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It is well established that the entanglement entropy of a critical system generally scales loga-
rithmically with system size. Yet, in this work, we report a new class of non-Hermitian critical
transitions that exhibit dramatic divergent dips in their entanglement entropy scaling, strongly vio-
lating conventional logarithmic behavior. Dubbed scaling-induced exceptional criticality (SIEC), it
transcends existing non-Hermitian mechanisms such as exceptional bound states and non-Hermitian
skin effect (NHSE)-induced gap closures, which are nevertheless still governed by logarithmic entan-
glement scaling. Key to SIEC is its strongly scale-dependent spectrum, where eigenbands exhibit an
exceptional crossing only at a particular system size. As such, the critical behavior is dominated by
how the generalized Brillouin zone (GBZ) sweeps through the exceptional crossing with increasing
system size, and not just by the gap closure per se. We provide a general approach for constructing
SIEC systems based on the non-local competition between heterogeneous NHSE pumping directions,
and show how a scale-dependent GBZ can be analytically derived to excellent accuracy. Beyond 1D
free fermions, SIEC is expected to occur more prevalently in higher-dimensional or even interacting
systems, where antagonistic NHSE channels generically proliferate. SIEC-induced entanglement
dips generalize straightforwardly to kinks in other entanglement measures such as Renyi entropy,
and serve as spectacular demonstrations of how algebraic and geometric singularities in complex
band structures manifest in quantum information.

Introduction.– Entanglement scaling behavior provides
an established diagnostic for critical phase transitions.
Deeply rooted in boundary conformal field theory [1–
9], it universally associates logarithmic entanglement en-
tropy (EE) scaling S ∼ logL with 1D criticality [10–
24]. This seminal scaling property has also seen gener-
alizations to higher-dimensional and topological systems,
where midgap modes and nodal structures contribute dis-
tinctive signatures to the entanglement scaling [25–38],
some with measurable prospects [39–46].

Of late, established results in critical entanglement
scaling have been challenged in non-Hermitian con-
texts [10–24]. In so-called exceptional points (EPs) [47–
59], geometric defectiveness blurs the distinction between
occupied and unoccupied bands and probability non-
conservation leads to fermionic occupancies effectively
greater than one, giving rise to enigmatically negative
free-fermion EE through the 2-point function [60–66].
This is further exacerbated by the non-Hermitian skin
effect (NHSE) [67–94], which produces macroscopically
many highly defective eigenstates indexed by complex
momenta [51, 73, 95–127]. Yet, despite these complica-
tions, all known non-Hermitian free-fermion critical sys-
tems still exhibit the celebrated S ∼ logL scaling.

In this work, we unveil a peculiar new class of non-
Hermitian critical transitions which departs dramatically
from logarithmic entanglement scaling. Dubbed scaling-
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induced exceptional criticality (SIEC), it involves excep-
tional critical crossings that appear only at particular
system sizes Lc, around which the entanglement entropy
experiences characteristically divergent dips. As we shall
elaborate through a rigorous generalized Brillouin zone
(GBZ) construction, such dips can be traced to the break-
ing of scaling invariance which paradoxically lead to the
emergence of supposedly scale-free gapless points.
Log-entanglement scaling from conventional non-
Hermitian criticality.– To appreciate the unconventional
ingredients for our SIEC entanglement dips, we first
review known types of critical scenarios. We write an
arbitrary non-interacting 1D lattice Hamiltonian as

H =
∑
k,µ

Eµ(k)|ψRk,µ⟩⟨ψLk,µ| =
∑
k,µ

Eµ(k)ψ
R
k,µ[ψ

L
k,µ]

∗|k⟩⟨k|,

(1)
where |k⟩ is the quasi-momentum basis state and
|ψRk,µ⟩, ⟨ψLk,µ| are respectively the right and left eigen-
bands [128] of H with band index µ. We stipulate that
fermions occupy an arbitrary set of bands µ ∈ occ., such
that state occupancy is described by the occupied band
projector P =

∑
k,µ∈occ. |ψRk,µ⟩⟨ψLk,µ| =

∑
k Pk|k⟩⟨k|,

where Pk =
∑
µ∈occ. ψ

R
k,µ[ψ

L
k,µ]

∗. For an entanglement
cut where the region [xL, xR] is to be truncated, the
biorthogonal [129] free-fermion EE is given by [19, 23]

S = −Tr[P̄ log P̄ + (I− P̄ ) log
(
I− P̄

)
], (2)

where P̄ = R̄P R̄ is the occupied band projector that is
restricted to x /∈ [xL, xR] by the real-space projector R̄ =∑
x/∈[xL,xR] |x⟩⟨x|. In real-space, P̄ is a block Toeplitz
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FIG. 1. Uniqueness of scaling-induced exceptional critical (SIEC) transitions in violating logarithmic entanglement scaling.
(a) For a Hermitian critical point K0, eigenmomentum states (black dots) simply become denser and approach K0 (red) as the
system size L increases (cyan arrows), such that the closest approach ∆Kmin ∼ π/L (brown curve), giving rise to S ∼ logL
(black curve). (b) Conventional logarithmic EE scaling from usual ∆Kmin ∼ π/L eigenmomentum convergence still governs an
exceptional non-Hermitian critical point K0, albeit with a negative coefficient (S ∼ − logL) due to divergent 2-point functions
at exceptional criticality where r → 0 (dark purple). (c) Logarithmic EE scaling also persists under the NHSE, since we still
have ∆Kmin ∼ π/L in the generalized Brillouin zone (GBZ) z = eiK(k). (d) By contrast, in our SIE-critical (SIEC) systems,
the spectrum and GBZ themselves change with L (expanding cyan arrows), exhibiting critical touching K0 (dark purple) only
at a particular L = ⌊Lc⌋. This leads to peculiar ∆Kmin scaling and a characteristic entanglement dip in S.

matrix with nonvanishing blocks P̄xx′ = ⟨x|P̄ |x′⟩ (for
x, x′ /∈ [xL, xR]) given by the Fourier transform

P̄xx′ =
∑
k

eik(x
′−x)

∑
µ∈occ.

ψRk,µ[ψ
L
k,µ]

∗ =
∑
k

eik(x
′−x)Pk.

(3)

Based on Eq. 3, we first review why the EE scales
like logL in Hermitian critical points, as illustrated in
Fig. 1(a). Consider a critical point K0 (red) where the
gap closes but the eigenspace remains full-rank i.e. non-
defective. Due to the possible mixing of the occupied and
unoccupied eigenstates at gap closure, the occupied band
projector Pk generically become discontinuous i.e. sin-
gular at the critical point. However, due to the discrete
momentum spacing (black dots) which scales like 2π/L
(cyan arrows) in a finite lattice, the momentum sum in
Eq. 3 only samples Pk down to a distance ∆k = k −K0

bounded below by ∆Kmin ∼ π/L (brown curve) from the
critical point i.e. P̄xx′ ∼

∫
π/L

ei∆k(x
′−x)P∆k d(∆k) with a

UV cutoff π/L. Since analytic singularities lead to power-
law decay in their Fourier coefficients [130, 131] [132],
we expect Pxx′ , which are also the 2-point functions, to
become long-ranged and cause substantial entanglement
across the cut. Mathematically, this entanglement can
be shown to diverge logarithmically with the inverse of
the UV cutoff [133, 134], thereby yielding S ∼ logL en-
tanglement scaling [135].

Such logL entanglement scaling persists even if the
critical point is geometrically defective (with com-
pletely non-orthogonal eigenstates), as is possible in non-
Hermitian systems, as illustrated in Fig. 1(b). For a
particular band, the overlap between its left and right

eigenstates ⟨ψLk |, |ψRk ⟩ can be quantified through the
phase rigidity [136–139] r(k) =

⟨ψL
k |ψR

k ⟩√
⟨ψL

k |ψL
k ⟩⟨ψR

k |ψR
k ⟩
, which

is always unity in Hermitian systems, but ranging be-
tween 0 ≤ r(k) ≤ 1 in non-Hermitian systems. In par-
ticular, at an exceptional critical point (EP) K0 where
r(K0) = 0 [137] (dark purple), the occupied and unoccu-
pied eigenstates coalesce and the occupied band projector
Pk is not just discontinuous, but in fact divergent. Specif-
ically, one or more matrix elements of Pk can be shown
to diverge with ∆k = k − K0 as (∆k)−B , which scales
with ∆Kmin ∼ LB , the model-dependent exponent B re-
lated to the order of the EP [63, 66]. Such divergences
in Pk have also been recently shown to lead to S ∼ logL
entanglement scaling, albeit with a negative coefficient
determined by B [63, 66], as presented in Supp. Sect. I
.

