. Overall, this study sheds new light on the
physical meanings of the GBZ and non-Hermitian entan-
glement entropy, opening new possibilities for studying
many-body physics based on the GBZ.

Finally, we emphasize that the non-Bloch entangle-
ment entropy accurately characterizes the entanglement
behavior of the original non-Hermitian systems under
OBC. Motivated by the successful measurement of en-
tanglement entropy in Hermitian phononic systems [59],
we anticipate that the non-Bloch entanglement entropy
can be experimentally identified and measured in future
endeavors.

ACKNOWLEDGMENT

We are grateful for the discussions with Zhesen Yang,
Hantao Lu, and Shijie Hu. This work is supported by the



8

National Natural Science Foundation of China (Grants
No. 11974293).

Note added. After completing our work, we became
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Appendix A: The realness of entanglement entropy
for circular GBZ

The correlation matrix C is a projection that projects
onto the occupied band: C2 = C. However, the trun-
cated correlation matrix CA, which is related to the en-
tanglement spectrum, is not a projection [37, 60]. We
therefore focus on the quantity Cmix = CA − C2

A to in-
vestigate the realness of entanglement entropy [37]. An
eigenstate |ψ⟩ of CA with eigenvalue ξ is also an eigen-
state of Cmix with eigenvalue ξ(1−ξ). For a single entan-
glement cut, the correlation matrix C can be decomposed
into four parts

C =

(
CA CAB

CBA CB

)
. (A1)

Introducing a real-space projector PA onto subsystem A

PA =

(
1A 0
0 0

)
(A2)

it is straightforward to show that

(PACPA)
2 − PACPA = PAC[PA, C]PA, (A3)

that is, (
C2

A − CA 0
0 0

)
=

(
−CABCBA 0

0 0

)
(A4)

Therefore, we obtain Cmix = CABCBA.
We consider the two-band non-Bloch Hamiltonian in

Eq. (13) with circular GBZ (i.e., t3 = 0),

h(β) =

(
0 h+(βk)

h−(βk) 0

)
(A5)

where h+(βk) = (t1 + γ) + t2e
−ik/r, h−(βk) = (t1 − γ) +

t2re
ik, and |βk| = r =

√
|(t1 − γ)/(t1 + γ)| is a constant.

For a half-filled system, correlation matrix in momentum-
space representation is given by [37]

P (k) =
1

2

(
1 −h+(βk)/ε(βk)

−h−(βk)/ε(βk) 1

)
, (A6)

where ε(βk) =
√
h+(βk)h−(βk) is the positive root. The

block element of correlation matrix in real space can be
obtained by a Fourier transformation [37],

Cij = ⟨xi|P |xj⟩ =
1

N

∑
k

eik(xi−xj)P (k)

=

(
1
2δxi,xj f+(xi − xj)

f−(xi − xj)
1
2δxi,xj

)
, (A7)

where

f±(x) = − 1

2N

∑
k

eikx
h±(βk)

ε(βk)
, (A8)

and N is the number of unit cells. Note that f±(x) is
always a real number for any value of x, since

h±(βk)

ε(βk)
≡

[h±(β−k)

ε(β−k)

]∗
(A9)

Then, the matrix Cmix can be expressed as

(Cmix)x1,x2 =
∑
x3∈B

Cx1,x3Cx3,x2 =

(
U 0
0 V

)
U =

∑
x3∈B

f+(x1 − x3)f−(x3 − x2)

V =
∑
x3∈B

f−(x1 − x3)f+(x3 − x2), (A10)

in which x1 and x2 denote the sites in subsystem A, while
x3 denotes the sites in subsystem B. Clearly, Cmix is a
real matrix.

