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This work reports the phase driven symmetry breaking and exact and unconventional super-
radiance phase transition in the non-Hermitian cascaded Rabi cavities. The non-Hermiticity is
introduced in the coupling phase (denoted by φ) between the atom and the optical field. The exact-
ness refers to the fact that the superradiance phase boundary is obtained analytically and verified
by the observables. The unconventionality is reflected in that when |φ| = π

4
or |φ| = 3π

4
, the phase

boundary is uniquely determined by J = 1
2
(where J is the dimensionless cavity coupling strength)

and is independent of the atom-optical field coupling strength g. For other φ, the phase boundary is
determined by J and the dimensionless atom-optical field coupling strength g together. Besides, we
find that there are phase driven first-order and second-order superradiance phase transitions, and
the quantum criticality for the second-order superradiance phase transition is studied. In addition,
the experimental feasibility is discussed. This work will stimulate the studies of non-Hermitian su-
perradiance quantum phase transitions and their experimental realizations, as well as the underlying
universality class of phase transitions.

PACS numbers: 64.60.-i, 05.70.Fh, 64.60.Fr

I. INTRODUCTION

The quantum Rabi model (QRM) named as Rabi [1, 2]
describes the interaction of a two-level atom and a single-
model optical field and can be viewed as the minimal ver-
sion of the Dicke model [3]. In the past years, there are
efforts in finding the exactly analytically solutions of the
QRM [4–11]. Employing the Bargmann space represen-
tation [12], Braak obtained the transcendental function,
namely the G-function, and found that the poles of the G-
function were the exact solutions of QRM [13]. Quickly,
Chen et al. obtained the exact solutions of a two-photon
QRM by combining the Bogoliubov transformation and
the G-function [14]. In the decade, the two methods have
been used for calculating the exact solutions of the gen-
eralized QRMs [15–25]. It was found that the symme-
try breaking will lead to the topological transition in the
QRM [26] and the generalized QRM [27].

Accompanying by the search for the exact solutions,
there are interests in studying the quantum criticality of
the QRMs or the generalized QRMs [28–36]. Accompa-
nied by the quantum phase transition, i.e., the superra-
diance phase transition (SPT), there will occur macro-
scopic photon excitations [31]. In 2015, Hwang et al.
studied the universal dynamics and the critical behav-
iors of the QRM and the exact phase boundary of SPT
was obtained by an effective low-energy approximation
[28]. They found that the critical exponent of SPT ν
is ν = 3

2 [28]. By analyzing a general scaling function,
Liu et al. found that the ν in the anisotropic QRM sill
satisfies ν = 3

2 and the phase boundary of SPT is ob-

tained by a semi-class method [30]. Quickly, Wei et al.
numerically verified the exact ν by analyzing the criti-
cal behaviors of the finite frequency fidelity susceptibility
[32]. Subsequent researches show that for a multi-cavity
system with two [33, 34] or three [36] cascaded QRMs,
the crtical exponent is still equal to that of a single Rabi
model, but for a three-level QRM, there occurs new crit-
ical exponent with ν = 1[37]. We notice that the SPTs
in the QRMs more or less depend on the atom-optical
field coupling strength. It motivate us whether there ex-
ist an unconventional SPT which is independent of the
atom-optical field coupling.