Another key non-Hermitian phenomenon is the non-
Hermitian skin effect (NHSE), but below we explain why
the critical logL EE scaling still generically holds, as
shown for the prototypical gapless non-Hermitian SSH
[Fig. 1(c)] and other longer-ranged asymmetric hopping
models I. In general, NHSE "skin" states can be modeled
with exponentially decaying state profiles eikxe−κ(k)x for
each wavenumber k, the inverse decay length κ(k) de-
termined through detailed boundary condition analy-
sis [96, 99][140]. As such, the periodic and open boundary
condition (PBC and OBC) eigenstates are approximately
related through a complex quasi-momentum deformation
k → K(k) = k + iκ(k), such that ψRk,µ → ψRK,µ. This
path K(k), k ∈ [0, 2π) is known as the generalized Bril-
louin zone (GBZ), and can be visualized as a closed loop
z = eiK(k) that deviates from the unit circle eik due to
the NHSE, as illustrated in Fig. 1(c).
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Importantly, the modified entanglement entropy due to
the NHSE can be directly computed through this GBZ
deformation, since the eigen-equations for the left and
right eigenstates depend on K(k) according to [141]

H(K)|ψRK,µ⟩ = Eµ(K)|ψRK,µ⟩
H†(K∗)|ψLK∗,µ⟩ = E∗

µ(K
∗)|ψLK∗,µ⟩, (4)

such that in the presence of skin state accumulation,
Pk →

∑
µ∈occ.

|ψRK,µ⟩[|ψLK∗,µ⟩]† = PK . As such, replacing

Pk in Eq. 3 by PK , we obtain the 2-point functions under
the NHSE as

P̄xx′ −−−−→
NHSE

∑
k

eik(x
′−x)PK(k)=k+iκ(k). (5)

Note that the Fourier sum for P̄xx′ is still with respect
to k (and not K) because the NHSE does not alter
the definition of the basis transform between real- and
momentum-space. If PK encounters a singularity K0

along the GBZ path K(k), then, like the above cases,
the system would be critical and the EE would scale like

|S| ∼ | log∆Kmin|, (6)

where ∆Kmin is determined [142] by the closest approach
of K(2πn/(L+ 1)), n = 1, ..., L to the singularity. Since
∆Kmin would still scale like L−1 (brown curve) except
in rare cases with sufficiently badly behaved K(k) [143],
the key takeaway is that the NHSE itself cannot give rise
to critical entanglement scaling other than S ∼ logL.
Unconventional criticality from scale-dependent GBZ.–
We have seen that two prominent non-Hermitian phe-
nomena – exceptional point (EP) defectiveness and the
NHSE – cannot by themselves lead to violations of logL
entanglement scaling. This is because the closest ap-
proach to the critical point K0 obeys ∆Kmin ∼ L−1 for
all but the most pathological GBZ paths K(k).

In this work, a key insight is that qualitatively new
entanglement scaling can however occur if the GBZ tra-
jectory K(k) also depends on L i.e. is scale-dependent.
As L increases, ∆Kmin may vary non-monotonically with
L, reaching a minimum when the K(k) cuts across a
singularity K0, as highlighted in Fig. 1(d) in red. The
GBZ loop eiK(2πn/(L+1)), n = 1, ..., L expands with in-
creasing L (outward cyan arrows on loop of black dots),
such that it intersects K0 (dark purple) only at a special
value of L = Lc. As such, we have rapid unconven-
tional ∆Kmin ∝ |L − Lc| scaling around L ≈ Lc (kink
on brown curve). Since S ∼ − log∆Kmin, we thus also
expect logL-violating EE scaling.

For such unconventional entanglement scaling, the sys-
tem must meet the following conditions: (i) it must sup-
port qualitatively distinct dynamics at small L and large
L, such as to have very different spectra and hence GBZs
in these limits; (ii) it must possess at least two bands
(components) to exhibit an exceptional critical transition
between these limits.

Condition (i) can be generically met by weakly cou-
pling two finite 1D NHSE chains ν = I, II with oppositely
directed NHSE pumping to induce inter-chain tunneling
[Fig. 2(a)]. As an important departure from usual litera-
ture, we label their basis |x⟩ν , |k⟩ν in opposite directions
[Fig. 2(a)], such that both chains are described by the
same Hamiltonian H. This labeling, which assigns the
momentum k based on the NHSE pumping, would turn
out instrumental in our GBZ construction. Our system,
with weak coupling δ, takes the form

H =

L∑
x,x′=1

Hxx′ |x⟩I⟨x′|I +
L∑

x,x′=1

Hxx′ |x⟩II⟨x′|II

+δ

L∑
x=1

[
|x⟩I⟨L+ 1− x|II + |L+ 1− x⟩II⟨x|I

]
=
∑
k;ν

Hk|k⟩ν⟨k|ν + δ
∑
k

[
|k⟩I⟨−k|II + | − k⟩II⟨k|I

]
, (7)

where the last line describes only the bulk structure. Cru-
cially, skin states grow exponentially with distance L in
each chain, concomitantly enhancing the effective inter-
chain tunneling probability. At small L, we have two ef-
fectively uncoupled OBC chains (faint double-arrows in
Fig. 2(a)). But at large L, the exponentially larger tun-
neling probabilities (dark blue double-arrows) effectively
close the two antagonistic chains into a loop, forming
a PBC-like configuration. This construction indeed pro-
duces a distinctively scale-dependent spectrum, as shown
in Fig. 2(b) for a minimal illustrative model with coupled

HSSH(k) = (tL + e−ik)σ+ + (tR + eik)σ− (8)

chains, where σ± = (σx ± iσy)/2 are the Pauli matrices
(see Fig. 4 and the supplement sect. I for other examples).

While no exact analytic solution exists for the GBZ
of generic H [Eq. 7], below we outline a general proce-
dure for deriving an approximate GBZ that nevertheless
captures its scaling properties accurately:

1. First, for an isolated chain H, solve Det(Hk−E I) = 0
to obtain the bulk dispersion of H i.e. relation be-
tween z = eik and energy E.

2. Solve the above dispersion polynomial and obtain
all possible solutions zi for any given E. For each
zi, obtain the corresponding eigenstates |ζ(zi)⟩I and
|ζ(zi)⟩II based on H and HT . While values of E that
satisfy the conventional GBZ condition |zi| = |zj |,
i ̸= j correspond to the OBC spectrum of an isolated
chain, this condition will be severely violated for the
coupled system H, even with tiny δ ̸= 0.

3. Introduce the inter-chain coupling δ and solve the
OBC eigenequation H |ΨGBZ⟩ = E |ΨGBZ⟩ for
both coupled chains using the ansatz |ΨGBZ⟩ =∑
i ci

L∑
x=1

zxi |ζ(zi)⟩I ⊕ zL+1−x
i |ζ(zi)⟩II, where ci are

linear combination coefficients to be eliminated. The
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FIG. 2. Scaling-dependent critical spectrum and GBZ
from antagonistic NHSE. (a) Our construction [Eq. 7] in-
volves weakly coupling two chains H with opposite NHSE
and momentum label k. Only for sufficiently long chains
(Right) is the NHSE strong enough to effectively close the
two chains into a loop with PBC-like dynamics. (b) Strongly
L-dependent spectrum which undergoes a gapped to gapless
exceptional critical transition at L = 47 ≈ Lc (cyan). (c)
The corresponding L-dependent GBZ z = eiK(k) (colored
loops), which pass through the critical point K0 (where phase
rigidity r(z) = 0) when L sweeps pass Lc. Parameters are
δ = 8.4× 10−4 and tL = 1.62, tR = 0.89 in Eq. 8.

idea is to express the δ coupling terms entirely in
terms of the OBC boundary contributions, both of
which are what did not exist in the single-chain bulk
solution in (2) above.

4. From the above, solve for the full GBZ solutions zi
in terms of L, δ and H model parameters, eliminat-
ing E using the bulk dispersion from (1) if necessary.
Due to the zL+1−x

i factor in our ansatz, which arises
from the antagonistic momenta in Eq. 7, the GBZs zi
typically satisfy a L-degree polynomial involving the
model parameters, leading to generic ∼ 1/L-th power
scaling of zi with δ.

