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We extend the Yang-Lee theory to quantum phase transitions to show how singularity enters the phase tran-
sition points in one-dimensional many-body systems. We primarily focus on the distribution of Yang-Lee zeros
and its associated Yang-Lee edge singularity of two prototypical models: the Su-Schrieffer-Heeger (SSH) model
and the XXZ spin chain. By taking the zero-temperature limit, we show how the Yang-Lee zeros approach the
quantum phase transition points on the complex plane of parameters. To characterize the edge singularity in-
duced by Yang-Lee zeros in quantum phase transition, we introduce the entanglement entropy of the ground
state to show the edges of Yang-Lee zeros lead to the entanglement transition. We further show our results are
also applicable to the general non-interacting parity-time-symmetric Hamiltonians.

Introduction.—Yang-Lee zeros [1, 2], defined as the zero
points of the partition function of the canonical ensemble, give
a mathematical explanation of the nonanalyticity of thermo-
dynamic observables at phase transition points. In the clas-
sical ferromagnetic Ising model, Yang and Lee investigated
the zeros of the partition function in the presence of an imag-
inary magnetic field in order to understand the origin of the
singularity in the ferromagnetic phase transition when one in-
creases the temperature. The thermal phase transition takes
place when Yang-Lee zeros touch the positive real axis on
the complex plane of fugacity in the thermodynamic limit. In
the vicinity of the edge of the distribution of Yang-Lee zeros,
critical phenomena collectively known as Yang-Lee edge sin-
gularity emerge, which are accompanied by anomalous scal-
ing laws [3–10]. Yang-Lee theory is applicable to a variety
of thermal phase transitions in classical [11–14] and quan-
tum [15–23] systems.

Despite the great success of the application of Yang-Lee
zeros to explain the origin of the singularity in thermal phase
transitions, how to apply Yang-Lee zeros to understand quan-
tum phase transitions remains largely unexplored [24–26].
The singularity of a quantum phase transition arises at abso-
lute zero when we manipulate the parameters in a Hamilto-
nian and can be universally characterized by the singular be-
havior of the entanglement pattern in ground-state wavefunc-
tions [27–29]. Therefore, it is expected to universally charac-
terize the Yang-Lee edge singularity in terms of the singularity
in quantum entanglement.

In this Letter, we develop a Yang-Lee theory for quan-
tum phase transitions and focus on how the Yang-Lee ze-
ros approach the phase transition points by taking the zero-
temperature limit. First, we investigate the distribution of
Yang-Lee zeros in the parameter space of a non-interacting
model: the SSH model [30] by generalizing the Rice-Mele
coupling [31] to an imaginary one. We explore the nonunitary
criticality of the non-Hermitian SSH model originating from
Yang-Lee edge singularity. These quantum critical phenom-
ena are induced by the exceptional points where a nonanalytic
excitation spectrum exists. Furthermore, we figure out that the
edges of the distribution of Yang-Lee zeros at absolute zero
correspond to the entanglement transition points of the ground
states. We also generalize our discussion to general parity-

time (PT)-symmetric free-fermion systems to unveil hitherto
unnoticed universality in Yang-Lee edge singularity in terms
of transitions in the entanglement entropy.

We also discuss the Yang-Lee theory of an interacting
model: the XXZ spin chain. On the complex plane of the
anisotropy, we investigate the distribution of Yang-Lee zeros
near the ferromagnetic phase transition point. By analyzing
the Bethe ansatz of the XXZ model, we prove that the Yang-
Lee zeros approach the phase transition point in a line for ar-
bitrary system size. The edge of the distribution of Yang-Lee
zeros turns out to be the ferromagnetic phase transition point.
We also show the edge of the Yang-Lee zeros corresponds to
an entanglement transition. This exact result paves the way for
figuring out Yang-Lee zeros in quantum phase transitions of
interacting models. Finally, we provide a general argument for
the correspondence between Yang-Lee edge singularity and
entanglement transition.

Non-interacting Model.—We begin from a non-interacting
model: the non-Hermitian SSH model. The Hamiltonian in
the momentum space is defined as [30, 32]

H =
∑
k

(c†kA c†kB)Hk

(
ckA
ckB

)
, (1)

with the Bloch Hamiltonian

Hk =

(
iu we−ik + v

weik + v −iu

)
, (2)

where k is the momentum and c(†)kA and c(†)kB represent the anni-
hilation (creation) operators of the fermions with momentum
k on the sublatticeA andB respectively. The energy spectrum
of the Bloch Hamiltonian is E±

k = ±
√
|v + weik|2 − u2 =:

±Ek. The model has three phases: the trivial PT-unbroken
gapped phase for w − v < −u, the PT-broken gapless phase
for −u < w − v < u, and the topologically nontrivial PT-
unbroken gapped phase for w − v > u [30].

The partition function of the non-Hermitian SSH model is
defined as [33]

Z :=
∑
n

⟨EL
n |e−βH |ER

n ⟩.

=
∏
k

(1 + e−βEk)(1 + eβEk), (3)
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FIG. 1. Distribution of Yang-Lee zeros (shaded region) of the SSH
model on the plane of the temperature and the hopping parameters.
At zero temperature, the onset of Yang-Lee zeros coincides with
the quantum phase transitions indicated by the band structure (blue
curves).

where β := 1/kBT is the inverse temperature and the states
|EL(R)

n ⟩ are the left (right) eigenstates of the Hamiltonian with
the energy En. The conditions of zeros of the partition func-
tion can be determined as

Re[βEk] = 0, Im[βEk] = (2n+ 1)π/β (4)

with n ∈ Z. In the zero-temperature limit β → ∞, the condi-
tions are satisfied in the thermodynamic limit for the gapless
phase |v − w| ≤ u, corresponding to the whole PT-broken
phase. In the gapless phase, there always exists an interval in
the momentum space with a finite purely imaginary part of the
energy spectrum, which induces the Yang-Lee zeros. In Fig.
1, we show how Yang-Lee zeros approach the quantum phase
transition points |w − v| = u by taking the zero-temperature
limit. To further understand the distribution of Yang-Lee ze-
ros, we introduce the number of roots of the partition function
χ [26], which is defined as the number of the integer n satisfy-
ing the condition of zeros in Eq. (4). In the zero-temperature
limit, the number of roots χ takes the form of

