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The Yang-Lee edge singularity is an intriguing critical phenomenon characterized by nonunitary
field theory. However, its experimental realization for interacting many-body systems remains elu-
sive. We show that Yang-Lee edge singularities, regarded as many-body exceptional points, can
be observed using both the self-normal and the associated-biorthogonal Loschmidt echoes, lever-
aging the advantages of nonunitary dynamics in non-Hermitian systems. The Loschmidt echoes
are demonstrated to display unitary dynamics in the PT -symmetric regime but exhibit nonunitary
dynamics in the PT symmetry-broken regime, leading to a sharp change near an exceptional point.
We hereby identify exceptional points in both the non-Hermitian transverse field Ising model and the
Yang-Lee model, and determine the critical exponent that is consistent with nonunitary conformal
field theory. This work provides a direct observation of Yang-Lee edge singularities in non-Hermitian
many-body systems arising from nonunitary dynamics.

I. INTRODUCTION

Phase transitions and their universality classes are fun-
damental topics in physics [1, 2]. The Ising model, a
renowned benchmark example of phase transitions, plays
a crucial role in understanding their nature [1, 2]. To un-
derstand the nature of phase transitions and their mech-
anisms, Yang and Lee investigated the Ising model with
an external magnetic field in the complex plane in two
seminal papers [3, 4]. In Lee-Yang theory, phase transi-
tions are interpreted through the zeros of the partition
function, known as Lee-Yang zeros [3, 4]. For the Ising
model, the Lee-Yang zeros are purely imaginary, accord-
ing to the Lee-Yang theorem [3, 4]. Above the critical
temperature, the Lee-Yang zeros concentrate along a line
in the thermodynamic limit, with a gap in their distribu-
tion [5]. The edges of this gap are referred to as Yang-Lee
edge singularities [5].

Yang-Lee edge singularities are fascinating nonunitary
critical points with simple unconventional universality
classes that depend solely on the dimensionality and can
be described by a nonunitary CFT [5–7]. However, the
experimental realization of Yang-Lee edge singularities is
particularly challenging as they appear in complex physi-
cal parameters. One proposal to realize the effect of com-
plex physical parameters is to use a probe spin coupled
to a system, where the Lee-Yang zeros correspond to the
zeros of spin coherences [8]. Recently, the Lee-Yang zeros
have been observed by directly measuring the coherence
of a probe spin [9], in contrast to previous indirect de-
tection experiment [10, 11]. Yang-Lee edge singularities,
regarded as exceptional points [12–17], represent nonuni-
tary criticality in non-Hermitian systems. Thanks to the
development of non-Hermitian physics [18–28], Yang-Lee
edge singularities have recently been observed in non-
Hermitian quantum systems [29, 30]. This observation, in
accordance with quantum-classical correspondence [31],
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has led to the derivation of critical exponents for the one-
dimensional classical Ising model. Despite proposals for
realizing Yang-Lee edge singularities in one-dimensional
quantum many-body systems, such as utilizing Kibble-
Zurek scaling [32], exploiting the quantum coherence of
a probe spin [33], and investigating dissipative Rydberg
atomic arrays [34], achieving the realization of the critical
points and critical exponents of Yang-Lee edge singular-
ities remains elusive.