1. Case I: t1 > γ

In this section, we demonstrate that Cmix is a Hermi-
tian matrix with real eigenvalues in the region of t1 > γ.
For t1 > γ, the following two conditions are satisfied,

h+(βk1
)h−(βk2

) ≡ h+(β−k2
)h−(β−k1

) (A11)

ε(βk1)ε(βk2) ≡ ε(β−k2)ε(β−k1). (A12)

Therefore, we have

h+(βk1
)

ε(βk1)

h−(βk2
)

ε(βk2)
≡ h+(β−k2

)

ε(β−k2)

h−(β−k1
)

ε(β−k1)
(A13)

Combining Eq. (A13) with the definition of f±(x) in Eq.
(A8), we obtain,

f+(y1)f−(y2) ≡ f+(−y2)f−(−y1), (A14)

where y1 and y2 denote any positions on the lattice. By
the relation in Eq. (A14), it is straightforward to show
that

(Cmix)x1,x2
= (Cmix)x2,x1

. (A15)

Considering that Cmix is real, we thus conclude that Cmix

is Hermitian when t1 > γ. This validates the realness of
the entanglement entropy in this region.
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2. Case II: t1 < γ

In the region t1 < γ, the non-Hermitian SSH model
without t3 can not be transformed into a Hermitian one
through a similarity transformation [3]. In this case, the
Eq. (A11) is no longer valid, and Cmix is no longer Hermi-
tian. In the following, we illustrate the general properties
of Cmix matrix using a simple example where the lattice
has only four unit cells (N = 4). When t1 < γ, the gen-
eral structure of Cmix is the sum of a skew-symmetric
matrix and a diagonal matrix. For the N = 4 case, it is

Cmix =

 a 0 c 0
0 b 0 c
−c 0 b 0
0 −c 0 a

 , (A16)

which contains three different variables

a = f+(2)f−(2) + f+(1)f−(3) (A17)

b = f+(2)f−(2) + f+(3)f−(1) (A18)

c = f+(3)f−(2) + f+(2)f−(3) (A19)

The characteristic equation of Cmix is

det(λ− Cmix) =
[
λ2 − (a+ b)λ+ (ab+ c2)

]2
= 0

(A20)

To solve this, we observe that the following auxiliary
function

g(k1, k2) =
h+(k1)h−(k2)

ε(k1)ε(k2)
(A21)

takes values as in the table below

k1

k2 0 π/2 π 3π/2

0 1 z z2 z∗

π/2 1/z 1 z −1
π 1/z2 1/z 1 1/z∗

3π/2 1/z∗ −1 z∗ 1

This table contains only one independent variable,
namely z = g(0, π/2). Combining this table and the
definition in Eq. (A8), we obtain

a+ b =
1

4
(A22)

ab+ c2 = 0 (A23)

which holds except at the exceptional point. Therefore,
the eigenvalues λ of Cmix are 0, 0, 1/4, 1/4, resulting in a
real entanglement entropy with a precise value of 2 log(2).
When N > 4, the above table becomes much more com-
plex. However, we numerically verify that the entangle-
ment entropy is always real.

[1] Y. Ashida, Z. Gong, and M. Ueda, Advances in Physics
69, 249 (2020).

[2] E. J. Bergholtz, J. C. Budich, and F. K. Kunst, Rev.
Mod. Phys. 93, 015005 (2021).

[3] S. Yao and Z. Wang, Phys. Rev. Lett. 121, 086803 (2018).
[4] Z. Yan, F. Song, and Z. Wang, Phys. Rev. Lett. 121,

096803 (2018).
[5] F. K. Kunst, E. Edvardsson, J. C. Budich, and E. J.

Bergholtz, Phys. Rev. Lett. 121, 026808 (2018).
[6] C. H. Lee and R. Thomale, Phys. Rev. B 99, 201103

(2019).
[7] X. Zhang, T. Zhang, M.-H. Lu, and Y.-F. Chen,

Advances in Physics: X 7, 2109431 (2022),
https://doi.org/10.1080/23746149.2022.2109431.

[8] R. Lin, T. Tai, L. Li, and C. H. Lee, Frontiers of Physics
18, 10.1007/s11467-023-1309-z (2023).