χ/β ≃ 1

2π

√
u2 − |v − w|2, (5)

where u > |v − w| in the PT-broken phase. Near the phase
boundary |v − w| = u, the asymptotic behavior of χ can be
shown as χ ∝ (u − |v − w|)1/2 which is attributed to the
exceptional points [26] in the gapless phase. Since the disper-
sion relation isE±

k = ±
√
v2 + w2 + 2vw cos k − u2, the gap

closes at

kE = ± arccos
u2 − v2 − w2

2vw
, (6)

which correspond to the exceptional points. Around the ex-
ceptional points, the excitation spectrum takes the form of
E ∝ (k−kE)1/2, giving rise to the asymptotic behavior of χ.

Furthermore, we examine the Yang-Lee edge singularity by
the correlation functions and its associated critical exponents.

The correlation function

Cαβ(x) = L⟨c†α(x)cβ(0)⟩R,

:=
1

Z
⟨GL|c†α(x)cβ(0)e−βH |GR⟩, (7)

where α, β ∈ {A,B} indicating the sublattice index and the
states |GL(R)⟩ represents the left (right) eigenstates of the
Hamiltonian (1) with only the negative real-energy modes
filled. In the gapped phases |v − w| > u, this correlation
function can be exactly calculated near the phase boundary at
zero temperature as

lim
x→∞

Cαβ(x) ∝
e−x/ξ

√
x
, (8)

with δ = |v − w| − u and ξ = vw/(2uδ) is the correlation
length. See Supplemental Material [34] for details. Hence,
from Eq. (8), we obtain the critical exponent ν = 1 which is
defined as ξ−1 ∝ δν [35]. In addition, from the correlation
function (8), we have the anomalous scaling dimension η =
3/2 defined as limx→∞ C(x) ∝ exp(−x/ξ)/xd−2+η [35].
The anomalous power 1/2 originates from the dispersion re-
lation E ∝ (k − kE)

1/2 near the exceptional points. Hence,
combining with the dynamical critical exponent z = 1, we
have the critical exponents for the Yang-Lee edge singularity
here, which are similar to the ones in Yang-Lee singularity
in the non-Hermitian BCS superconductivity [26]. They are
both induced by exceptional points in a PT-symmetric Hamil-
tonian.

Now we turn to discuss the singularity induced by Yang-
Lee zeros in terms of the entanglement entropy (EE) of the
ground state. The EE of the subsystem A is defined as
SA := TrA(ρA log ρA) where ρA = TrĀ|GR⟩⟨GL| [30].
The EE discontinuously jumps from a subarea-law scaling
SA = (1/6) logLA in the PT-broken gapless phase, where
Yang-Lee zeros are located, to an area-law scaling S = const
in the PT-unbroken gapped phase [30, 36]. Here LA denotes
the length of the subsystemA. We can see the edges of the dis-
tribution of zeros correspond to the entanglement transitions.
We note that the correspondence is also applicable to the Her-
mitian SSH model. In the Hermitian case u = 0, the system at
the phase transition point v = w, which is the edge of Yang-
Lee zeros, exhibits a subarea-law scaling for the ground-state
EE. To elucidate the generality of the correspondence, we con-
sider an arbitrary local PT-symmetric free-fermion Hamilto-
nian. By generalizing the discussion in Ref. [37], we can
prove that the gapless PT-broken phase with Yang-Lee zeros
shows at least a subarea-law scaling SA ≥ c− logLA with
c− > 0 and the gapped PT-unbroken phase shows an area-law
scaling. Therefore, the correspondence between the edges of
distribution of Yang-Lee zeros and the entanglement transi-
tions is general for PT-symmetric free-fermion Hamiltonians.
The Yang-Lee zeros introduce the singularity to the entangle-
ment transition. In addition, the correspondence can be also
seen in the transverse-field XY model (See Supplemental Ma-
terial [34]).
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Interacting Model.— Above we have considered the Yang-
Lee zeros in the quantum phase transitions of the non-
interacting cases. In this part, we extend our discussion to
an interacting case. We investigate the XXZ model to under-
stand the emergence of Yang-Lee zeros from the Bethe ansatz.
The Hamiltonian of the XXZ spin chain is defined as

H = −J
L∑

i=1

(Sx
i S

x
i+1 + Sy

i S
y
i+1 +∆Sz

i S
z
i+1), (9)

where J > 0, L is the size of the spin chain and we extend
the anisotropy parameter ∆ to a complex one to consider the
distribution of Yang-Lee zeros. We here focus on the ferro-
magnetic phase transition point ∆ = 1. In the Hermitian
case, the ground state of the gapped (gapless) phase ∆ > 1
(−1 < ∆ < 1) is (anti)ferromagnetic [38].

To consider the condition of Yang-Lee zeros, we follow
the definition of the partition function in Eq. (3): Z =∑

n L⟨En| exp(−βH)|En⟩R. We show a theorem:

Theorem 1. The solutions ∆ of Z = 0 around the ferromag-
netic phase transition point ∆ = 1 are given by the algebraic
equation

L∑
M=0

zM(L−M) = 0 (10)

in the zero-temperature limit β → ∞ for an arbitrary length
L of the spin chain with z := exp(βJ(∆− 1)/(L− 1)).