Recently, the combination of the non-Hermiticity and
the QRMs triggered intriguing physics. Cao et al. con-
structed a generalized non-Hermitian integrable QRM.
They obtained the exact energy spectrum and eigenstates
of this model by employing the Bethe ansatz [38]. The
work provides a generalized strategy to engineer inte-
grable non-Hermitian spin-boson models. By introduc-
ing the parity-time (PT ) symmetric gain and loss in the
semi-classical Rabi model, Lee et al. [39] found that
there was PT symmetry breaking [40, 41] accompanied
by the real-complex transition in energy. With the ex-
act solutions of the PT -symmetric Rabi models, one can
locate the PT -symmetry breaking point, i.e., the excep-
tional point (EP) [42]. Xie et al. investigated the Flo-
quet PT -symmetric semi-classical Rabi model [43]. Un-
der the multiple-photon resonance condition, they ob-
tained the positions of the EPs from the exact Floquet
spectrum. Employing the adiabatic approximation, Lu
et al. obtained the exact energy spectrum of the PT -
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symmetric QRM, by which the EPs were located [44].
With the emergence of EP, observables present discontin-
uous behaviors. By the Bogoliubov transformation and
G-function, Li et al. solved the exact energy spectra for
a one-photon and two-photon PT -symmetric QRM, and
the zeros of G-function located the EPs [45]. These works
provide an inspiration for us to study whether there will
be a completely real energy spectrum in a generalized
non-Hermitian QRM without PT symmetry. In addi-
tion, we will study the quantum criticality of the model
and discuss the similarity and difference with Hermitian
cases.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II we intro-
duce the generalized non-Hermitian QRM without PT
symmetry. In Sec. III, we obtain the exact phase bound-
ary of the model. In Sec. IV, we study the observables
which signal the SPT. In Sec. V, we discuss the quantum
criticality of the SPT. A experimental feasibility is dis-
cussed in Sec. VI, and a summary is presented in Sec. VII.

II. TWO COUPLED NON-HERMTIAN RABI
CAVITIES

The generalized non-Hermitian QRM without PT
symmetry is constructed by two cascaded non-Hermitian
Rabi cavities, whose Hamiltonian (ℏ = 1) is given as

H =
∑
j=1,2

hj + J(a†1 + a1)(a
†
2 + a2), (1)

where hj describes non-Hermitian Rabi cavity hj =

ωpa
†
jaj+

ωa

2 σ
j
z−λeiφ

(
aj + a†j

)
σj
x with j the cavity index

and a†j (aj) the creation (annihilation) of photons. ωp is
the optical field frequency, ωa is the atomic frequency,
and λeiφ is the coupling strength between the atom and
optical field with λ the weight of strength and φ the cou-
pling phase. The non-Hermiticity of the system requires
φ ∈ (−π, 0) ∪ (0, π).
For a single non-Hermitian Rabi cavity, we argue that

there is no parity-time (PT ) symmetry unless the cou-
pling phase φ = ±π

2 . The time-reversal operator T
dominates the complex conjugate operation, resulting in

T a†j(aj)T =a†j(aj). The parity operator P dominates the
inversion operation, i.e., Px̂jP= −x̂j , and P p̂jP= −p̂j
[40]. Thus, we have

PT hjT P = ωpa
†
jaj − P

[
λe−iφ

(
aj + a†j

)
σj
x

]
P +

ωa

2
σj
z

= ωpa
†
jaj + λe−iφ

(
aj + a†j

)
σj
x +

ωa

2
σj
z.

(2)
Only if φ = ±π

2 , the single non-Hermitian Rabi cavity
is PT -symmetric (see another prove in Ref. [45] ). For
other values, it is not PT -symmetric.
For the cascaded non-Hermitian QRM, we demon-

strate that this system is completely not PT -symmetric.
P dominates a mirror operation between the two cav-

ities, i.e., Pa†j(aj)P = a†j′(aj′), Pσj
z(σ

j
x)P = σj′

z (σj′

x )
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Figure 1. (Color online) Ground-state phase diagram in
the J -g parameter space. (a) φ = π

2
. (b) φ = π

4
.

The blue solid lines denote the phase boundary, satisfying
1− g2

(
cos2 φ− sin2 φ

)
= 2J .

(here j ̸= j′), and T leads to T iT = −i. Performing
PT on the cavity coupling term, we have

PT J
(
a†1 + a1

)(
a†2 + a2

)
T P = J

(
a†1 + a1

)(
a†2 + a2

)
.

(3)
Performing PT on hj , we have

PT hjT P = ωpa
†
j′aj′ − λe−iφ

(
aj′ + a†j′

)
σj′

x +
ωa

2
σj′

z

̸= hj′ .
(4)

Therefore, here the non-Hermitian cascaded QRM is not
PT -symmetric.