The Loschmidt echo (LE), a key concept in quantum
information theory, quantifies information loss during the
time evolution of a quantum system, serving as a probe
to understand its dynamical behavior. Specifically, the
LE can exhibit an enhanced decay behavior [35] near the
critical point, which enables the application of finite-size
scaling theory [36, 37]. Motivated by this, a dynamical
scaling theory for LE has been established [38], provid-
ing a powerful tool for characterizing equilibrium phase
transitions [38, 39]. Recently, the scaling theory of LE
was extended to non-Hermitian systems [40] by intro-
ducing a biorthogonal-unitary time evolution, establish-
ing it as a valid observable for detecting phase transi-
tions in the real energy regime. We must note that the
successful application of dynamical scaling of LE in non-
Hermitian systems with real energies is a fortunate excep-
tion, considering that time evolution is typically nonuni-
tary in non-Hermitian systems [41]. This nonunitary
time evolution can lead to distinct dynamics across dif-
ferent quantum phases [34]. Furthermore, it enables the
detection of phase transitions in Hermitian systems even
in the presence of non-Hermitian perturbations [42–44].
Consequently, it is not surprising that the biorthogonal-
unitary time evolution developed in Ref.[40] cannot de-
scribe the phases in the complex energy regime. Recently,
a biorthogonal time evolution approach in the associated
bases [45] has been introduced to handle nonunitary dy-
namics in the complex energy regime [46], revealing in-
teresting biorthogonal dynamical quantum phase transi-
tions.

In this paper, we will use the LEs, which are readily
achievable in experiments [47–49], to detect the critical
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FIG. 1. Schematic diagram of Loschmidt echoes. (a) The self-
normal Loschmidt echo LS , (b) The associated biorthogonal
Loschmidt echo LA. Blue symbols represents the right eigen-
states, and yellow symbols denotes their associated states.

phenomena [50] and critical exponents of Yang-Lee edge
singularities [29] understood as exceptional points. We
implement biorthogonal LEs in the associated bases and
study their responses in both the non-Hermitian trans-
verse field Ising model and the Yang-Lee model. Our
analysis reveals that the Yang-Lee edge singularity can
be characterized by the dynamical signatures of different
phases, offering a direct observation of Yang-Lee edge
singularities in non-Hermitian many-body systems.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec.II, we intro-
duce the concepts of the self-normal Loschmidt echo and
the associated-biorthogonal Loschmidt echo. In Sec.III,
we present the results for the non-Hermitian transversed
field Ising model. In Sec.IV, we introduce and analyze
phase transitions in the Yang-Lee model. In Sec.V, we
summarize our results.

II. LOSCHMIDT ECHOES

In a Hermitian system, the LE measures the probabil-
ity that the time-evolved state returns to the initial state,
which is defined as [35],

L(λf , λi, t) = |⟨ψn(λi)|ψn(λf , λi, t)⟩|2, (1)

where |ψn(λi)⟩ denotes the initial state, which is the
nth eigenstate of the Hamiltonian H(λ) at parameter
λi, and |ψn(λf , λi, t)⟩ represents the time-evolved state
of |ψn(λi)⟩ following a quench from H(λi) to H(λf ).

For non-Hermitian systems, where the Hamiltonian is
non-Hermitian, H(λ) ̸= H†(λ), we obtain two sets of
eigenstates, namely the right eigenstates |ψR

n (λ)⟩ and the
left eigenstates |ψL

n (λ)⟩, dubbed as biorthogonal eigen-

vectors, from the eigenvalue equations [45],

H(λ)|ψR
n (λ)⟩ = ϵn(λ)|ψR

n (λ)⟩, (2)

H†(λ)|ψL
n (λ)⟩ = ϵ∗n(λ)|ψL

n (λ)⟩, (3)

where ϵn(λ) and ϵ∗n(λ) represent the nth right and left
eigenvalues. It is known that biorthogonal eigenvectors
satisfy both the completeness relation [45],∑

n

|ψR
n (λ)⟩⟨ψL

n (λ)| = 1, (4)

and the biorthogonal relation [45],

⟨ψL
m(λ)|ψR

n (λ)⟩ = δm,n. (5)

The time-evolved states of |ψR
0 (λi)⟩ and |ψL

0 (λi)⟩ in
biorthogonal bases under a quench from λi to λf are
given by [40],

|ψR
0 (λf , λi, t)⟩ = e−iHf t|ψR

0 (λi)⟩, (6)

|ψL
0 (λf , λi, t)⟩ = e−iH†

f t|ψL
0 (λi)⟩. (7)