From Eq. (10), we deduce that there are overall N com-
plex roots of z which can be defined as z1, · · · , zN , where
N = (L/2)2 for even L and N = (L2 − 1)/4 for odd L. By
rewriting Eq. (10) as

∑N
M=1 aMz

M = 0, we have a0 = 2
and aN = 1 for an even L or a0 = aN = 2 for an odd L,
indicating that z = 0 and z = ∞ are both not the solutions of
Eq. (10). Therefore, all the roots z are finite that gives rise to
the zeros ∆j on the complex plane of ∆ as

∆j = 1 +
L− 1

βJ
log(zj) + i(L− 1)

2nπ

βJ
, (11)

where n ∈ Z and j = 1, · · · , N . We can see the zeros form a
line around the phase transition point. In the zero-temperature
limit, those zeros are equivalent to ∆j = 1 + i(L − 1) 2nπβJ
which are nothing but the line Re∆ = 1. This indicates that
the Yang-Lee zeros approach the real axis of ∆ through the
line Re∆ = 1. Below we outline the proof of Theorem 1.

Proof. To begin with, we explain the structure of the exact
solution of the XXZ spin chain. The Bethe ansatz equations
(BAE) of the XXZ chain are given by [38–40](

sin ϕ
2 (xj + i)

sin ϕ
2 (xj − i)

)L

=
∏
l ̸=j

sin ϕ
2 (xj − xl + 2i)

sin ϕ
2 (xj − xl − 2i)

, (12)

where we define xj as exp(ikj) = sin ϕ
2 (xj + i)/ sin ϕ

2 (xj −
i) and ϕ := cosh−1 ∆ with kj being the quasimomenta of

the excited magnons. In Eq. (12), j = 1, · · · ,M where M
represents the number of magnons. The energy of the M -
magnon sector takes the form of [38]

EM = E0 +

M∑
j=1

J(∆− cos kj)

= E0 +

M∑
j=1

J sinh2 ϕ

coshϕ− cosϕxj
, (13)

where E0 = −JL∆/4 represents the ground state energy for
the states with all spins up or down. Near the ferromagnetic
phase transition point ∆ = 1, we introduce a quantity δ :=
∆−1 and the quantity ϕ can be approximated as ϕ ≈

√
2δ. To

understand the behavior of Yang-Lee zeros, we first turn to a
limit δ → 0, under which the system becomes the Heisenberg
model. We can see the (L + 1)-degeneracy of the ground
state in the Heisenberg model. Those ground states can be
constructed as |M⟩ = (S−)M |Ω⟩ where we denote |Ω⟩ as the
all-spin-up state. However, the (L + 1)-degeneracy will be
lifted if we add a perturbation to the parameter ∆. To analyze
the gap between levels, we consider the expansion of the BAE
for XXZ chain (12) around ϕ = 0:

L cot
ϕ

2
xj = 2

∑
l ̸=j

cot
ϕ

2
(xj − xl), (14)

which we call simplified Bethe ansatz equations (SBAE)
and are shown to be a set of algebraic equations of
cot(ϕxj/2). From the equations one can prove that the so-
lutions cot(ϕxj/2) only depend on the size L. Meanwhile,
the energy can be also expressed as a function of cot(ϕxj/2):

EM = E0 +

M∑
j=1

2Jδ(1 + cot2(ϕxj))

2 + δ cot2(ϕxj/2)
. (15)

By substituting the solutions of the SBAE into Eq. (15), we
obtain the energy of the M -magnon sector as

EM = E0 + Jδ
M(L−M)

L− 1
. (16)

With the definition z = exp(βJδ/(L − 1)), we can rewrite
the condition of Z = 0 with Eq. (16) as

L∑
M=0

zM(L−M) = 0, (17)

which is equivalent to Eq. (10). The maximal value of the
exponent M(L −M) is L2/4 for an even L with M = L/2
or (L2 − 1)/4 for an odd L with M = (L− 1)/2, (L+ 1)/2.
This completes the proof. Details of the proof are attached in
the Supplemental Material [34].

To numerically verify the line distribution of the Yang-Lee
zeros, we show the zeros of the partition function on the com-
plex plane in Fig. 2(a) for L = 6. We can further understand
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FIG. 2. (a): The distribution line of Yang-Lee zeros in the non-
Hermitian XXZ model on the complex plane of ∆. The size of the
spin chain is L = 6 and the inverse temperature is β = 100. The
zeros of the partition function approach the phase transition point
∆ = 1 through a straight line. The dashed lines represent the entan-
glement between spins. Here we show the nearest 200 zeros to the
phase transition point. (b): The scaling of EE SA of subsystem A
with size LA at the point ∆ = 0.99 + 0.01i. The fitting curve is
chosen as SA = 1.881 + 0.184 log(sin(πLA/L))), exhibiting the
subarea law.

the line distribution of Yang-Lee zeros from the gap behav-
ior of the non-Hermitian XXZ model on the complex plane.
For the Hamiltonians with Re∆ > 1, we can see the systems
must be gapped from Eq. (16), with the gap ∆E = JReδ.
However, for those Hamiltonians with Re∆ < 1, the sys-
tems become gapless. In this phase, the ground state has
M = L/2 magnons and the real part of the energy becomes
ReE = E0 + (L/2)2

L−1 JReδ with Reδ < 0 when L is even.
Then the energy level distance between the ground state and
the first excited state is given by

∆E = − JReδ
L− 1

, (18)

which vanishes in the thermodynamic limit. Hence, the
Hamiltonians with Re∆ < 1 behave as gapless systems. The
behavior of the gap supports the existence of the Yang-Lee
zeros near the phase transition point ∆ = 1.

Next, we examine the critical exponents for the Yang-Lee
edge singularity of the non-Hermitian XXZ model. We in-
troduce a magnetic field h to the Hamiltonian. By solving
the BAE (12), the susceptibility in the gapless phase takes the
form of limh→0 χ = 2γ

Jπδ near the critical point where γ is
a constant [38]. Therefore, we obtain the critical exponent
σ = 1 from χ defined as χ ∼ δ−σ . At the critical point,
the susceptibility diverges. In addition, By definition of the
density of Yang-Lee zeros g(∆) =

∑
j δ(∆−∆j), we have

g = βJ
N

2π(L− 1)
. (19)

at the phase transition point. In the thermodynamic limit, the
density has the scaling g = βJL/8π.