III. EXACT AND UNCONVENTIONAL
SUPERRADIANCE PHASE TRANSITION

To analytically solve the phase boundary of the
ground-state superradiance phase transition, we intro-
duce the dimensionless parameters η = ωa

ωp
, g = 2λ√

ωaωp
,

and J = J
ωp

. Then, the Hamiltonian in Eq. (1) can be

rewritten as

H

ωp
=
∑
j=1,2

hj
ωp

+ J
(
a†1 + a1

)(
a†2 + a2

)
, (5)

in which

hj
ωp

= a†jaj +
η

2
σj
z −

g
√
η

2

(
aj + a†j

)
σj
x. (6)

Performing the following transformation

xj =
(
a†j + aj

)
/
√
2η,

yj = i
(
a†j − aj

)√
η/2,

(7)
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and dividing both sides of Eq. (5) by η, we obtain

H =
H

ωpη
≡ 1

2

∑
j=1,2

(
x2j +

y2j
η2

+ σj
z −

√
2gσj

xxj

)
+2J x1x2.

(8)
As studied in Refs. [29, 30], the SPT appears in the

under the infinite η limit. Under this condition, we can
obtain the analytical phase boundary of SPT. When η →
∞, H reduces to

H =
1

2

∑
j=1,2

[
x2j + σj

z −
√
2gσj

xxj

]
+ 2J x1x2. (9)

By diagonalizing H, we obtain the energies E±(x1, x2) as

E±(x1, x2) =
1

2

∑
j=1,2

(
x2j ±

√
1 + 2g2x2j

)
+ 2J x1x2.

(10)
Performing the Taylor expansion on E±(x1, x2), and
truncating them to the quadratic term O(x4j ), the low-
energy branch E−(x1, x2) (contains the ground-state in-
formation) becomes

E−(x1, x2) =
1

2
ψTΛψ, (11)

in which ψ = (x1, x2)
T and

Λ =

(
1− g2ei2φ 2J

2J 1− g2ei2φ

)
. (12)

Evidently, the matrix Λ consists of the real part Re(Λ)
and the pure imaginary part Im(Λ) (which can be con-
sidered as the background loss), i.e., Λ = Re(Λ)+Im(Λ),
with

Re(Λ) =
[
1− g2(cos2 φ− sin2 φ)

]
σ0 + 2J σx,

Im(Λ) = −i2g2 cosφ sinφσ0.
(13)

In fact, the phase boundary of SPT is nothing to do
with background loss Im(Λ), but is determined by Re(Λ).
After diagonalizing Re(Λ), the eigenvalues ϵ± of Re(Λ)
is obtained as ϵ± = 1− g2

(
cos2 φ− sin2 φ

)
± 2J . When

the low-energy branch in ϵ± equals to zero, i.e, ϵ− = 0,
we can extract the phase boundary of the superradiance
phase transition, and it satisfies 1−g2

(
cos2 φ− sin2 φ

)
=

2J . From the expression of the phase boundary, we
can see that there are special phases, i.e., φ = ±π

4 or

φ = ± 3π
4 , at which the phase boundary is fixed at J = 1

2 ,
and is independent of the atom-optical field coupling pa-
rameter g. Such type of SPT independent of atom-optical
field coupling is counter-intuitive and has not been re-
ported before, so we name this type of SPT as unconven-
tional SPT. While γ is taken at other values, the phase
boundary depends on the g and J together. Thus, we
name this atom-optical field coupling dependent SPT as
the conventional SPT. Without loss of generality, in the
following, we will study the energy, photon population,
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Figure 2. (Color online) The real part of the ground-state
energy Re(E0)/η as a function of J under different η with
g = 0.7 and ϕ = π

2
in (a) and with g = 0.4 and φ = π

4
in (b).