This GBZ effectively encapsulates the non-perturbative
effects of the coupling δ through the scale-dependent
complex deformation K(k), henceforth allowing proper-
ties of the full system H to be computed just through
a single chain H. As detailed in Supplement sect. I and
plotted in [Fig. 2(c)], the dominant scale-dependent GBZ
for our minimal example HSSH [Eq. 8] [144] scales like

z1 = eiK(k) ∼ (α0δ)
1/(L+1)eik, (9)

α0 a model-dependent constant. Eq. 9 accurately pre-
dicts the spectrum of H(k) upon substituting k →
−i log z1 [Fig. 2(b)]. Correctly associating the antagonis-
tic directions with opposite momenta [Eq. 7] was crucial
in deriving this scaling-dependent GBZ and spectrum,
which cannot be analytically derived as a function of L
using conventional approaches [102, 105, 112, 118, 145,
146].
SIEC and entanglement dip.– Our L-dependent GBZ can
give rise to a new phenomenon dubbed “scaling-induced
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FIG. 3. Entanglement dip from SIEC. (a) Spikes in the P̄
eigenvalues p occur near L ≈ Lc [Eq. 10] for different inter-
chain couplings δ = 0.83 × 10−3, 1.6843 × 10−3 and 3.03 ×
10−3 (green, black and purple respectively) of Eq. 8, with
hopping asymmetries tL, tR = 1.2e±0.3. (b) Corresponding
entanglement dips at these L ≈ Lc, with characteristic S ∼
(Lc−L)−1/2 behavior for L < Lc. (c) Depth of entanglement
dips in the parameter space of tL/tR, δ and the system sizes
L realizing them, with large dips of Smin ≤ −3 along narrow
bands separating regions of different L.

exceptional criticality” (SIEC) if the GBZ loop eiK(k)

sweeps through an EP (where r(K) = 0, dark purple in
Fig. 2(c)) when L is varied across a special value Lc. For
our illustrative HSSH and related models I, substituting
Eq. 9 into HSSH(K(k)) and demanding that it reduces to
the Jordan form σ− at the EP yields

Lc = −α0δ/ log tR − 1, (10)

Kc = K|L=Lc = π +
iα0δ

L+ 1
, (11)

which accurately predicts when the exceptional transition
occurs, corroborated by numerical results in Fig. 2(b). As
Lc is typically non-integer, actual lattice H models with
integer L experience dramatic SIEC divergences when
L→ Lc, as controlled by [147]

∆K = K(k)−Kc ≈ (k − π) + iδ
α0(Lc − L)

L2
c

, (12)

such that I HSSH(K) ≈ (tL − t−1
R )σ+ − itR∆Kσ−

for L ≈ Lc, with the expected square root cusp
in its eigenenergies ±ESSH(K) = ±

√
i(1− tLtR)∆K .

In particular, its occupied band projector, which as-
sumes the form P (K) = (I − H(K)/E(K))/2 for
2-component models, has divergent off-diagonal term
−
√
i(tL − t−1

R )/4tR∆K σ+. Hence, with k = π, we ob-
tain the unique scaling divergence

P ∼ −

√
tL − 1/tR
4tRα0δ

Lc√
Lc − L

σ+ , (13)

which, unlike in conventional critical scenarios of
Figs. 1(b,c), diverges due to L → Lc rather than van-
ishing momentum spacings. This square-root divergence
shows up in the P̄ spectrum near L ≈ Lc [Fig. 3(a),
also see I] which in turn translates to a characteristic
S ∼ 1/

√
|Lc − L| divergence in the EE which we call the

entanglement dip [Fig. 3(b)] [148].
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(c) H = tLσ+ + (0.6 + 0.12i+ z + 0.1z−2)σ− (right), all with
weak inter-chain coupling δ = 1.6×10−3 and tL, tR = 1.2e±0.3

(here, L increases from top to bottom). (d) While their GBZs
can be irregularly-shaped, entanglement dips in S consistently
emerge at values of L where the GBZ loop intersects the crit-
ical point K0 (red).

While such entanglement dips can in principle be in-
finitely deep, in practice its depth is limited by the how
closely Lc approaches an integer. Shown in Fig. 3(c) is
the minimal entanglement Smin as the hopping asym-
metry tL/tR and inter-chain coupling δ are varied. For
each lattice size L, the EE dip becomes particularly deep
along curves in parameter space (dark pink), even reach-
ing Smin ≈ −3 in the region shown.
Generality of entanglement dips.– SIEC and entangle-
ment dips are not limited to the coupled HSSH chains
explicitly computed so far. They are expected to show up

whenever the spectrum depends on L, and becomes gap-
less at an EP at a special L ≈ Lc. This requires a scale-
dependent GBZ that can be generically designed by cou-
pling subsystems with competing NHSE pumping. Pre-
sented in Fig. 4 are other models containing oppositely-
directed NHSE channels, albeit with lower symmetry.
Evidently, they all exhibit scale-dependent GBZs, and
importantly exhibit entanglement dips at L ≈ Lc when-
ever the GBZ encounters a critical point K0 (red).
Discussion.– We have uncovered a new class of critical
transitions marked by characteristic S ∼ (Lc − L)−1/2

EE dips, departing from the almost-universal S ∼ logL
critical scaling for free fermions, Hermitian or otherwise.
Its peculiar scaling behavior originates from the scale-
dependence of the GBZ itself, which fundamentally alters
how a critical point can be approached.

Physically, such dramatically suppressed EE represent
the unique non-conservation of probability from antag-
onistic non-Hermitian pumping, which never occurs in
ordinary NHSE processes where the gain/loss can be
"gauged away" with a basis redefinition. Beyond the EE,
entanglement dips also translate to kinks in the Renyi en-
tropy, whose measurement prospects we discuss in I.
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Supplementary Materials

I. HOW TO OBTAIN THE SYSTEM SIZE-DEPENDENT EFFECTIVE GBZ AND SPECTRUM

Recent work has revealed the crucial importance of the generalized Brillouin zones (GBZ) in describing non-
Hermitian lattice Hamiltonians open boundary conditions (OBCs) [71, 73, 150]. For a given Hamiltonian H(z) where
z = exp(ik), the two roots z of the characteristic (dispersion) equation det(H(z)−E) = 0 with equal absolute values
|z| represents two “standing wave” solutions that can be superposed to satisfy OBCs at both ends. This is the typical
way the GBZ is defined [69, 73, 96, 99, 101, 151–156].

However, there exist many systems where the usual GBZ approach gives a poor approximation to the actual nu-
merical spectrum. Consider two weakly coupled chains exhibiting the non-Hermitian skin effect (NHSE) in opposite
directions. In the weak coupling limit, we expect the presence of localized skin states at the ends of the individ-
ual chains. Due to the oppositely directed skin effect, these state accumulations must also be oppositely directed.
Consequently, it is not tenable to exploit the same “standing waves” to satisfy the system’s boundary conditions.

In other words, for such systems with competitive skin effect channels, it is not possible to accurately model the
the net skin effect using the usual GBZ approach. Below, we shall present a new alternative approach using different
momentum wavevector directions in different chains, and show that how we can derive a size-dependent GBZ which
accurately considers the effect of the coupling different skin effect channels.

A. Coupled 1D chains with opposite NHSE

We write down a model in which non-Hermitian 1D chains with antagonistic NHSE, denoted by H and H†, are
weakly coupled together by a small coupling parameter δ. In the simplest cases, the coupling acts only between
corresponding pairs of sites in a ladder-like fashion, such that the coupled Hamiltonian takes the form

H =

(
H δI
δI HT

)
, (S1)

where δI is the identity matrix acting in the basis of H or HT , as shown in Fig. S1(a). We specialize H to the
well-known non-Hermitian SSH model [96, 97], which is simple enough for analytic solutions and yet topologically
nontrivial:

H =
∑
n

(
0 1
0 0

)
|n⟩⟨n− 1|+

(
0 tL
tR 0

)
|n⟩⟨n|+

(
0 0
1 0

)
|n⟩⟨n+ 1| . (S2)

By diagonalizing H in the Fourier basis, we obtain eigenenergies

E = ±
√
(tL + 1/z)(tR + z) . (S3)

Under periodic boundary conditions (PBCs), we simply have z = eik where k is the momentum. In the absence of
any NHSE, this should also approximately represent “bulk” spectrum under open boundary conditions (OBCs), since
boundary effects should only affect a subdominant proportional of the eigenstates.

However, it is well-known that due to the NHSE, the boundaries would significantly affect the entire spectrum,
such that we must have [96] z = eik−κ(k) for E(z) to correctly approximate the OBC spectrum. Here, κ(k) represents
the complex deformation of the momentum k → k + iκ(k, κ ∈ R), which is what defines the GBZ.

Here, we first show how to compute the GBZ of fully uncoupled H chains. We note that to satisfy OBCs at both ends
of a 1D chain, an eigenfunction|Ψ⟩ must be a linear combination [96] of at least two different non-Bloch wave functions∑
n z

n
1 (|n,A⟩+ϕz1 |n,B⟩) and

∑
n z

n
2 (|n,A⟩+ϕz2 |n,B⟩), where A,B and n label the sublattices and unit-cells, z1, z2 are

the two solutions of Eq. S3 which satisfy z1z2 = tR/tL, and ϕz1,2 = (tR+z1,2)/E. Crucially, the OBCs ⟨0, B|Ψ⟩ = ⟨L+
1, A|Ψ⟩ = 0 enforce the constraint zL+1

1 ϕz2 = zL+1
2 ϕz1 such that (ϕz1/ϕz2)

1/L ≈ 1. Consequently, for our uncoupled
chain H, the GBZ satisfies |z1| = |z2| and is simply given by

{
z =

√
tR/tL exp(ik)| k = 2mπ

L+1 ,m = 1, 2, · · · , L
}

i.e.

with skin depth κH = 1
2 log |z| = 1

2 log(tR/tL). Its transpose conjugate is an oppositely directed chain HT that
possesses skin depth κH† = −κH = − 1

2 log(tR/tL).
Note that the condition |z1| = |z2|, which is commonly lauded as the GBZ constraint, will no longer be valid once

we consider coupled chains with different NHSE directions.
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Before we discuss the coupled (δ ̸= 0) case, we note that our system possesses spatial inversion symmetry I
represented by

IHI = H, I =
∑
n

(τx ⊗ σx) |L+ 1− n⟩ ⟨n| , (S4)

such that the wave function accumulates similarly at both ends of the chain. This I symmetry is a consequence of
the inversion symmetry between H and H†, and is not fundamental to the general construction of our size-dependent
effective GBZ. However, it offers to simplify the system’s boundary conditions by half, and is thus helpful to obtaining
the analytic results that follow.