Furthermore, here the edge of the Yang-Lee zeros is also as-
sociated with the entanglement transition of the ground state.
The zeros are distributed on the line Re∆ = 1 and approach
the phase transition point ∆ = 1 when we decrease the tem-
perature. Hence, we can consider the phase transition point

as the edge of the Yang-Lee zeros. On the real axis, the EE
of the gapless region Re∆ < 1 shows a subarea-law scaling
while that of the gapped region Re∆ > 1 shows an area-law
scaling. Therefore, the correspondence between the Yang-Lee
edge singularity and the entanglement transitions is applicable
to not only the non-interacting cases but also the interacting
systems. We note that the points on the distribution line of
the Yang-Lee zeros also represent the entanglement transition
points. To illustrate this, we calculate the EE of the model at
∆ = 0.99+0.01i with non-Hermitian Density-Matrix Renor-
malization Group [41, 42] in Fig. 2(b), which also shows a
subarea-law scaling. The reduced density matrix of the sub-
systemA is defined as ρA = TrĀ|ψR

0 ⟩⟨ψR
0 |, where |ψR

0 ⟩ is the
right eigenstate of the Hamiltonian (9) with the lowest real en-
ergy. On the other hand, the systems with Re∆ > 1 show the
area law in the gapped phase since the ground state in this
phase is a direct-product state. Therefore, all of the Yang-
Lee zeros correspond to entanglement transition points on the
complex plane.

To generally understand how Yang-Lee zeros introduce the
singularity in the entanglement transitions, we consider the
density matrix ρ = e−βH/Z for the HamiltonianH(λ) with λ
being a parameter and assume the critical point of the system
to be λ = λc where we have the entanglement transition. We
generalize the parameter λ into a complex one and consider
the Yang-Lee zeros on the complex plane of λ. Let the EE
be SA = −TrA[ρA log ρA] where ρA = TrĀρ is the reduced
density matrix of the subsystem A at absolute zero. Since
the zeros of the partition function also represent singularity of
the EE, once one can find Yang-Lee zeros in the vicinity of
λ = λc on the complex plane of λ at absolute zero, the singu-
larity can enter the Hermitian system at λ = λc and hence the
entanglement transition takes place. The critical point λ = λc
is the edge of the distribution of Yang-Lee zeros.

Conclusion and Outlook.— In this Letter, we have inves-
tigated the distribution of Yang-Lee zeros in quantum phase
transitions of the SSH model and the XXZ model and shown
how Yang-Lee zeros enter the phase transition points. Espe-
cially, in the XXZ model, we have proposed the simplified
Bethe ansatz equation (SBAE) to exactly solve the energy lev-
els around the ground state and calculated the partition func-
tion in the zero-temperature limit. We have also explored the
critical behavior at the edges of Yang-Lee zeros of both mod-
els. Furthermore, we find that the edges of Yang-Lee zeros at
absolute zero correspond to the entanglement transition points
of the ground state and discuss the mechanism behind the cor-
respondence. We have also generalized the correspondence to
an arbitrary PT-symmetric free-fermionic system.

The Yang-Lee zeros in quantum phase transitions stud-
ied in this Letter are not only an interesting mathemati-
cal concept but also experimentally realizable. The non-
Hermitian SSH model can be realized by dilating it into a
larger Hermitian Hamiltonian due to the PT symmetry [43–
45]. We can introduce an ancillary qubit as an environment
coupled to the targeted spin to realize the Hamiltonian (2).
For the non-Hermitian XXZ model, we can realize it in a
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non-Hermitian Bose-Hubbard model in a strongly correlated
regime [41, 46, 47], where the non-Hermiticity originates
from the two-body loss in the open quantum systems. By
coupling the target system to an ancilla, we expect the Yang-
Lee zeros and its associated edge singularity to be measur-
able with the decoherence of the spin in the ancilla [18, 48–
50]. The Yang-Lee zeros in those systems can be also mea-
sured from the diagonal elements of the time-evolution oper-
ator U = exp(iH̃t), where H̃ = iH and t = β [51].

We are grateful to Zongping Gong, Masaya Nakagawa,
Shinsei Ryu, Yunfeng Jiang, Kohei Kawabata, and Masahito
Ueda for fruitful discussion. H. L. is supported by Fore-
front Physics and Mathematics Program to Drive Transfor-
mation (FoPM), a World-leading Innovative Graduate Study
(WINGS) Program, the University of Tokyo.
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Correlation Function in the SSH model

Here we consider the Yang-Lee zeros in the non-Hermitian SSH model. The Bloch Hamiltonian of non-Hermitian SSH model
is given by [30]

Hk = iuσz + (v + w cos k)σx + w sin kσy =

(
iu we−ik + v

weik + v −iu

)
. (S.1)

The energy spectrum is Ek,± = ±
√

|we−ik + v|2 − u2 ≡ ±Ek. There are overall two phases in the Hamiltonian: the PT-
symmetric phase for |w − v| > u and the PT-broken phase for |w − v| < u. In the PT-symmetric phase, the Hamiltonian is
gapped with the energy gap ∆ = 2

√
(w − v)2 − u2. In the PT-broken phase, the Hamiltonian is gapless with Re[Ek] = 0

between the exceptional points given by

kE = ± arccos
u2 − v2 − w2

2vw
, (S.2)

where the gap closes and the Hamiltonian cannot be diagonalized. The excitation spectrum around the exceptional points is
given by Ek ∼

√
|k − kE | [30].