(c) The second-order derivative of Re(E0)/η for g = 0.7 and
ϕ = π

2
. (d) The first-order derivative of Re(E0)/η for g = 0.4

and ϕ = π
4
. The photonic truncation number is N = 80.

qubit population, the fidelity and the fidelity susceptibil-
ity in the ground state at φ = π

2 and φ = π
4 to char-

acterize the properties of the SPT of the non-Hermitian
two-Rabi cavity system. The ground state here refers to
the state with the smallest real part of the energy. In-
tuitively, the phase diagrams for φ = π

2 and φ = π
4 are

plotted in Fig. 1(a) and 1(b), respectively. The red re-
gions denote the superradiance phases, separated from
the normal phases (yellow regions) by the phase bound-
aries (blues curves).

IV. SIGNATURES OF THE SUPERRADIANCE
PHASE TRANSITION

We detect the signatures and check the phase bound-
ary of the SPT. We start by studying the ground-state
energy to reveal the SPT. The energies are sorted by
the real parts of the energies, and the ground-state en-
ergy means the energy with the lowest real part. Under
φ = π

2 and different η, the real parts of the ground-state
energies Re(E0)/η as a function of J for g = 0.7 are
plotted in Fig. 2(a). The photonic truncation number is
taken at N = 80. As can be seen that with the emer-
gence of SPT, Re(E0)/η for different η decrease from −1
to lower values. According to the obtained analytical
result, the transition point under φ = π

2 and g = 0.7
should be at J = 0.745. Intuitively, the SPT occurs at
the transition points predicted by the exactly analytical
result (shown with the vertical black line). Meanwhile,
we calculate Re(E0)/η in the φ = π

4 case and Re(E0)/η-
J relations for g = 0.4 are plotted in Fig. 2(b). Similar
to the φ = π

2 , when J exceeds to the transition point,
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Figure 3. (Color online) The ground-state photon population

⟨a†
1(2)a1(2)⟩ as a function of J . (a) g = 0.5 and ϕ = π

2
; (b)

g = 0.7 and φ = π
2
; (c) g = 0.4 and φ = π

4
; (d) g = 0.6

and φ = π
4
. The photonic truncation number is N = 80 and

η = 1500.

Re(E0)/η for different η in the φ = π
4 case decrease from

−1 to lower values, signaling the appearance of SPT as
well. From the analytical expression of phase boundary,
it is known that the transition point under φ = π

2 should
be at J = 0.5 regardless of what value of g is. It is
readily seen that for g = 0.4, the transition points of
Re(E0)/η occur at the analytically obtained transition
points. Although the ground state energy of the system
decreases after the occurrence of conventional and uncon-
ventional SPTs, it should be pointed out that they do not
belong to the same phase transition type. As shown in
Fig. 1(c), the second-order derivative of Re(E0)/η un-
der φ = π

2 and g = 0.7 is not continuous at the the
transition point. Figure 1(d) shows that the first-order
derivative of Re(E0)/η under φ = π

4 and g = 0.4. The
results show that the conventional SPT should be the
second-order quantum phase transition, while the uncon-
ventional SPT should be the first-order quantum phase
transition. In fact, only the |φ| = π

4 and |φ| = 3π
4 cases

correspond to the second-order quantum phase transi-
tion, while the cases with other φ correspond to the first-
order quantum phase transition. However, we are more
concerned with conventional and unconventional super-
radiance phase transitions in this paper, so the results of
other φ are not considered

Except for the ground-state energy, the phenomenon
of SPT can be readily seen from the ground-state photon
population. Under φ = π

2 , ground-state photon popula-

tions ⟨a†1(2)a1(2)⟩ for g = 0.5 and g = 0.7 are plotted in

Fig. 3(a) and 3(b), respectively. It is seen that there is no
photon excitation when J is smaller than the transition
point, but there are macroscopic photon excitations when
the cavity coupling parameter J exceeds the transition
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Figure 4. (Color online) The ground-state atom population

σ
1(2)
z as a function of J . (a) g = 0.5 and ϕ = π

2
; (b) g = 0.7

and φ = π
2
; (c) g = 0.4 and φ = π

4
; (d) g = 0.6 and φ = π

4
.

The photonic truncation number is N = 80 and η = 1500.

point. The phenomenon is similar to the φ = π
4 case.