B. The new approach: Scale-dependent energies and GBZ

We next derive the size-dependent effective GBZ for two antagonistic NHSE chains coupled by a non-zero but small
δ coupling. Since δ is small, the effect of the coupling term is insufficient to alter the orientations of the NHSE within
each of the two chains, which are in opposite directions. As such, the usual GBZ approach, which assigns the same
decay parameter magnitude |z| to all subsystems (i.e. both chains), is doomed to be inadequate.

Instead, in our approach, we assign the decay parameter z to one chain and 1/z to the other chain. Ultimately,
the OBC eigenstate would in general consist of a linear combination of two or more eigensolutions, which we will
first solve for, separately. Writing each z eigensolution as |φ⟩ =

∑
n,α φα,n |n, α⟩ with sublattice α = A,B(chain I),

A′, B′(chain II), we have φA(B),n = φB′(A′),L+1−n. Concretely,

φA,n = zn, φB,n = ϕzz
n ;

φA′,n = ϕzz
L+1−n, φB′,n = zL+1−n . (S5)

Due to spatial inversion symmetry I, the decay in both chains are exactly equal but opposite – in more generic cases
where the two coupled chains are not related by I, they would need to be separately solved for.

In the above, the assignment of z and 1/z decay parameters to chains I and II only addresses their relative decay
directions. To solve for what value/s the decay parameter z should take, we need to incorporate the weak couplings
and the open boundary conditions. In our approach, the idea is to (i) first solve for the bulk relation between z
and the corresponding eigenenergy E in the uncoupled limit, and then (ii) invoke the weak couplings and boundary
conditions to obtain a size-dependent effective GBZ consistent with that relation.

In our given Hamiltonian H, the full bulk equations take the form
tLφB,n + φB,n−1 + δφA′,n = EφA,n
tRφA,n + φA,n+1 + δφB′,n = EφB,n
tRφB′,n + φB′,n−1 + δφA,n = EφA′,n

tLφA′,n + φA′,n+1 + δφB,n = EφB′,n

I−→
{
tLφB,n + φB,n−1 + δφB,L+1−n = EφA,n
tRφA,n + φA,n+1 + δφA,L+1−n = EφB,n

, (S6)

with site n = 2, 3, · · · , L − 1 and eigenvalue E. Due to I symmetry, the four equations (from two chains with two
sublattices each) are simplified to two equations. Substituting Eq. S5 into the above,{

(−E + (tL + 1/z)ϕz)z
n + ϕzz

L+1−nδ = 0
((tR + z)− Eϕz)z

n + zL+1−nδ = 0
. (S7)

For step (i), we work in the δ ≪ 1 limit and neglect the inter-chain couplings δ to obtain{
(−E + (tL + 1/z)ϕz)z

n ≈ 0
((tR + z)− Eϕz)z

n ≈ 0
⇒
(

−E tL + 1/z
tR + z −E

)(
1
ϕz

)
= (H(z)− E)

(
1
ϕz

)
= 0 . (S8)

Via the same steps as in the previous subsection on a single chain, these bulk equations give (Eq. S3)

E = ±
√
(tL + 1/z)(tR + z) , ϕz =

tR + z

E
=

E

tL + 1/z
, (S9)

which, for a particular eigenvenergy E, corresponds to two 2 solutions z = z1, z2 which satisfy

E2 = (tL + 1/z)(tR + z) , (S10)

tLz
2 + (tRtL + 1− E2)z + tR = 0 . (S11)
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WLOG, we label them in the order |z2| ≤
√
|tR/tL| ≤ |z1| since, according to Vieta’s formulas,

z1z2 = tR/tL . (S12)

Had the 2-component subsystem H(z) existed in isolation, the GBZ solution would just have been given by |z1| = |z2|,
with the OBC skin spectrum given by the set of E satisfying this equality constraint. However, in the presence of (even
very weak) inter-chain couplings, the incorporation of the full boundary conditions will give rise to a very different
constraint from |z1| = |z2|, as we will soon see.

We next proceed to step (ii) where we consider the boundaries at unit-cells 1 and L without neglecting the weak
couplings δ. To satisfy the boundary conditions, we now have to consider an eigensolution that superposes all the
(two) different single-chain GBZ solutions z1, z2 from step (i), we write the ansatz OBC eigenfunction as

|ΨGBZ⟩ = |φz1⟩ − c|φz2⟩ =
L∑
n=1

∑
α=A,B,A′,B′

ψn,α|n, α⟩ =
∑
n




zn1
zn1 ϕz1

zL+1−n
1 ϕz1
zL+1−n
1

− c


zn2

zn2 ϕz2
zL+1−n
2 ϕz2
zL+1−n
2


 |n⟩ , (S13)

where the coefficient c controls the relative amplitude of the z1, z2 non-Bloch contributions. We next substitute this
ansatz Eq. S13 into the open boundary conditions, where ψn,α disappear at n = 0 and L+ 1 (and beyond):

tLψB,1 + δψA′,1 = EψA,1
tRψA,L + δψB′,L = EψB,L
tRψB′,1 + δψA,1 = EψA′,1

tLψA′,L + δψB,L = EψB′,L

I−→
{
δψB,L = EψA,1 − tLψB,1
δψA,1 = EψB,L − tRψA,L

. (S14)

To proceed, the key idea is that the extra terms involving the small inter-chain coupling δ, which were not taken into
account in deriving the bulk z1, z2 solutions, must exactly compensate the missing terms due to the open boundaries.
By explicitly substituting E in terms of z1,2, ϕz1,2 and the hoppings using Eq. S9, we obtain{

(1− δzL1 )ϕz1 = c(1− δzL2 )ϕz2
(zL1 − δ)z1 = c(zL2 − δ)z2

, (S15)

which yields

(1− δzL1 )(z
L
2 − δ)z2ϕz1 = (1− δzL2 )(z

L
1 − δ)z1ϕz2 . (S16)

We comment that z1, z2, which were previously derived under the uncoupled (δ = 0) approximation, has now become
dependent on the coupling δ through E (even though this dependence is hidden behind Eq. S9, which was derived
under the uncoupled approximation). Since the inter-chain couplings are weak, we are safe to assume that they
cannot fundamentally reverse the NHSE direction within each chain. That is, in the case of |tR/tL| < 1, we have
|z2| ≤

√
|tR/tL| ≤ |z1| ≤ 1. Together with δ ≪ 1 and |zj | < 1, we can thus approximate 1 − δzLj ≈ 1 (j = 1, 2),

thereby simplifying the above to

(zL+1
2 − δz2)ϕz1 ≈ (zL+1

1 − δz1)ϕz2 . (S17)

Moving all the δ terms to the right-hand side of the equation,

zL+1
1 ϕz2 − zL+1

2 ϕz1 ≈ δ(z1ϕz2 − z2ϕz1) . (S18)

Recalling that z1z2 = tR/tL, we can further simplify the above into

zL+1
1 ϕz2 −

1

zL+1
1

(
tR
tL

)L+1

ϕz1 ≈ δ(z1ϕz2 − z2ϕz1) , (S19)

that is,

zL+1
1 ≈ δ(z1ϕz2 − z2ϕz1)

2ϕz2
+

√(
δ(z1ϕz2 − z2ϕz1)

2ϕz2

)2

+

(
tR
tL

)L+1
ϕz1
ϕz2

, (S20)

with the larger root chosen since |z2| ≤
√
|tR/tL| ≤ |z1| ≤ 1.

Below, we highlight two extreme but highly relevant cases:
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• δ ≪ tLR/t
L
L, which is the regime where the coupling δ is so weak that it remains negligible despite the presence

of NHSE competition. In this case, only the second term under the square root in Eq. S20 survives:

zL+1
1 ≈ δ(z1ϕz2 − z2ϕz1)

2ϕz2
+

√
tL+1
R

tL+1
L

ϕz1
ϕz2

+
1

2

(√
tL+1
R

tL+1
L

ϕz1
ϕz2

)−1(
δ(z1ϕz2 − z2ϕz1)

2ϕz2

)2

≈

√
tL+1
R

tL+1
L

ϕz1
ϕz2

.

(S21)

As L+1
√
ϕz1/ϕz2 ≈ 1 for moderately large L, where ϕz = (tR + z)/E, we recover

z1, z2 ≈
√
tR
tL

e±ik , (S22)

with k = nπ/(L + 1), n = 1, 2, · · · , L. This is just the usual GBZ expression for satisfying OBCs
ψ(x = 0) = ψ(x = L+ 1) = 0 in the uncoupled (δ = 0) case.