Now we turn to calculate the critical exponents around the phase transition points. We consider the two-point correlation
function. To begin with, we first diagonalize the Hamiltonian as

H =
∑
k

(
c†kA c†kB

)( iu vk
v∗k −iu

)(
ckA
ckB

)

=
∑
k

(
γ̄kA γ̄kB

)( v∗
k

|vk| cos
ϕk

2 sin ϕk

2

− v∗
k

|vk| sin
ϕk

2 cos ϕk

2

)(
iu vk
v∗k −iu

)( vk
|vk| cos

ϕk

2 − vk
|vk| sin

ϕk

2

sin ϕk

2 cos ϕk

2

)(
γkA
γkB

)
=
∑
k

(
γ̄kA γ̄kB

)( Ek 0
0 −Ek

)(
γkA
γkB

)
, (S.3)

where the transformation is given by

γkA =
v∗k
|vk|

cos
ϕk
2
ckA + sin

ϕk
2
ckB , (S.4)

γkB = − v∗k
|vk|

sin
ϕk
2
ckA + cos

ϕk
2
ckB , (S.5)

γ̄kA =
vk
|vk|

cos
ϕk
2
c†kA + sin

ϕk
2
c†kB , (S.6)

γ̄kB = − vk
|vk|

sin
ϕk
2
c†kA + cos

ϕk
2
c†kB . (S.7)
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From the transformation, we have γ̄kA ̸= γ†kA and γ̄kB ̸= γ†kB since the Hamiltonian is non-Hermitian. However, the anti-
commutation relations between γkA(B) and γ̄kA(B) still follow the fermionic ones, which can be proved as below:

{γ̄kA, γk′A} =

{
vk
|vk|

cos
ϕk
2
c†kA + sin

ϕk
2
c†kB ,

v∗k′

|vk′ |
cos

ϕk′

2
ck′A + sin

ϕk′

2
ck′B

}
= cos2

ϕk
2
{a†kA, ak′A}+ sin2

ϕk
2
{a†kB , ak′B}

= δk,k′ , (S.8)

{γ̄kB , γk′B} =

{
− vk
|vk|

sin
ϕk
2
c†kA + cos

ϕk
2
c†kB ,−

v∗k′

|vk′ |
sin

ϕk′

2
ck′A + cos

ϕk′

2
ck′B

}
= sin2

ϕk
2
{c†kA, ck′A}+ cos2

ϕk
2
{c†kB , ck′B}

= δk,k′ , (S.9)

{γ̄kA, γk′B} =

{
vk
|vk|

cos
ϕk
2
c†kA + sin

ϕk
2
c†kB ,−

v∗k
|vk|

sin
ϕk
2
ckA + cos

ϕk
2
ckB

}
= − cos

ϕk
2

sin
ϕk
2
{c†kA, ck′A}+ cos

ϕk
2

sin
ϕk
2
{c†kB , ck′B}

= 0. (S.10)

Hence, we can still consider γ̄kA(B) as the creation operator of the fermion with the flavor A(B) and the momentum k, similarly
with the Bogoliubov transformation in [52]. Meanwhile, we can calculate the correlation functions with the linear transforma-
tions (S.4)-(S.7). Here we define the correlation function as

Cαβ(x) =L ⟨c†α(x)cβ(0)⟩R :=
1

Z
⟨GL|c†α(x)cβ(0)e−βEks |GR⟩, (S.11)

where α, β ∈ {A,B} and the state |GL(R)⟩ represent the right (left) eigenstate of the Hamiltonian with only the negative real-
energy modes filled. It has four components which can be calculated from the Fourier transformation. We first show the forms
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of correlation functions in the momentum space as

CAA(k) = L⟨c†kAckA⟩R

= L

〈(
v∗k
|vk|

cos
ϕk
2
γ̄kA − v∗k

|vk|
sin

ϕk
2
γ̄kB

)(
vk
|vk|

cos
ϕk
2
γkA − vk

|vk|
sin

ϕk
2
γkB

)〉
R

= cos2
ϕk
2

L⟨γ̄kAγkA⟩R + sin2
ϕk
2

L⟨γ̄kBγkB⟩R

= cos2
ϕk
2

1

eβEk + 1
+ sin2

ϕk
2

1

e−βEk + 1
, (S.12)

CBB(k) = L⟨c†kBckB⟩R

= L

〈(
sin

ϕk
2
γ̄kA + cos

ϕk
2
γ̄kB

)(
sin

ϕk
2
γkA + cos

ϕk
2
γkB

)〉
R

= sin2
ϕk
2

L⟨γ̄kAγkA⟩R + cos2
ϕk
2

L⟨γ̄kBγkB⟩R

= sin2
ϕk
2

1

eβEk + 1
+ cos2

ϕk
2

1

e−βEk + 1
, (S.13)

CAB(k) = L⟨c†kAckB⟩R

= L

〈(
v∗k
|vk|

cos
ϕk
2
γ̄kA − v∗k

|vk|
sin

ϕk
2
γ̄kB

)(
sin

ϕk
2
γkA + cos

ϕk
2
γkB

)〉
R

=
v∗k
|vk|

cos
ϕk
2

sin
ϕk
2

L⟨γ̄kAγkA⟩R − v∗k
|vk|

sin
ϕk
2

cos
ϕk
2

L⟨γ̄kBγkB⟩R

=
v∗k
|vk|

cos
ϕk
2

sin
ϕk
2

(
1

eβEk + 1
− 1

e−βEk + 1

)
, (S.14)

CBA(k) = L⟨c†kBckA⟩R

= L

〈(
sin

ϕk
2
γ̄kA + cos

ϕk
2
γ̄kB

)(
vk
|vk|

cos
ϕk
2
γkA − vk

|vk|
sin

ϕk
2
γkB

)〉
R

=
vk
|vk|

cos
ϕk
2

sin
ϕk
2

L⟨γ̄kAγkA⟩R − vk
|vk|

sin
ϕk
2

cos
ϕk
2

L⟨γ̄kBγkB⟩R

=
vk
|vk|

cos
ϕk
2

sin
ϕk
2

(
1

eβEk + 1
− 1

e−βEk + 1

)
, (S.15)

Here we only consider the LR correlation function and set the chemical potential µ = 0. Then we consider the correlation
function in the real space by Fourier transformation. In the gapped phase we have