For g = 0.4 and g = 0.6, the corresponding ground-state
photon populations are plotted in Fig. 3(c) and 3(d), re-
spectively. We can see that there are macroscopic photon
excitations when J is larger than 0.5, while the photon
excitations are evidently suppressed when J < 0.5.

A reasonable explaination for the macroscopic photon
excitations in the suprradiance phase is that the atoms
are excited and become active. To check this point, the

atom populations ⟨σ1(2)
z ⟩ as a function of J for differ-

ent φ and g are plotted in Fig. 4(a)-4(d). We can see
that when J is smaller than the transition point, the
atoms are stable in the ground state, with populations

⟨σ1(2)
z ⟩ = −1. When J crosses the transition point, it is

seen that the populations of atoms deviate from -1, im-
plying that the atoms are excited and become active. The
excited atoms dominate the macroscopic photon excita-
tions in the SPT. Although the photon excitations and
the atom populations of the system vary obviously with
occurrence of SPT, the two types of SPTs lead to differ-
ent varying behaviors of observables. From Fig. 3, we can

see that when the conventional SPT happens, ⟨a†1(2)a1(2)⟩
continuously varies to macroscopic value, while the un-

conventional SPT happens, ⟨a†1(2)a1(2)⟩ directly jumps to

macroscopic values without asymptotic process. Simi-
larly, we can see the obvious difference between the two
types of SPTs from the atomic populations in Fig. 4.

In addition to the photon population and the atom
population, the excitation gaps behind the two types of
SPTs are different as well. The excitation gaps here
contain two meanings. One is the real excitation gap
Re(∆E)/η between the real parts of the lowest two ener-
gies. Another is the imaginary excitation gap Im(∆E)/η
between the imaginary parts of the lowest two ener-
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Figure 5. (Color online) The excitation gaps Re(∆E) and
Im(∆E) as functions of J under different η. (a1) and (a2):
g = 0.5 and ϕ = π

2
; (b1) and (b2): g = 1 and φ = π

2
; (c1) and

(c2): g = 0.4 and φ = π
4
; (d1) and (d2): g = 0.6 and φ = π

4
.

The photonic truncation number is N = 36.

gies. Figures. 5(a1)-5(d1) (Figs. 5(a2)-5(d2)) presents
Re(∆E)/η (Im(∆E)/η) as a function of J under differ-
ent η. We can see that no matter φ = π

2 and φ = π
4 ,

the real excitation gap experiences a gap closing pro-
cess when J exceeds the transition point. However, for
the imaginary excitation gap, there is an obvious differ-
ence between the two studied cases. From Figs. 5(a2)
and 5(b2), we can see that Im(∆E)/η always keeps zero
(Im(∆E)/η far less than 10−14 can be numerically re-
garded as zero.) before and after the transition point.
From Figs. 5(c2) and 5(d2), we can see that the imagi-
nary excitation gaps experience the gap closing process,
similar to the circumstances for the real excitation gaps.

It is noted that for a PT -symmetric Rabi system,
there exists real-complex transition in energy spectrum
[40, 41, 43–45]. Surprisingly, for the non-Hermitian two-
Rabi cavity system without PT symmetry, there exists
real energy spectrum as well. Under φ = π

2 , the max-
imal imaginary of the energy spectra for g = 0.7 and
g = 0.8, i.e., Im(E)max are plotted in Figs. 6(a) and
6(b), respectively. The analytically obtained superradi-
ance transition point for g = 0.7 is J = 0.745, and that
for g = 0.8 is J = 0.82. Im(E)max/η approaches to zero
before and after the superradiance transition point im-
plying that the energy spectra under φ = π

2 are real, and
there is no real-complex transition in energy spectrum.
Compared to the φ = π

2 case, the spectral property of

(a) (b)

(c) (d)

Figure 6. (Color online) The maximal imaginary part of the
energy spectrum Im(E)max/η as functions of J under differ-
ent η. (a) φ = π

2
and g = 0.7. (b) φ = π

2
and g = 0.8. (c)