• δ ≫ tLR/t
L
L, which defines the strongly coupled regime. Here, the first term under the square root in Eq. S20

dominates, such that

zL+1
1 ≈ δ(z1ϕz2 − z2ϕz1)

ϕz2
+

(
δ(z1ϕz2 − z2ϕz1)

2ϕz2

)−1
tL+1
R

tL+1
L

ϕz1
ϕz2

≈ δ(z1ϕz2 − z2ϕz1)

ϕz2
.

(S23)

In principle, the above expression can be exactly solved to yield the GBZ (i.e. z1), which we see must depend
on the system size L. However, because ϕz1 , ϕz2 depend on E, which further depends on the system parameters
in a complicated manner, it is useful to perform some approximations such that the right-hand side does not
depend explicitly on E. One convenient series of approximations is

z1 =

(
δ × (z1ϕz2 − z2ϕz1)

ϕz2

) 1
L+1

eik

L+1
√
ϕz2/ϕz1≈1

−−−−−−−−−−→
(
δ × (z1ϕz2 − z2ϕz1)

ϕz1

) 1
L+1

eik

ϕz=(tR+z)/E−−−−−−−−−→
(
δ × tR(tLz1 − tR/z1)

tL(tR + z1)

) 1
L+1

eik .

(S24)

While this expression technically needs to be solved self-consistently for z1, noting that the right-hand side
depends very slowly due to the 1/(L+ 1) exponent, we can simply approximate z1 in it with suitable constants
i.e. z1 ≈ −1 such as to obtain

z1 ≈
(
δ × tR(tR − tL)

tL(tR − 1)

) 1
L+1

eik , (S25)

with k = 2nπ/(L+ 1), n = 1, 2, · · · , L.
This approximate expression for the GBZ is dependent on the system size L in the form of the exponent
1/(L + 1), which gives weak dependence on the inter-chain coupling δ as well as a constant factor containing
the other system parameters. While it is not the only possible approximation, it is relatively compact and
agrees well with the numerical GBZ values [Fig. S1(b)] obtained by substituting the exact OBC spectrum E0

of our 4-component physical system into det(H(z) − E0I) = 0, and solving for z. Also, it predicts a spectrum
EGBZ = ±

√
(tL + 1/z1)(tR + z1) that agrees very well with that numerically-obtained exact OBC spectrum

E0, as shown in Fig. S1(c-f). Regardless of the exact choice of approximation, the δ1/(L+1) dependence holds
universally, and suggests a slow but δ-dependent convergence of the GBZ onto the unit circle in the L → ∞
limit. In Fig. S1(c’-f’), the |z1|x, |z2|x spatial decay profiles predicted by the GBZ (brown) near E0 = 0 also
exhibit excellent agreement with the upper and lower envelope limits of the numerical eigenstate Ψ closest to
E0 = 0 in Fig. S1(c-f).
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In all, our approximate size-dependent GBZ solution for our coupled HN model system is given by

z = exp(iK) =


√
tR/tLeik, L ≤ L′

e−
α

L+1 eik, L ≥ L′
, α = − log

∣∣∣∣δ × tR(tR − tL)

tL(tR − 1)

∣∣∣∣ , (S26)

where

L′ = −α/ log
√
tR/tL − 1 , (S27)

is the transition length in which the energy spectrum or skin depth − log |z| switches from being size-independent to
size-dependent [Fig. S1(b)]. The value of L′ is determined by setting both expressions for the GBZ to be equal i.e.
|z1| =

√
tR/tL = exp (−α/(L′ + 1)). The very good agreement between our analytic GBZ solution (Eq. S26) and

exact numerics is presented in Fig. S1 for the skin depth − log |z|, spectrum E and eigenfunction decay.
In a nutshell, we have shown that as the system size L increases, the GBZ and spectrum always switches from being

size-independent to size-dependent as L crosses L′. This is given by our approximate GBZ expression Eq. S26 which
nevertheless exhibits excellent agreement with numerical results from exact diagonalization. Our approach was based
on neglecting the effect of weak coupling terms in the bulk equations but retaining their influence in enforcing the
boundary conditions, which allowed for analytic headway in writing down the energy expression from the characteristic
equation of a single chain det(H(z)− E) = 0. This is justified because while extremely weak couplings should not
significantly affect the bulk, they would still nontrivially interplay with the boundary conditions due to the high
sensitivity of non-Hermitian systems to spatial inhomogeneities. To conclude, with nonzero coupling between chains
with antagonistic NHSE, the GBZ is found to be no longer given by the usual |z1| = |z2| condition, but instead takes
on a L-dependent behavior that crucially involves the coupling strength δ.

C. Effective size-dependent two-component model

The key purpose of any GBZ construction is to “remove” the NHSE, such that the Hamiltonian evaluated on
the GBZ (i.e. “surrogate Hamiltonian” [156]) can already accurately reproduce the OBC spectrum without actually
diagonalizing it under OBCs. In our case, the size-dependent GBZ obtained in the previous subsection has already
encapsulated the effects of the coupling and the antagonistic NHSE.

As such, working in our effect size-dependent GBZ z, we can accurately study H (Eq. S1) as two uncoupled copies
of 2-component chains H i.e. H = H(K)⊕HT (−K), where K = −i log z. The effects of the coupling and NHSE are
implicit in the imaginary part of K. From Eq. S2,

H(K) =

(
0 tL + e−iK

tR + eiK 0

)
, (S28)

even though our approach would work well for generic H(k) of similar levels of complexity. To recall,

K = −i log z = k + i
α

L+ 1
, (S29)

from Eq. S26, where the real part k = ReK = 2mπ/(L+1) with m = 1, 2, ..., L, and the imaginary part ImK =
α

L+ 1
is controlled by

α =

 − log

∣∣∣∣δ × tR(tR − tL)

tL(tR − 1)

∣∣∣∣ , L ≥ L′

−(L+ 1) log
√
tR/tL , L ≤ L′

, (S30)

from Eq. S26 and S27. From direct diagonalization of H(K), the eigenenergies are given by

E = ±
√
(tL + exp(−iK))(tR + exp(iK)) , (S31)

which has a similar form as Eq. S3; but when evaluated on the GBZ (Eq. S26), it should reproduce the OBC
spectrum of the entire original 4-component model H (Eq. S1). Note that we have used the notation E to refer to the
eigenenergies predicted by the GBZ, which are supposed to closely approximate the true eigenenergies E.

Importantly, because of the size dependence of the GBZ, H(K) can possess exceptional points (EPs) at special sizes
L = Lc where the corresponding K = Kc gives rise to tR+exp(iKc) = 0 and tL+exp(−iKc) ̸= 0. When that occurs,
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FIG. S1. Scaling-dependent GBZ, spectrum and eigenfunctions of the 4-component model H [Eq. S1]. (a) The
two chain 4-component model [Eq. S1] incorporates equal but opposite hopping asymmetries tL and tR in both chains I and
II. Even a small inter-chain coupling δ can lead to significant scaling dependence when tL ̸= tR. (b) Agreement of the scale-
dependent skin depth log |z| obtained via two different ways: numerically, by solving det(H(z)− E0) = 0 from the numerical
eigenspectrum E0 and choosing slowest decaying z solution (blue crosses); analytically, via the scale-dependent generalized
Brillouin zone (GBZ) we derived [Eq. S26] (red dots) . L′ [Eq. S27] represents the system size at which the skin depth (GBZ)
transitions from being scale-independent to scale-dependent. (c-f, c’-f’) Energy spectra at various system sizes L and illustrative
eigenfunctions at energies E0 (green diamonds in (c-f)) of smallest absolute value. Excellent agreement is observed between
the numerical (blue) and analytically-derived GBZ (red) spectra [Eq. S26] and eigenfunctions [Eq. S12,Eq. S13]. The lower
bound for the eigenfunctions (lower red curves) results from the superposition of z1 and z2 solutions in Eq. S13, and is generally
non-monotonic except at the critical scale L ≈ Lc [Eq. S32], where it exhibits a perfectly exponential profile since both z
solutions coalesce. Parameters are tL = 1.2e0.3, tR = 1.2e−0.3, and δ = 1.6× 10−3 for all panels.

H(K) is of the Jordan form σ+ and is not of full rank (defective). We will soon investigate how this scaling-induced
EP lead to unconventional entanglement behavior. Substituting Kc = kc + iα/(Lc + 1),

tR + exp(iKc) = tR + exp(−α/(Lc + 1) + ikc) = 0

⇒ kc = π, α/(Lc + 1) = − log tR

⇒ Lc = − α

log tR
− 1 ,

(S32)

with α = − log

∣∣∣∣δ × tR(tR − tL)

tL(tR − 1)

∣∣∣∣. Here, Lc represents the critical length in which an EP appears, and should not be

confused with L′ = −α/ log
√
tR/tL− 1 (Eq. S27), which is the length above which the GBZ becomes size dependent.