We note that in our study, we focus on the perturba-
tion of the system (a small quench δλ = λf − λi). The
Hamiltonian used for the time evolution is given by,

H(λf ) = H(λi) + δH(λ). (8)

Here, δH(λ) depends on changes of the parameter δλ.
Naturally, one may define two types of LEs: the self-

normal LE [c.f. Figs.1(a)],

LS(λf , λi, t) = ⟨ψR
0 (λi)|ψR

0 (λf , λi, t)⟩⟨ψR
0 (λf , λi, t)|ψR

0 (λi)⟩,
(9)

using only right eigenstates |ψR
0 (λ)⟩, and the biorthogo-

nal LE,

LB(λf , λi, t) = ⟨ψL
0 (λi)|ψR

0 (λf , λi, t)⟩⟨ψL
0 (λf , λi, t)|ψR

0 (λi)⟩.
(10)

using both right eigenstates |ψR
0 (λ)⟩ and left eigenstates

|ψL
0 (λ)⟩.
It is expected that the biorthogonal LE should describe

the phase transition [40], as a non-Hermitian Hamilto-
nian is diagonalized in biorthogonal bases. In fact, it does
describe phase transitions in the real-energy regime [40].
However, in the complex-energy regime, the biorthogonal
LE, LB(λf , λi, t), becomes meaningless. This is because
the biorthogonal LE, as defined in Eq.(10), is unitary,
whereas a non-Hermitian system evolves non-unitarily in
the complex-energy regime.

In order to describe time evolution of the LE in the
complex-energy regime within the biorthogonal bases, we
introduce associated states as outlined in Ref.[45, 46].
For a right eigenstate |ψR

0 ⟩, we consider it as a superpo-
sition of a series of eigenstates and define the associated
state |ψ̃L

0 ⟩ using the operation,

|ψR
0 ⟩ =

∑
n

cn|ϕRn ⟩ → |ψ̃L
0 ⟩ =

∑
n

cn|ϕLn⟩, (11)
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FIG. 2. Time evolutions of LEs of the NHTI model. (a)(b)
Self-normal and associated-biorthogonal LEs with respect to
γ and t. (c)(d) Self-normal and associated-biorthogonal LEs
at t = 100, where the LEs exhibit a sudden change at γ = ±1,
signaling a phase transition.

where the coefficient cn = ⟨ϕLn |ψR
0 ⟩ is the same as in

⟨ψ̃L
0 | =

∑
n c

∗
n⟨ϕLn |. Here, |ϕRn ⟩ and |ϕLn⟩ forms a biorthog-

onal basis and |ψ̃L⟩ denotes the associated state.
The biorthogonal LE in the associated state bases,

dubbed as the associated-biorthogonal LE, is defined as
[c.f. Figs.1(b)]:

LA(λf , λi, t) = ⟨ψ̃L
0 (λi)|ψR

0 (λf , λi, t)⟩⟨ψ̃L
0 (λf , λi, t)|ψR

0 (λi)⟩.
(12)

It is important to note that the associated state
|ψ̃L(λf , λi, t)⟩ is determined by equation (11), rather
than equation (7).

III. NON-HERMITIAN TRANSVERSED FIELD
ISING MODEL

In the realm of Hermitian systems, the transverse field
Ising model serves as a standard benchmark for the study
of phase transitions. We now explore a one-dimensional
non-Hermitian extension of this model, described by the
Hamiltonian [40, 51–54]:

H = −
N∑
j=1

Jσx
j σ

x
j+1 +

N∑
j=1

λ(σz
j + iγσy

j ), (13)

where a complex field is introduced along the y-direction.
In this non-Hermitian transversed field Ising (NHTI)
model, J ≥ 0 denotes the strength of interaction between
adjacent spins in the x-direction, defining the ferromag-
netic coupling. λ denotes the strength of the transverse
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FIG. 3. Time evolutions of LEs of the Yang-Lee model. (a)(b)
Self-normal and associated-biorthogonal LEs for N = 12, λ =
0.6 with respect to h and t. Here, δt = 1 and δh = 0.001
are used. (c)(d) Self-normal and associated-biorthogonal LEs
at t = 40, where the LEs exhibit a change around hN =
0.104, signaling a phase transition. Here, the blue circle and
red square symbols represent the numerical data without and
with disorders (by averaging over 10 disorder pertubations),
respectively. The green dashed line in (c) denotes the linear
fit, serving as a guide for the eye. Through the critical point,
hN = 0.104, the system undergoes a transition from the PT
symmetric phase to the PT -symmetry broken phase.

field, whereas γ introduces an additional field that quan-
tifies the non-Hermiticity in the system. Here, σx

j , σ
y
j , σ

z
j

denote the Pauli matrices along x, y, z-directions at lat-
tice site j. Throughout the paper, we impose periodic
boundary conditions such that σx,y,z

L+1 = σx,y,z
1 , where N

represents the length of the chain.
The NHTI model can be solved exactly using a simi-

larity transformation [40, 51–54]. It is known that this
model exhibits an exceptional point at γ = ±1 [40, 51–
54]. To determine if the LEs can capture this phase
transition, we compute both the self-normal LE and the
associated-biorthogonal LE in the NHTI model, where
δλ ≡ δγ. We use equation (2) to obtain right eigenstates
varying γ from −2 to 2 at N = 8, J = 1 and λ = 0.5 and
identify the right eigenstate with the lowest real part of
the energy as the ground state, |ψR

0 ⟩ during the simula-
tions. The time-evolved state, |ψR

0 (t)⟩ is then obtained
using Equation (6). The associated states |ψ̃L

0 ⟩, |ψ̃L
0 (t)⟩,

used for calculating the associated-biorthogonal LE, are
derived from Equation (11).

In the PT symmetric regime (|γ| < 1), where the
eigenvalues are real, we observe that both the self-normal
LE and the associated-biorthogonal LE remain consis-
tently close to one throughout the time evolution [c.f.
Figs.2]. In the PT -symmetry broken regime, where the
eigenvalues become complex and appear in conjugate
pairs, we observe that both the self-normal LE and the
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TABLE I. Critical points of the Yang-Lee model for λ ranging
from 0.1 to 0.9 in the thermodynamic limit. Here hLE, hMPRG,
hED and hTNR represent the critical points hc obtained from
the LEs, the matrix product renormalization group (MPRG)
[16], the exact diagonalization (ED) [13] and the Loop tensor
network renormalization (TNR) [17] methods, respectively.

λ hLE(our work) hMPRG hED hTNR

0.1 0.6360 0.636 0.6366 0.6366
0.2 0.4579 0.457 0.4585 0.4585
0.3 0.3300 0.328 0.3300 0.3300
0.4 0.2317 0.230 0.2320 0.2320
0.5 0.1561 0.154 0.1562 0.1562
0.6 0.0985 0.095 0.0981 0.0981
0.7 0.0579 0.052 0.0548 0.0548
0.8 0.0292 0.021 0.0247 0.0247
0.9 0.0119 - 0.0065 0.0065

associated-biorthogonal LE decay rapidly to zero during
time evolution [c.f. Figs.2]. A notable change in behavior
is observed at the exceptional point, clearly indicating a
phase transition at γ = ±1.