CAA(x) =

ˆ
dk

2π
⟨c†kAckA⟩e

ikx

=

ˆ
dk

2π

(
cos2

ϕk
2

1

eβEk + 1
+ sin2

ϕk
2

1

e−βEk + 1

)
eikx

T=0−−−→
ˆ

dk

2π

1

2

(
1− iu√

|vk|2 − u2

)
eikx

= − iu

4π

ˆ π

−π

1√
(v − w)2 − u2 + 2vw(1 + cos k)

eikxdk. (S.16)

This integral can approximately be calculated near the critical point. Near the critical points |v − w| = u, we have

CAA(x) = − iu

4π

ˆ π

−π

1√
2uδ + 2vw(1 + cos k)

eikxdk. (S.17)

In this integral, we find that the parts around the points k = ±π dominate. Hence, we expand around the two points and
obtain [53]
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CAA(x) ≃ −eiπx iu
2π

ˆ ∞

0

cos(kx)√
2uδ + vwk2

dk.

= −eiπx iu

2π
√
2uδ

ˆ ∞

−∞

cos(kx)√
1 + ξ2k2

dk

= −eiπx iu

2π
√
2uδξ

K0

(
x

ξ

)
, (S.18)

where δ = v − w − u and ξ = vw/2uδ. Here K0(x) denotes the modified Bessel function of the second kind. Similarly, we
also have

CBB(x) ≃ eiπx
iu

2π

ˆ ∞

0

cos(kx)√
2uδ + 4vwk2

dk.

= eiπx
iu

2π
√
2uδ

ˆ ∞

−∞

cos(kx)√
1 + ξ2k2

dk

= eiπx
iu

2π
√
2uδξ

K0

(
x

ξ

)
. (S.19)

CAB(x) =

ˆ
dk

2π

[
v∗k
|vk|

cos
ϕk
2

sin
ϕk
2

(
1

eβEk + 1
− 1

e−βEk + 1

)]
eikx

T=0−−−→ −1

2

ˆ
dk

2π
sinϕke

ikx

= −1

2

ˆ
dk

2π

√
1 +

u2

v2 + w2 + 2vw cos k − u2
eikx

≃ −
ˆ ∞

−∞

dk

2π

√
1 +

u/2δ

1 + ξ2k2
cos(kx)

≃ − 1

2πξ

√
2δ

u
K0

(
x

ξ

)
. (S.20)

The correlation function CBA(x) shows the same result as CAB(x). Therefore, all the correlation functions have the same
long-range scaling behavior with the distance x as

lim
x→∞

Cαβ(x) ∼
e−x/ξ

√
x
, (S.21)

which originates from the scaling behavior of K0(x). This exponenial decay is attributed to the finite energy gap of the system.
From the definition of the critical exponents in the main text, we obtain ν = 1, η = 3/2.

Entanglement Entropy in Non-interacting Fermionic Systems

In this section, we calculate the entanglement entropy for the general local non-interacting fermionic systems in the d-
dimensional case with PT symmetry. Here we consider the entanglement entropy of the ground-state density matrix ρ =

|ψR
0 ⟩⟨ψL

0 |, where |ψR(L)
0 ⟩ represents the right (left) ground state of the system. The entanglement entropy of the subsystem A is

defined as

SA = −Tr[ρA log ρA], ρA := TrĀρ. (S.22)

The ground state here is defined as the eigenstate with only the negative-energy modes filled. We here consider the case of
ground-state degeneracy where the system has two phases: the PT-broken phase and the PT-unbroken phase. The system has
pure imaginary eigenvalues in the PT-broken phase which indicates that the phase is gapless and only finite real values in the PT-
unbroken phase which indicates that the phase is gapped. In the PT-broken phase, the pure imaginary eigenvalues are surrounded
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by the exceptional points in the Brillouin zone, namely exceptional rings [54, 55]. The partition function defined in Eq. (5) in
the main text can be written as

Z =
∏
k,α

(
1 + e−βEα

k

)
, (S.23)

where α is the index of band. In the PT-broken phase, since Eα
k can be imaginary values for some given α, we have Z = 0 for

those momenta satisfying

ImEα
k =

(2n+ 1)π

β
. (S.24)

We can infer that there always exist momenta ks satisfying Eq. (S.24) at absolute zero in the PT-unbroken phase, where Yang-Lee
zeros emerge. Next, we are going to prove that the entanglement entropy shows at least a subarea-law scaling in the PT-unbroken
phase. To show this, we follow the method used in Ref. [37]. The correlation matrix is defined as

γiα,jβ = δijδαβ − 2Tr[ρc†iαcjβ ] = ⟨ψL
0 |(IijIαβ − 2c†iαcjβ)|ψ

R
0 ⟩, (S.25)

where i, j ∈ Z are the positions of the fermions in the subsystem A, α, β are the band indices and I is the identity matrix. To
simplify the calculation, we here assume the subsystem is a hypercube with edge length L. The entanglement entropy can be
expressed with the eigenvalues λM of the correlation matrix in the subsystem A [30].

SA =

NLd∑
M=1

h(λM ), (S.26)

h(x) = −1 + x

2
log

(
1 + x

2

)
− 1− x

2
log

(
1− x

2

)
, (S.27)

where N is the number of the energy bands. We begin from a two-band case. We consider the case where the Fermi surface is
the exceptional ring and the correlation matrix is given by

γiα,jβ =

ˆ
ddk(1− 2η(k))eik(i−j)δαβ , (S.28)

where η(k) := θ(−ReEk+ ϵ) is an indicator function with ϵ > 0 an infinitesimal number. We note that here we choose the right
and left ground states as |ψR

0 ⟩ =
∏

k:Re[Eα
k ]<0 c

†
kα|vac⟩ and |ψL

0 ⟩ =
∏

k:Re[Eα
k ]<0⟨vac|ckα. By utilizing the inequality

h(x) >
1

2
(1− x2), (S.29)

we have the lower bound of the entanglement entropy

SA >
1

2
Tr[I − γ2]. (S.30)

With the introduction of the kernel [37]