Evidently, such a scaling-induced EP exists only if Lc > L′.
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Even though Lc was derived from the approximately-obtained GBZ, it already predicts the scaling-induced EP
transition to excellent accuracy, when compared to the critical Lc obtained from exact diagonalization spectra (which
must be an integer), as shown in Fig. S2.
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FIG. S2. The critical system size Lc dependence on δ for the coupled 4-component model [Eq. S1] and its
effective two-component approximation [Eq. S28]. The spectral gap of our model closes at an EP at the critical system
size Lc, which is analytically predicted to depend logarithmically on the small inter-chain coupling parameter δ. Excellent
agreement is observed between the numerically determined integer Lc (black dots) and its analytical prediction [Eq. S32].
Since δ is built into the GBZ for the two-component, single-chain approximation [Eq. S28], its excellent numerical agreement
is testimony to the validity of our scale-dependent GBZ approach.

1. Critical behavior near the scaling-induced EP

To prepare for the study of the entanglement properties near the scaling-induced EPs described above, we describe
how the Hamiltonian behaves in their neighborhood. We first expand the size-dependent quasi-momentum K, both
its real and imaginary parts, as ∆K = K −Kc where K = k + iα/(L + 1) and Kc = π + iα/(Lc + 1) [See Eqs. S26
and S32], such that ∆K = Re∆K + iIm∆K is given by

Re∆K = k − π ,

Im∆K = α

(
1

L+ 1
− 1

Lc + 1

)
. (S33)

With these, the Hamiltonian (Eq. S28) can be expanded near K = Kc as

H(K)
∆K=K−Kc−−−−−−−−→

(
0 tL + e−iKce−i∆K

tR + eiKcei∆K 0

)
ei∆K≈1+i∆K−−−−−−−−−−→
tR+exp(iKc)=0

(
0 tL − 1/tR

−itR∆K 0

)
.

(S34)

This yields the eigenenergies of H(Kc +∆K) to be ±E = ±
√
i(1− tLtR)∆K .

2. Critical properties of the occupied band projector PK

The geometric defectiveness of an EP is reflected in the divergences of the occupied band projector P , since the
latter will not be well-defined with the occupied and valence bands merge into one. For a 2-component model,
P =

∑
k Pk|k⟩⟨k| is defined (in the biorthogonal basis) as

PK =
1

2

(
I− H(K)

E(K)

)
, (S35)

where E(K) is the eigenvalue of the Hamiltonian H(K) (Eq. S28). Note that we have analytically continued Pk → PK
into the GBZ. Ordinarily, away from gap closure points, P (K) projects onto a well-defined occupied band since
E(K) ̸= 0. But at an EP (K = Kc)where ∆K = 0, E(K) =

√
i(1− tLtR)∆K vanishes, rendering PK singular.
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Close to an EP, where ∆K is very small,

PK =
1

2

(
1 P+−

K

P−+
K 1

)
, P+−

K =
1

P−+
K

, (S36)

where

P+−
K ≈ −

√
tL/tR − 1/t2R
2
√
−i∆K

, (S37)

with ∆K = K −Kc = k − π + i( α
L+1 − α

Lc+1 ). In a finite system, the the quasi-momentum k = ReK points take the
values 2π/(L+1), 4π/(L+1), ..., such that Re∆K ∼ π/L for even-sized systems, and Re∆K = 0 for odd-sized systems.
However, the imaginary momentum deviation Im∆K is approximately α

L+1 − α
Lc+1 = α(Lc−L)

(L+1)(Lc+1) ∼ α(Lc − L)/L2 ≈
α(Lc−L)/L2

c near Kc, which is much smaller than 1/L. Since P+−
K ∝ ∆

−1/2
K , the strength of the singularity depends

on both the real and the imaginary parts of ∆K, as illustrated in the complex P+ plot in Fig. S3a (L = 43 is the
most divergent). To elaborate on the qualitatively different cases of even and odd L:

• Even L, such that min|Re∆K | ≠ 0:
Here, the closest momentum point passes approximately within π/L of ReKc = π, such that |∆K | =∣∣∣ πL + i

(
α

Lc+1 − α
L+1

)∣∣∣ ≈ π
L for modest system sizes of L, Lc ∼ 10 − 102. The scaling behavior is domi-

nated by |∆K | ∼Re∆K– masking the effect of the imaginary part. As shown in Fig. S3b, the most divergent
contribution to P+−

K ∼ ∆
−1/2
K ∼ L1/2 arises from k = π − π/L, but because |∆K | diverges with L and not Lc,

it does not really capture the value of Lc.

• Odd L, such that min|Re∆K | = 0:
Here, k = π is visited in the GBZ, and Re∆K = 0 while ∆K = i

(
α
L+1 − α

Lc+1

)
∼ α(Lc − L)/L2

c . We hence

have |P+−
K | ∼ ∆

−1/2
K ∼ Lc/

√
α|Lc − L|, which indeed shows up as a divergence at L ≈ Lc in the P+− plots in

Fig. S3c.

The fundamental difference between our scaling-induced EPs and usual critical points is that the divergence in the
projector does not stem from Re∆K , which typically scales like L−1, but instead arises from Im∆K , which diverges
at L ≈ Lc.
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FIG. S3. Potentially divergent matrix element P+−
K [Eq. S36] of our truncated projection operator PK [Eq.S35]

in even vs. odd L systems. (a) Complex values of the off-diagonal element P+−
K(k), which traces a different loop for each

system size L as k cycles over a period [0, 2π) with discrete points (2m − 1)π/L, m = 1, 2, ..., L (drawn as solid dots). The
k = π point exist only for odd L, and causes P+−

K(k) to diverge to infinity as L → Lc = − α
log tR

− 1 = 42.79 [Eq. S32],

α = − log

∣∣∣∣δ × tR(tR − tL)

tL(tR − 1)

∣∣∣∣. (b, c) The values of |P+−
K(k)|, Re(P+−

K(k)) and Im(P+−
K(k)) as a function of system size L, plotted as

separate branches for each k value for (b) even and (c) odd L. While there exists for even L a k = π − π/(L+ 1) branch that
departs from the other branches, for odd L, the k = π branch exhibits a sharp kink for L = 43 ≈ Lc = 42.79. Parameters are
tL = 1.2e0.3, tR = 1.2e−0.3, δ = 1.6× 10−3.
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II. FREE-FERMION ENTANGLEMENT ENTROPY DIP DUE TO SCALING-INDUCED EPS

In the previous section, we have derived the system-size (scaling) dependent GBZ that captures the effects of
coupling two chains with antagonistic NHSE, and used that to accurately approximate our original 4-component
system with an effective 2-component (single-chain) Hamiltonian. The key conclusion was that, for odd system sizes
L, the truncated occupied band projector P̄ is expected to diverge at a special L = Lc (in practice, the computed Lc
is usually not an integer, and P̄ becomes very large though finite.)

In this section, we show how this divergence lead to an anomalous dip in the entanglement entropy (EE) scaling of
free fermions, and how that can be analytically estimated and characterized. We note that this EE scaling is atypical
because, in usual cases where the non-Hermiticity is isotropic, quantum correlations will spread evenly throughout the
system, mirroring the distribution seen in Hermitian quantum systems. Even in prototypical NHSE systems where
the Hermiticity can be gauged away through a basis transform. the hopping asymmetry does not lead to nontrivial
modifications to the EE. In our case however, the EE is shown not to conform to standard area or volume laws but
instead exhibit an unique entanglement dip.

For free fermions, the entanglement spectrum can be obtained by truncating the occupied band projector P in
real-space. In 1D, we define a real-space partition [xL, xR], such that truncated band projector P̄ can be obtained
from P via

P̄ = R̄[xL,xR]P R̄[xL,xR] ,

R̄[xL,xR] =

L∑
x/∈[xL,xR]

|x⟩⟨x| ⊗ I ,

P =
∑

n,(ReEn)<0

|ψRn ⟩⟨ψLn | ,

(S38)

where R̄[xL,xR] is the projector onto sites outside of [xL, xR] (note that the index n was expressed as indices (k, µ) in
the main text, such as to emphasize the momentum k). For two-component models, the above general expression for
P reduces to Eq. S35. The eigenvalues of the projection operators can be interpreted as occupancy probabilities. For
P , they are limited to either 1 and 0. However, when the system is divided in to the [xL, xR] and its complement, the
truncated occupied matrix P̄ reveals the entanglement between these two regions, resulting in occupancy probabilities
(eigenvalues) p away from 1 and 0. The free-fermion entanglement entropy (EE) S quantifies this entanglement, and
is given by

S(P̄ ) = −Tr(P̄ log P̄ + (I− P̄ ) log
(
I− P̄

)
)

= −
∑
p

(p log p+ (1− p) log(1− p)) . (S39)

A. Entanglement entropy scaling and dip in the effective 2-component model Eq. S28

To investigate the EE behavior, we first compute P̄ in its real-space basis, such that R̄[xL,xR] can be implemented
as the truncation to a submatrix. Employing the Fourier Transform |x, α⟩ = 1√

L

∑
k e−ikx|k, α⟩, we can express its

real-space matrix elements as

⟨c†x1,αcx2,β⟩ = ⟨x1, α|P̄ |x2, β⟩ =


1

L

∑
k

PαβK eik(x1−x2), x1, x2 /∈ [xL, xR]

0 x1, x2 ∈ [xL, xR]

, (S40)

where α, β = ± represent the sublattices A,B, and K = k + iα/(L + 1). Note that even though PK is evaluated in
the GBZ K, the fourier transform is still between the real-space lattice and the usual BZ k.
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FIG. S4. Comparison of entanglement entropy scaling behavior with and without scaling-induced exceptional
criticality. (a) For our 2-component effective model [Eq. S29] with scale-dependent GBZ given by ImK = α

L+1
, the entangle-

ment entropy experiences a pronounced dip at L = 41 ≈ Lc. This only occurs for odd L, where the ReK = π point is sampled.
(b) Had the same model Eq. S29 been a physical model with fixed GBZ, rather than an effective model of a L-dependent GBZ,

there would not have been any entanglement dip. We have fixed ImK = − log

∣∣∣∣δ × tR(tR − tL)

tL(tR − 1)

∣∣∣∣ /(Lc + 1) = −0.123, with

parameters tL = 1.2e0.3, tR = 1.2e−0.3, δ = 1.6× 10−3.