IV. YANG-LEE MODEL

The Yang-Lee model [3, 4], proposed by Yang and
Lee, extends the Ising model to explore the nature of
phase transitions. It specifically investigates critical be-
haviors and phase transitions within the complex param-
eter plane. The Yang-Lee model is a non-Hermitian Ising
model whose Hamiltonian is given by [12–17]:

H = −
N∑
j=1

(λσx
j σ

x
j+1 + ihσx

j + σz
j ), (14)

where λ denotes the strength of the nearest-neighbor in-
teraction along x-direction, and h represents an external
complex magnetic field, which can be interpreted as the
contribution from dissipation acting on the system. This
model undergoes a phase transition [12–17], with the crit-
ical point referred to as the Yang-Lee edge singularity.
In contrast to the NHTI model, the Yang-Lee model is a
non-integrable model that cannot be solved exactly. In-
stead, it is analyzed using the framework of non-unitary
conformal field theory (CFT) [5–7]. Additionally, nu-
merical simulations [12–17] have confirmed the results
predicted by non-unitary CFT. In the following, we will
focus on the dynamical description of the Yang-Lee edge
singularity through LEs, which are more easily realizable
in experiments [47–49].

In the Yang-Lee model, the Yang-Lee edge singularity
is an exceptional point [12–17]. Specifically, in the PT
symmetric regime, the eigenvalues are real. Conversely,
in the PT -symmetry broken regime, the eigenvalues be-
come complex and appear in conjugate pairs. This should
lead to distinct dynamical behaviors, as demonstrated in
the NHTI model. To evaluate the validity of this ar-
gument, we compute both the self-normal LE and the
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FIG. 4. (a) Phase diagram of the Yang-Lee model as func-
tions of λ and h. In this phase diagram, the red dot denotes
the critical values hLE obtained from the LEs in the thermo-
dynamic limit. The yellow region signifies the PT -symmetric
phase, while the purple region represents the PT -symmetry
broken phase. The solid line (served a guide for the eye)
between these regions marks the Yang-Lee singularity edge.
(b) Finite-size scaling of critical values hN with respect to
the reciprocal of lattice size N at λ = 0.6. Here, the circles
represent the critical values hN for finite lattice sizes, while
the solid line is the fitting curve obtained using Eq.(15) with
β = 12/5, yielding the critical value shown in (a).

associated-biorthogonal LE with h ranging from 0.08 to
0.13, using δλ ≡ δh for N = 12 at λ = 0.6. The results
of the LEs are presented in Figs.3. We observe that,
similar to the NHTI model, the associated-biorthogonal
LE decays rapidly from an initial value of one to zero,
while the self-normal LE exhibits an approximately lin-
ear decay. Moreover, the behavior of the LEs is examined
for robustness against random perturbations of the form
iϵσx

j , where ϵ is uniformly distributed within the interval
[−δh, δh] [c.f. Figs.3(c) and (d)]. Critical points are de-
termined by the intersection of the linear decay line with
LS = 1 and the point closest to LA = 1/2, respectively.
Interestingly, both LE methods indicate the critical point
hN = 0.104.

However, we note that the critical point hN = 0.104
[see Appendix A] for the N = 12 lattice sites is slightly
larger than the critical value hc = 0.0981 in the ther-
modynamic limit [13, 17]. The difference arises from the
finite-size effect. To more accurately locate the Yang-Lee
edge singularity, we perform simulations for both LEs
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with N = 4, 6, 8, 10, 12 by varying h and λ. The critical
values for each N are presented in Table A1 in Appendix
A. The critical values, hLE, in the thermodynamic limit
are obtained from finite-size scaling, given by:

hN = hLE + aN−β (15)

where β is the critical exponent, which is β = 12/5 ac-
cording to non-unitary CFT [5–7, 12, 13, 34]. The phase
diagram of the Yang-Lee model is presented in Figs.4(a).
Specifically, the numerical data and the fitting curve for
λ = 0.6 are presented in Figs.4(b), which are consis-
tent with the analytical result from non-unitary CFT and
other numerical results [5–7, 12–17, 34].