FL(x) =
∑

i,j∈ZL

eix(i−j) =
cos(Lx)− 1

cos(x)− 1
, (S.31)

we have

Tr[I − γ2] =
4

(2π)2d

ˆ
ddk

ˆ
ddk′η(k)(1− η(k′))FL(k − k′)

=
4

(2π)2d

ˆ
ddqΞ(q)FL(q), (S.32)

where

Ξ(q) :=

ˆ
ddkη(k)[1− η(q + k)]. (S.33)
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Similarly, we can bound the function Ξ(q) with s−∥q∥2 where

s− =
1

2
AFS (S.34)

with AFS defined as the area of the Fermi surface since the condition for ReEk = 0 and that for ImEk = 0 are the same here.
Therefore, we obtain ˆ

ddqs−∥q∥2FL(q) ≥
1√
d

ˆ
ddqs−∥q∥1FL(q)

=

d∑
i=1

1√
d

ˆ
ddqs−FL(q)qi

=
√
ds−(2πL)

d−1

ˆ π

0

dxFL(x)x. (S.35)

In the thermodynamic limit, the integral
´ π
0
dxFL(x)x scales as 2 logL. Hence, the entanglement entropy is lower bounded by

SA >
2
√
d

(2π)d+1
s−L

d−1 logL := c−L
d−1 logL, (S.36)

where c− := 2
√
d

(2π)d+1 s−. The entanglement entropy shows at least a logarithmic scaling when d = 1. For the multi-band cases,
we have SA > ⌊N/2⌋c− logL, where ⌊x⌋ is the floor function. Hence, the PT-unbroken phase with Yang-Lee zeros is always
accompanied by at least a subarea-law scaling for the entanglement entropy. In the PT-broken phase, the entanglement entropy
exhibits area law since it is gapped. Hence, the edges of the distribution of Yang-Lee zeros in one-dimensional cases always
correspond to the entanglement transition. For the other cases where the Fermi surface is not the exceptional ring, the discussion
is exactly the same as the Hermitian one in Ref. [37]. Since Yang-Lee zeros can only take place in the gapless PT-broken phase,
the edge of the Yang-Lee zeros can always correspond to the entanglement transitions.

Yang-Lee Zeros in the Transverse-Field XY Model

For the transverse-field XY model, we find the Yang-Lee zeros by extending the magnetic field into a complex one. The model
is given by

H = J

L∑
i=1

(σx
i σ

x
i+1 + σy

i σ
y
i+1) + h

L∑
i=1

σz
i . (S.37)

Under the Jordan-Wigner transformation [56]:

σx
i =

∏
l<i

(1− 2c†l cl)
1

2
(ci + c†i ), σ

y
i =

∏
l<i

(1− 2c†l cl)
1

2i
(ci − c†i ), σ

z
i = c†i ci −

1

2
, (S.38)

we obtain

H = −J
2

L∑
i=1

(c†i ci+1 + c†i+1ci) + h

L∑
i=1

(
c†i ci −

1

2

)
. (S.39)

Then we diagonalize it by Fourier transformation and get

H =
∑
k

(−J cos k + h)c†kck − hL

2
=
∑
k

Ekc
†
kck − hL

2
, (S.40)

where Ek = −J cos k + h. The partition function of the fermionic Hamiltonian is given by

Z = Tre−βH =
∏
k

(1 + e−βEk). (S.41)

There are two phases: the gapless XY phase h < J and the gapped paramagnetic phase h > J . To satisfy the condition of
Yang-Lee zeros, we need a momentum k such that

1 + e−βEk = 0 ⇒ −J cos k + h = i(2n+ 1)π/β. (S.42)

If we generalize the magnetic field to a complex one, we find that this can be satisfied for −J < Re[h] < J , which corresponds
to the gapless phase. Hence, the Yang-Lee zeros exist in the whole region of the gapless phase in the zero-temperature case.
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Derivation of Eqs. (16) and (17)

We here consider the 1D XXZ model with the Hamiltonian

H = −J
L∑

i=1

(Sx
i S

x
i+1 + Sy

i S
y
i+1 +∆Sz

i S
z
i+1), (S.43)

where J > 0 and ∆ is the anisotropy parameter. This model can be exactly solved by Bethe ansatz. The Bethe ansatz equations
of the XXZ model are given by [57] (

sin ϕ
2 (xj + i)

sin ϕ
2 (xj − i)

)L

=
∏
l ̸=j

sin ϕ
2 (xj − xl + 2i)

sin ϕ
2 (xj − xl − 2i)

. (S.44)

Here we define coshϕ := ∆ and exp(ikj) = sin ϕ
2 (xj + i)/ sin ϕ

2 (xj − i), where kj is the quasimomentum. The index is given
by j = 1, · · · ,M with M being the number of the excited magnons. If we take the limit δ := ∆− 1 → 0, we can approximate
ϕ as ϕ ≃

√
2δ. When ϕ = 0 (∆ = 1), Eq. (S.44) can be reduced as(

xj + i

xj − i

)L

=
∏
l ̸=j

(
xj − xl + 2i

xj − xl − 2i

)
, (S.45)

which consists of the Bethe ansatz equations of the Heisenberg model. In this case the variable xj can be rewritten as xj =
cot(kj/2). From Eq. (S.45), we can see xj = ∞(kj = 0) is a set of solutions of the Bethe ansatz, which represent all magnons
have zero momentum or equal-weight superposition on each site of the system. These states are ground states of the Heisenberg
model deduced from the energy:

EM = E0 +

M∑
j=1

J(1− cos kj) = E0 +

M∑
j=1

2J

x2j + 1
. (S.46)

For the Heisenberg model with a system size L, there is (L + 1)-degeneracy of the ground state, originating from the SU(2)
symmetry of the model. These eigenstates can be expressed as |M⟩ = (S−)M |Ω⟩ where S− =