Because of the peculiar scaling properties of our GBZ of our effective 2-band model Eq. S28, P̄ behaves very
differently for odd and even L [See Fig. S4]. For odd L, we have shown that the discretized momenta in the GBZ
contain one point where ReK = π, i.e. min|Re∆K | from the EP is zero, where ∆K = i

(
α
L+1 − α

Lc+1

)
. In this case,

P+−
K [Eq. S37] is divergent as |L− Lc|−1/2 near the EP. However, for even L, the divergence is only asymptotic with
L1/2, as explained below Eq. S37. In the following, we elaborate on the above:

⟨x1,+|P̄ |x2,−⟩ ≈ 1− (−1)L

2L
P+−
K=π+i α

L+1
eiπ(x1−x2) +

1

π

∫ 2π

π+π/L

P+−
K=k+i α

L+1
dk. (S41)

Here we have split the integral contributions into two parts: the first term is from Re∆K = π and exists only when L
is odd, while the second term contains all other momentum point contributions. From the arguments below Eq. S37,
the first term behaves like:

1− (−1)L

2L
P+−
K=π+i α

L+1
eiπ(x1−x2) ≈ −1− (−1)L

2L

√
tL/tR − 1/t2R
2
√
−i∆K

eiπ(x1−x2)

∆K=K−Kc,Re∆K=0−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−→
L→Lc

1− (−1)L

2L

√
tLtR − 1

2tR

(
(L+ 1)(Lc + 1)

α(Lc − L)

)1/2

eiπ(x1−x2)

L≈
√

(Lc+1)(L+1)
−−−−−−−−−−−−→ (1− (−1)L)

√
tLtR − 1

4
√
α · tR

(Lc − L)−1/2eiπ(x1−x2) .

(S42)

The second term behaves like

1

π

∫ 2π

π+π/L

P+−
k+i α

L+1
dk ≈ 1

π

∫ π

π
L

√
tL/tR − 1/t2R
2
√
−i∆K

ei(π+Re∆K)(x1−x2)dRe∆K

∝ L−1/2.

(S43)

In the above, we have not focused on the spatial x1 − x2 dependence, since we are primarily concerned about the
L-scaling behavior. Diagonalizing P̄ , it is numerically verified [See Fig. S4(a)] that due to our scaling-induced EP, odd
and even-sized systems behave qualitatively differently. Near the critical size, the EE (computed from the eigenvalues
p of P̄ via Eq. S39) for odd L exhibits a divergence which we call an entanglement dip, while in even-L systems, it
changes continuously with size.

However, this entanglement dip disappears if the system does not possess such a scaling-dependent GBZ.
If we were to instead consider Eq. S28 to be the physical (not effective) model for a non-antagonistic NHSE
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chain which exhibits a scaling-independent EP point, such that K = k + i α
L0+1 with fixed L0 (instead of L), its

EE would no longer show abrupt changes with size, despite still exhibiting odd/even system size effects [See Fig. S4(b)].

B. Effect of entanglement truncation interval in the effective 2-component model

The entanglement dip at L ≈ Lc occurs universally, regardless of the actual entanglement cut region [xL, xR], since
it is not specifically dependent on the real-space profile of the matrix elements of P̄ . In Fig. S4(a) for our 2-component
model Eq.S28, the odd-sized EE is shown to consistently exhibit (L−Lc)

−0.5 divergence regardless of the truncation
region.

This entanglement dip remains qualitatively similar (as it should be) in the EE of its parent 4-component coupled
system [Eq. S1], even though the GBZ takes on a more intricate structure and the real part of the EP momentum
is not rigorously fixed at π. Indeed, for this 4-component coupled system, the entanglement dip is observed in both
odd and even-sized systems [See Fig. S4(b)], implying that it is not fundamentally based on the positions of the ReK
momentum points. What is fundamental is the fact that the EP lies on a GBZ whose imaginary part of momentum
deviation ∆K gives rise to a (L− Lc)

−0.5 divergence in P .

1. Single unit-cell truncation

Since the entanglement dip is largely independent of the truncation region, we can make further analytic progress
by focusing on single-site entanglement where only one unit-cell xL = xR exists in the untruncated region [xL, xR] =
[xL, xL]. For a single unit-cell, the Fourier phase factor eik(x1−x2) in ⟨x, α|P |x, β⟩ [Eq. S41] disappears, and the single
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FIG. S5. Entanglement dip with different entanglement cuts. For different truncated regions [xL, xR] implemented
by the operator R̄[xL,xR] =

∑L
x/∈[xL,xR] |x⟩⟨x| ⊗ I, similar behavior is observed in the entanglement entropy (EE) of (a) our

effective 2-component model H(K) Eq. S28 and (b) its parent 4-component coupled chain model H Eq. S1. For all cases, a
prominent entanglement dip occurs, with approximate asymptotic (Lc − L)−0.5 behavior. Parameters are tL = 1.2e0.3, tR =
1.2e−0.3, δ = 1.6× 10−3, corresponding to Lc = 42.79 for (a) and L′

c = 41.8 for (b).
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unit-cell truncated projector (we call it P̃ here to emphasize the single unit cell special case) is

P̃+− = − 1

L

∑
k

P+−
K

L≫1−−−→ − 1

L
P+−
π+i α

L+1
+

1

2π

∫
k ̸=π

P+−
k+i α

L+1
dk

=
1

2L

√
tL − e

α
L+1√

tR − e−
α

L+1

+
1

2π

∫
k ̸=π

√
tL − e−ik+

α
L+1√

tR − eik−
α

L+1

dk

−−−−−−−−−−−−→
tR−exp( α

Lc−1 )=0

√
tLtR − 1

2tRL

(
α

L+ 1
− α

Lc + 1

)−1/2

− 1

π

√
−tL
tR

F
(

asin
√
−tRe−

α
L+1 ,

1

tRtL

)
,

(S44)

where F(m,ϕ) represents the Elliptic integral of the second kind, which varies very weakly with system size L due
to the slow e−

α
L+1 functional dependence, and can be approximated as

√
(tL + 1)(tR + 1)/2πtR. Hence the above is

approximated by

P̃+− ≈
√
tLtR − 1

2
√
α · tR

(L− Lc)
−1/2 +

√
(tL + 1)(tR + 1)

2πtR
, (S45)

with
√
(L+ 1)(Lc + 1) ≈ L near the entanglement dip. By contrast, the other off-diagonal term P̃−+ is not sensitive

to L, as given by

P̃−+ = − 1

L

∑
k

P−+
K ≈

√
(tL + 1)(tR + 1)

2πtL
. (S46)

Hence the occupation probability eigenvalues p̃ of P̃ are given by

p̃Approx. =
1

2
±
√

P̃+− × P̃−+

=
1

2
±

(
1

4

tR
tL

√
tL/tR − 1/t2R

α

1√
L− Lc

+
1

2π
√
tRtL

√
(tL + 1)(tR + 1)

)
+O ,

(S47)

where the small constant O is of the order of 10−1. For entanglement dips that are not too deep (i.e p̃ ≈ 0 or
equivalently p̃ ≈ 1), we can further approximate the EE by

SApprox.
|p̃|→0−−−−→ −2 (p̃ log p̃− (1− p̃)p̃)

= 2(b log(0.5− a)− 2ab)(Lc − L)−0.5 + 0.25 + a2 +O′) ,
(S48)

where a = 1
2π

√
tRtL

√
(tL + 1)(tR + 1) + O, b = 1

4
tR
tL

√
tL/tR−1/t2R

α , O and O′ representing small offsets that can be
adjusted to mitigate the imperfect approximation [See Fig. S6(b)].
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FIG. S6. Scaling behavior of the P̄ spectrum and the EE of the 2-component model [Eq. S28] with single
unit-cell truncation. (a) The excellent agreement between the numerical spectra of P̄ [Eq. S38] and its single unit-cell
approximation P̃ [Eq. S45], as well as its analytically approximated spectrum p̃Approx. [Eq. S47]. Note that P̃ only yields
the nontrivial pair of eigenvalues away from 0 and 1, whose kink near L ≈ Lc is well-approximated by p̃Approx.. (b) The
corresponding scaling of the entanglement entropy (EE) S(P̄ ) and S(P̃ ) from the eigenvalues of P̄ and P̃ shown in panel (a),
along with the analytical result SApprox. given by Eq. S48. The results exhibit good consistency, and in particular all predict
the same entanglement dip. Parameters are tL = 1.2e0.3, tR = 1.2e−0.3, δ = 1.6 × 10−3. The coefficients a and b in Eq. S48
are calculated as a = 0.3905 and b = 0.0456 with small constants O = 0.14, O′ = −0.035 [Eq.S47,S48], corresponding to the
critical scale being Lc = 42.79.