It is noteworthy that the critical values hLE derived
from the LEs for λ < 0.7 more closely match the nu-
merical critical points hc obtained from other methods,
compared to the case where λ > 0.7 (see Table I).
This discrepancy arises because, for λ > 0.7, the crit-
ical point is nearer to the Ising transition, resulting in
weaker non-Hermiticity. As a result, non-unitary time
evolution is less sensitive in this regime compared to
λ < 0.7. Additionally, it is observed that the associated-
biorthogonal LE is more sensitive than the self-normal
LE near the exceptional points. We note that it is fea-
sible to compute the self-normal LEs using the time-
evolving block decimation method [55] beyond unitary
evolution [41]. However, numerically calculating the as-
sociated biorthogonal-biorthogonal LEs for large systems
is more challenging, as determining the associated state
requires the entire set of eigenvectors for constructing the
projector.

Finally, we briefly discuss the experimental implemen-
tation of the self-normal LEs in the Yang-Lee model, fol-
lowing a protocol similar to the realization of dynami-
cal quantum phase transitions in Hermitian systems [47].
First, the initial state is prepared as the ground state of
the initial Hamiltonian H0 at h = h0. Second, the system
is suddenly switched to the Hamiltonian Hf with a small
change δh, and it evolves according to Eq.(6). Third, the
self-normal LEs, which represent the return probabilities
to the ground state, are measured at discrete times. By
varying the initial state with different values of h0 and re-
peating these steps, experimental data can be obtained,
as shown in Figs.3. The properties of the Yang-Lee edge
singularity are then analyzed using finite-size scaling the-

ory, as demonstrated in Figs.4(b).

V. CONCLUSION

In summary, we have explored the concepts of both the
self-normal LE and the associated-biorthogonal LE to an-
alyze phase transitions in non-Hermitian systems. Our
investigation reveals that LEs can exhibit fundamentally
different behaviors in both the real-energy and complex-
energy regimes. This distinction, particularly near the
exceptional point, facilitates the detection of phase tran-
sitions and critical exponents. Our findings highlight that
LEs serve as excellent indicators for describing the Yang-
Lee edge singularity, aligning well with other theoretical
predictions.

Furthermore, we have demonstrated that the NHTI
model lacks finite-size scaling, whereas the Yang-Lee
models exhibit pronounced finite-size scaling. This dif-
ference suggests that the exceptional points in the NHTI
model and the Yang-Lee models are distinct. Although
we show that Yang-Lee edge singularities can be studied
as exceptional points, the one-to-one correspondence be-
tween many-body exceptional points and Yang-Lee edge
singularities is still not well established. Exploring a
general correspondence between exceptional points and
Yang-Lee edge singularities would be a highly interest-
ing avenue for future research. In addition, the univer-
sality class of the exceptional points in non-Hermitian
many-body systems would be another interesting topic
for future study.

Note added.- During the review process of our work,
we became aware of a related study [56] that explores the
correspondence between exceptional points and Yang-Lee
edge singularities, based on the quantum-classical corre-
spondence.
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Appendix A: Numerical data for finite systems

In this appendix, we present the detailed numerical results of the critical points hN of the Yang-Lee model for finite
systems, as calculated from the LEs. The data are obtained by varying the system size N from 6 to 12.

TABLE A1. Critical points hN with respect to λ, ranging from 0.1 to 0.9.
λ hN=6 hN=8 hN=10 hN=12

0.1 0.642 0.639 0.638 0.637
0.2 0.469 0.464 0.461 0.460
0.3 0.345 0.338 0.334 0.333
0.4 0.252 0.242 0.237 0.236
0.5 0.181 0.169 0.163 0.161
0.6 0.128 0.114 0.107 0.104
0.7 0.088 0.074 0.067 0.063
0.8 0.060 0.046 0.039 0.034
0.9 0.041 0.027 0.021 0.017


	Dynamical signatures of the Yang-Lee edge singularity in non-Hermitian systems
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Loschmidt echoes
	Non-Hermitian transversed field Ising model
	Yang-Lee Model
	Conclusion
	Acknowledgments
	References
	Numerical data for finite systems