∑
j S

−
j . However, when we

have a finite ϕ for anisotropy, the degeneracy will be lifted. To be specific, we begin from the expansion of the Bethe ansatz
equations (S.44) of the XXZ model. Since we only consider the distribution of Yang-Lee zeros around the phase transition point
∆ = 1, we take the limit ϕ→ 0 and expand the equation as(

sin ϕ
2xj + iϕ2 cos ϕ

2xj

sin ϕ
2xj − iϕ2 cos ϕ

2xj

)L

=
∏
l ̸=j

sin ϕ
2 (xj − xl) + iϕ cos ϕ

2 (xj − xl)

sin ϕ
2 (xj − xl)− iϕ cos ϕ

2 (xj − xl)
. (S.47)

Up to the first order of ϕ, this expansion can be rewritten as

L cot
ϕ

2
xj = 2

∑
l ̸=j

cot
ϕ

2
(xj − xl), (S.48)

which is referred to as simplified Bethe ansatz equations (SBAE). If we define yj = ϕ
2xj , the SBAE can be also rewritten as

L cot yj = 2
∑
l ̸=j

cot(yj − yl). (S.49)

We can see this equation is purely an algebraic equation on cot yj where the solutions only depend on the size L and the magnon
number M . Meanwhile, the energy of the M -magnon excitation is given by

E = E0 +

M∑
j=1

J sinh2 ϕ

coshϕ− cosϕxj
= E0 +

M∑
j=1

2Jδ

1 + δ − cosϕxj

= E0 +

M∑
j=1

2Jδ(1 + cot2 yj)

2 + δ cot2 yj
. (S.50)
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In the expansion above, we first assume that cot yj is finite so that we can expand the Bethe ansatz equation (S.44) up to the
first order of ϕ. Now we can also see this point from the expression (S.50). Divergence of the factor cot yj will increase 2J to
the energy, indicating that this solution does not originate from the original (L + 1)-degeneracy of the Heisenberg spin chain.
Therefore, we can exactly obtain all the deviated ground states from the SBAE. The finiteness of cot yj of deviated ground states
can be also seen from the SBAE (S.48). We assume that there are divergences of cot yj first. Then there must be a series of
cot yj which satisfy cot yj = ajN where j = 1, · · · ,m with N being a divergent number and aj being a constant. Since some
of the solutions cot yj may not diverge, we always have m ⩽M ⩽ L. Then the SBAE becomes

Laj = 2
∑
l ̸=j

ajal
al − aj

. (S.51)

By summing up all the equalities, we have

mL = 2
m(m− 1)

2
⇒ L = m− 1. (S.52)

However, this contradicts m ⩽ L. Therefore, all of the cot yj should be convergent.
We then move to prove Eq. (16) in the main text. For convenience, we define a new variable ζj = cot yj . Then the SBAE can

be rewritten as

Lζj = 2
∑
l ̸=j

1 + ζlζj
ζl − ζj

. (S.53)

Then we have ∑
j

ζ2j =
2

L

∑
j,l ̸=j

1 + ζlζj
ζl − ζj

ζj

= − 2

L

∑
j,l ̸=j

1 + ζlζj
ζl − ζj

ζl, (S.54)

where we exchange the label l, j in the second equality. Hence, by summation of the right-hand side of the two equality, we
obtain ∑

j

ζ2j = − 1

L

∑
j,l ̸=j

(1 + ζlζj)

= −M(M − 1)

L
− 1

L

∑
j,l ̸=j

ζlζj

= −M(M − 1)

L
− 1

L

∑
j

ζj

2

+
1

L

∑
j

ζ2j

= −M(M − 1)

L
+

1

L

∑
j

ζ2j , (S.55)

where we use
∑

j ζj = 0 from Eq. (S.53). Hence, the summation of ζ2j can be simplified as∑
j

ζ2j = −M(M − 1)

L− 1
.

By revisiting the expression of energy (S.50), we have

E = E0 +

M∑
j=1

Jδ(1 + cot2 yj) = E0 + Jδ

M +

M∑
j=1

ζ2j

 = E0 + Jδ
M(L−M)

L− 1
, (S.56)

which can indicate that the energy reaches the maximum for M = L
2

(
L−1
2

)
when L is even (odd). With the expression of

energy (S.56), we show the expression of the partition function at absolute zero as

Z = lim
T→0

Tre−βH = lim
T→0

L∑
M=0

e−βEM = lim
T→0

e−βE0

L∑
M=0

zM(L−M). (S.57)
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Hence, the condition of Z = 0 is equivalent to

L∑
M=0

zM(L−M) = 0, (S.58)

which is exactly Eq. (17) or Eq. (10) in the main text. By solving this equation, we can obtain the distribution of Yang-Lee
zeros, which is given by Re∆ = 1 on the complex plane of ∆.

Finally, we discuss the Yang-Lee edge singularity associated with the Yang-Lee zeros. Around the phase transition point
∆ = 1, we consider the susceptibility [57]

χ =
2sz
h

=
4γ

Jπ(π − γ) sin γ
[1 +O(h2) +O(h4γ/(π−γ))], (S.59)

where

cos γ = −∆. (S.60)

Around the ferromagnetic phase transition point, we have γ = π, which shows the divergence of the susceptibility. The scaling
of γ near ∆ = 1 is γ ≈ π − i

√
2δ. Then we generalize δ into an imaginary number where Yang-Lee zeros are located. The

scaling of the susceptibility is given by

χ(h = 0) ≃ 4γ

Jπ
(
−i

√
2δ
)
i
√
2δ

=
2

Jδ
∝ δ−1. (S.61)

Furthermore, we calculate the correlation length. Due to the finite deviation δ, the ground-state degeneracy is lifted and the
system becomes gapped. Near the ferromagnetic phase transition point, the gap ∆E is given by

∆E = Re[Jδ], (S.62)

which is determined by the Bethe ansatz. Hence, from the solution, we can see the critical exponent φ = 1, where we define
∆E = J × Re[δ]φ.
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