φ = π
4
and g = 0.4. (d) φ = π

4
and g = 0.6. The photonic

truncation number is N = 36.

the φ = π
4 is different. Under φ = π

4 , Im(E)max/η for
g = 0.4 and g = 0.6 are plotted in Figs. 6(c) and 6(d),
respectively. Different from the φ = π

2 cases, here the
energy spectra are complex because of the nonvanishing
Im(E)max/η. In fact, the real and complex characteris-
tics of the energy spectrum can be understood analyti-
cally as well. From Eq. (10) and Eq. (13), we know that
when φ = π

2 , the imaginary part disappears, but when
φ = π

4 , the imaginary part still exists. The results in
Fig. 6 provide numerical validation of the previous ana-
lytical derivation. Considering the fact that the φ = π

2
cases have full real energy spectra, we conjecture that
here the conventional SPT belongs to the same univer-
sality class as the Hermitian Rabi systems [28, 30, 32–35]
and the critical exponent of the phase transition can be
obtained from the critical behavior. However, for the
complex energy spectrum case (φ = π

4 ), we conjecture
that there is no critical behavior. Although the existence
of quantum criticality of conventional SPT and the ab-
sence of quantum criticality of unconventional SPT have
been reflected in the photon population and atom pop-
ulation, we still want to further verify them by studying
the ground-state fidelity and fidelity susceptibility.

V. CONVENTIONAL AND
UNCONVENTIONAL SUPERRADIANCE PHASE

TRANSITION

We focus on the quantum phase transition and its crit-
ical behavior triggered by the cavity coupling parameter
J . The fidelity for the ground state F is defined as [46–
49]

F = |⟨ψ0(J )|ψ0(J + δJ )|, (14)
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Figure 7. (Color online) Fidelity susceptibility χF as func-
tions of J under different η with φ = π

2
and g = 0.7 in (a),

and with φ = π
2
and g = 0.8 in (b). The involved parameter

is δJ = 10−5. Fidelity F as functions of J under different η
with φ = π

4
and g = 0.4 in (c), and with φ = π

4
and g = 0.6 in

(c). The involved parameter is δJ = 5× 10−4. The photonic
truncation number in all calculations is N = 80.

which weighs the survival probability of the ground state
after the cavity coupling parameter J from an infinites-
imal distance δJ . Further, according to Refs. [50–54],
we can obtain the fidelity susceptibility χF as

χF = lim
δJ→0

−2 lnF(J , δJ )

(δJ )2
. (15)

If there exists quantum phase transition, the fidelity will
experience a drop at the phase transition point, and the
fidelity susceptibility will peak at the phase transition
point.

Under φ = π
2 , χF/η for g = 0.7 and g = 0.8 are plotted

in Figs. 7(a) and 7(b), respectively. As seen that with the
increase of J , χF/η smoothly reaches the peak and then
smoothly decreases. Besides, χF/η presents obvious crit-
ical behaviors, because it is seen that with the increase
of η, the peak of χF at the coupling parameter Jmax

gradually tends to the exact solution. Moreover, with
the increase of η, the peak of χF get higher. However,
for the φ = π

4 cases, there is no critical phenomenon.
Under φ = π

4 , the fidelity F for g = 0.4 and g = 0.6 are
plotted in Figs. 7(c) and 7(d), respectively. Intuitively,
F sharply drop to zero at single parameter J and there
is no asymptotic behavior between the valley of F (or
the peak of χF ) and η. In other words, the conventional
SPT exists quantum criticality while there is no quantum
criticality for the unconventional SPT.