[9] T. Tai and C. H. Lee, Phys. Rev. B 107, L220301 (2023).
[10] K. Zhang, Z. Yang, and C. Fang, Phys. Rev. Lett. 125,

126402 (2020).
[11] N. Okuma, K. Kawabata, K. Shiozaki, and M. Sato,

Phys. Rev. Lett. 124, 086801 (2020).
[12] X.-L. Qi and S.-C. Zhang, Rev. Mod. Phys. 83, 1057

(2011).
[13] M. Z. Hasan and C. L. Kane, Rev. Mod. Phys. 82, 3045

(2010).
[14] T. E. Lee, Phys. Rev. Lett. 116, 133903 (2016).
[15] Y. Xiong, Journal of Physics Communications 2, 035043

(2018).
[16] K. Yokomizo and S. Murakami, Phys. Rev. Lett. 123,

066404 (2019).
[17] Z. Yang, K. Zhang, C. Fang, and J. Hu, Phys. Rev. Lett.

125, 226402 (2020).
[18] W.-T. Xue, M.-R. Li, Y.-M. Hu, F. Song, and Z. Wang,

Phys. Rev. B 103, L241408 (2021).
[19] S. Longhi, Phys. Rev. Res. 1, 023013 (2019).
[20] L. Xiao, T. Deng, K. Wang, Z. Wang, W. Yi, and P. Xue,

Phys. Rev. Lett. 126, 230402 (2021).
[21] L. Amico, R. Fazio, A. Osterloh, and V. Vedral, Rev.

Mod. Phys. 80, 517 (2008).
[22] J. Eisert, M. Cramer, and M. B. Plenio, Rev. Mod. Phys.

82, 277 (2010).
[23] M. Levin and X.-G. Wen, Phys. Rev. Lett. 96, 110405

(2006).
[24] A. Kitaev and J. Preskill, Phys. Rev. Lett. 96, 110404

(2006).
[25] C. Holzhey, F. Larsen, and F. Wilczek, Nuclear Physics

B 424, 443 (1994).
[26] P. Calabrese and J. Cardy, Journal of Physics A: Math-

ematical and Theoretical 42, 504005 (2009).
[27] R. Couvreur, J. L. Jacobsen, and H. Saleur, Phys. Rev.

Lett. 119, 040601 (2017).
[28] L. Herviou, N. Regnault, and J. H. Bardarson, SciPost

Physics 7, 069 (2019).
[29] P.-Y. Chang, J.-S. You, X. Wen, and S. Ryu, Phys. Rev.

Research 2, 033069 (2020).
[30] E. Lee, H. Lee, and B.-J. Yang, Phys. Rev. B 101, 121109

(2020).
[31] S. Mu, C. H. Lee, L. Li, and J. Gong, Phys. Rev. B 102,

https://doi.org/10.1080/00018732.2021.1876991
https://doi.org/10.1080/00018732.2021.1876991
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.93.015005
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.93.015005
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.121.086803
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.121.096803
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.121.096803
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.121.026808
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.99.201103
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.99.201103
https://doi.org/10.1080/23746149.2022.2109431
https://arxiv.org/abs/https://doi.org/10.1080/23746149.2022.2109431
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11467-023-1309-z
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.107.L220301
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.125.126402
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.125.126402
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.124.086801
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.83.1057
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.83.1057
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.82.3045
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.82.3045
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.116.133903
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.123.066404
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.123.066404
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.125.226402
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.125.226402
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.103.L241408
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevResearch.1.023013
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.126.230402
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.80.517
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.80.517
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.82.277
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.82.277
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.96.110405
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.96.110405
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.96.110404
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.96.110404
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.119.040601
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.119.040601
https://doi.org/10.21468/SciPostPhys.7.5.069
https://doi.org/10.21468/SciPostPhys.7.5.069
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevResearch.2.033069
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevResearch.2.033069
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.101.121109
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.101.121109
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.102.081115


10

081115 (2020).
[32] L.-M. Chen, S. A. Chen, and P. Ye, SciPost Phys. 11, 3

(2021).
[33] N. Okuma and M. Sato, Phys. Rev. B 103, 085428

(2021).
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