Next, we study the quantum criticality of the conven-
tional SPT (φ = π

2 case). From the χF -η curves, the
maximal fidelity susceptibility χmax

F under a specific η is
obtained. Then, the universal finite η scaling relation of
χF for g = 0.7 is plotted in Fig. 8(a). The black fitting

Figure 8. (Color online) (a) Universal finite η scaling relation
of the maximal fidelity susceptibility χmax

F . (b) Data collapse
of [χmax

F − χF ] /χF . The involved parameters are φ = π
2
,g =

0.7, and δJ = 10−5.

curve satisfies lnχF = (−1.363 ± 0.004) ln η + 2.388. It
implies the scaling exponent µ of χF is µ = −1.363 ±
0.004. As introduced in Ref. [32, 55], the relationship
between µ and ν obeys µ = 2

ν , by which we obtain
ν = 1.4674 ± 0.004. Although the numerically obtained
critical exponents µ and ν has slightly numerical devia-
tion from the exact solution (with νexact = 3/2) of the
single Rabi model [28, 30], we argue that the quantum
phase transition in the φ = π

2 is the same universal-
ity class as that in the single Rabi model. Within the
neighborhood of the phase transition point, χF scales as
[χmax

F − χF ] /χF = f
[
η1/ν (J − Jmax)

]
, where f(x) is

a universal scaling function. Under different η, we find
the corresponding data of [χmax

F − χF ] /χF are collapsed
into one curve with the exact critical exponent ν = 3

2 , sig-
naling the same universal class as the single Rabi model
[28, 30]. In fact, for the Dicke model [56, 57] and the
Lipkin-Meshkov-Glick model [58–60], the critical expo-
nent satisfies 3/2 as well, therefore the conventional SPT
of the non-Hermitian cascade Rabi cavities we have stud-
ied belongs to the same universality class as those in the
above mentioned systems.

VI. EXPERIMENTAL FEASIBILITY

The experimental exploration of the phenomena dis-
cussed here could be facilitated by a proposed circuit-
QED architecture, as detailed in Ref. [61]. This setup
comprises two resonators, each equipped with an embed-
ded artificial atom, specifically a superconducting flux
qubit. The key feature of this design is the implemen-
tation of a coupling mechanism between the resonators
that is both broadly and rapidly tunable. By leverag-
ing fast-modulating fields, this tunable coupling can ef-
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fectively emulate a phase-dependent interaction term, a
crucial component for investigating PT-related physics.
Furthermore, the architecture allows for the coupling be-
tween the flux qubits and the resonators to be pushed into
the ultrastrong coupling regime (g > 0.1), and even the
deep-strong coupling regime (g > 1). These advanced
capabilities of the circuit-QED system provide a solid
platform not only for testing the theoretical predictions
presented in this article but also for realizing these con-
cepts in practical, soon-to-be-available devices.

VII. SUMMARY

Herein, a non-Hermitian QRM consisting of two cas-
caded non-Hermitian Rabi cavities has been studied.
Similar to Hermitian QRMs, the superradiance phase
boundary of the non-Hermitian one can be exactly solved
as well. Accompanied by the emergence of SPT, the
ground state energy gets lower. Meanwhile, the atoms
become active and radiating photons outward. However,
the non-Hermiticity leads to the exotic phenomena with-
out Hermitian counterpart. When the atom-optical field
coupling phase satisfies φ = ±π

4 or φ = ± 3π
4 , the super-

radiance phase boundary is surprisingly dominated by a

constant independent of the strength of the atom-cavity
field coupling, suggesting the unconventional SPT. For
other coupling phases, the superradiance phase boundary
depends on the cavity coupling strength and the atom-
optica field coupling strength together, suggesting the
conventional SPT. Meanwhile, we have argued that the
conventional SPT belongs to the second-order quantum
phase transition, while the unconventional SPT belongs
to the first-order quantum phase transition. Even though
the model we have studied is not PT -symmetric, there
still exists fully real energy spectrum. By the photon
population, atom population, and the fidelity we have
known that there is no quantum criticality for the un-
conventional SPT due to characteristics of the absence of
asymptotic process and the single-parameter sharp drop
of fidelity. Differently, for conventional SPT, there exists
quantum criticality, and the critical exponent extracted
from the scaling analyze of fidelity susceptibility show
that the SPT belong to the same universality class as
the single Rabi model. With the development of circuit-
QED experimental technique, the found SPTs may be
realized in high-performance circuit- QED architecture.

We acknowledge the support from NSFC under Grant
No. 12174346.
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