2. Effect of the length of the entanglement truncation interval

In Hermitian systems, it is well-known that the EE of a cut region [1, ncut] varies strongly like S ∼ log
(
L sin πncut

L

)
,

as can be proven with boundary CFTcite. Hence it is prudent to check whether SIEC behavior is nontrivially
influenced by ncut.

In Fig. S7, it was found that the effect of ncut qualitatively depends on whether L < Lc, L ≈ Lc or L > Lc. In the
first regime L < Lc before the onset of the EE dip, the system is essentially gapped and ncut does not appreciably
change either the P̄ spectrum or S. However, for the second regime L ≈ Lc where the EE dip occurs, the P̄ eigenvalues
do become significantly enhanced at ncut ≈ L/2, lying very far out of [0, 1]. For the third regime L > Lc, the system
behaves essentially like an ordinary gapless system, with positive S and P̄ eigenvalues lying within [0, 1]. One state
traverses the P̄ spectral gap between 0 and 1, reminiscent of the spectral flow of a topological edge mode.

Interestingly, as shown in the bottom row of Fig. S7, despite the very different P̄ behavior at or after the onset of the
EE dip (second and third regimes), the EE continues to adhere approximately to the conventional S ∼ log

(
L sin πncut

L

)
behavior as ncut varies (for fixed L).

C. Controlling the depth of entanglement dips

Below, we explore the relationship between the depth of the entanglement dip (i.e. minumum EE Smin) varying the
coupling parameter δ while keeping other parameters constant. This approach is based on our analytical understanding
of how Lc varies with δ [See Fig. S2]. Here, we numerically identify parameters that lead to exceptionally negative
Smin values, where the entanglement dip represents drastic departures from usual logL entanglement scaling.

Although the theoretically predicted Lc varies continuously with δ [Eq. S32], an actual lattice contains only an
integer number of unit cells L. This prevents us from getting infinitesimally close to Lc, where S truly diverges.
Away from that, how negative a dip S can reach depends on commensurability considerations, as shown in Fig. S8.
For certain fine-tuned values of δ, the EE through Smin can dip below −4 (such as at δ=1.68441635 ×10−3 or
2.131947×10−3), corresponding to extremely large p eigenvalues. Such dips occur both for our effective two-component
model (a) as well as its parent four-component model (b), even though the dip positions are different. But what remains
consistent are the shapes and qualitative order of magnitude of the entanglement dips.
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FIG. S7. Scaling of the energy spectrum, P̄ spectrum and entanglement entropy (EE) with different truncation
lengths ncut in the 3 regimes: L < Lc, L = Lc and L > Lc. (a1-c1) The energy spectrum at different sizes L where the
Fermi energy is set at ReE = 0, identifying the lower energy states in the gray area as the occupied states. (a2-c2) The P̄
spectrum p with the system divided into two partitions: the truncated region x ∈ [1, ncut] and non-truncated region [ncut+1, L]
which is kept. Eigenvalues that are significantly far from 0 and 1 are joined by a red curve which exhibits qualitatively different
behavior in different regimes. (a3-c3) Scaling of the EE with ncut. For L < Lc, the total EE (blue curve) and the EE
contributed only by the red states in (a2-c2) (red curve) are quite similar due to the suppression of the EE by the gap. But
for the two other regimes, they differ considerably, albeit still with the same qualitative ncut dependence. Parameters used are
tL = 1.2e0.3, tR = 1.2e−0.3, δ = 1.6844163× 10−3.
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FIG. S8. Sensitivity of the entanglement dip minimum Smin with coupling δ. The entanglement dip Smin can yield
negative EE for a wide range of parameters, and can even reach very negative values of Smin < −4 across small parameter
windows. Shown are the Smin and the corresponding system chain length L where it is attained, both for our (a) 2-component
effective model Eq. S28 with δ built into its scale-dependent GBZ and (b) its parent 4-component model Eq. S1 with δ being
the physical inter-chain coupling. A more complete parameter space plot that shows the dependence of Smin with tL/tR is
given in Fig. 3(c) of the main text. Parameters are tL = 1.2e0.3, tR = 1.2e−0.3.
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D. Suppressed NHSE in the entanglement eigenstates

Since P is a projector onto the occupied bands, the entanglement eigenstates Ψp with P̄Ψp = pΨp, P̄ =
¯R[x1,x2]P R̄[x1,x2] are expected to be approximate linear combinations of the occupied states that vanish outside

of the interval [x1, x2]. In particular, they are expected to assume an exponentially decaying spatial profile if the
constituent occupied states are all NHSE skin-localized states.

Yet, as we show below, the Ψp entanglement eigenstates exhibit reduced NHSE localization compared to the
reference skin localization at the scaling induced exceptional point (EP). This is demonstrated in both Figs. S9 and
S10. In the physical Hamiltonian, chain I exhibits the skin effect towards the right, while for chain II towards the left.
Indeed, this skin localization is observed in both the physical Hamiltonian eigenstate ΨEP, as well as the eigenstate
Ψpm of P̄ corresponding to the most negative eigenvalue pm, which dominates the contribution to the entanglement
dip.

But, as evident from Figs. S9(c) and S10(c), the entanglement eigenstate Ψpm shows a weaker skin localization
than ΨEP, despite being approximately made up of skin modes. This can be interpreted as a signature of NHSE
suppression in the entanglement eigenstate, and can be qualitatively understood as a consequence of the antagonistic
competition between the oppositely directed NHSE chains.
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FIG. S9. Entanglement scaling and P̄ eigenstate profile for our physical 4-component model Eq. S1. (a) P̄
spectrum as a function of system size L at half entanglement truncation. A conventional in-gap spectral branch for critical
systems appears for L > Lc. (b) The resultant entanglement entropy scaling, with a pronounced entanglement dip before
L ≈ Lc. (c1) The spatial profiles of Ψpm(the S = Smin eigenstate of P̄ , colored red above) and ΨEP (eigenstate of Hamiltonian
H) are shown. Since P̄ is constructed using the eigenstates of the Hamiltonian, its eigenstate Ψpm inherits the skin effect from the
Hamiltonian. (c2) To eliminate the skin effect in Ψpm and ΨEP, the profile of |Ψpm/ΨEP| represents the cumulative wavefunction
distribution near the truncation point after excluding the EP eigenstate. Parameters used are tL = 1.2e0.3, tR = 1.2e−0.3,
δ = 1.6× 10−3.
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FIG. S10. Entanglement scaling and P̄ eigenstate profile for our physical 4-component model Eq. S1, for an
extremely pronounced entanglement dip. This figure is similar to Fig. S9, but with inter-chain coupling tuned to
δ = 1.6844163 × 10−3 such that Lc = 40.038 becomes almost an integer, giving rise to very negative Smin. (a) and (b)
shows how the P̄ spectrum and corresponding entanglement entropy jump dramatically at L ≈ Lc. However, as compared to
Fig. S9(c1,c2), the spatial distribution of Ψpm (depicted in (c1) and colored red in (a,b)) and |Ψpm/ΨEP| in (c2) do not exhibit
obvious changes. Parameters are tL = 1.2e0.3, tR = 1.2e−0.3.

III. COMPARISON WITH OTHER TYPES OF CRITICAL SCENARIOS

To expand on the discussion surround Fig. 1 of the main text, we present in Fig. S11 other examples of NHSE and
geometrically defective systems that all adhere to logarithmic entanglement scaling, and in Fig. S12 an elaboration of
all the cases featured in Fig. 1 of the main text.
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FIG. S11. Logarithmic entanglement entropy scaling in generic non-SIEC systems that are critical. Shown are
examples of the EE scaling of non-Hermitian systems exhibiting the NHSE (top) and exceptional points (bottom), labeled by
maximal hopping distance B as defined in the leftmost column. Regardless of form of the model, all cases exhibit S ∼ logL
scaling, even through B > 1 gives rise to irregular generalized Brillouin zones (GBZs) or higher-order EP points. Only other
systems exhibiting the SIEC can violate this logarithmic EE scaling. Parameters are tL = 1.62, tR = 0.89, t = 1.
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FIG. S12. Entanglement scaling behavior of various types of critical systems, with S ∼ logL scaling violated
only in SIEC. (a) For a critical point K0 that is Hermitian, the spectral accumulation of eigenmomentum states (black
dots) intensifies around the corresponding energy EK0 (highlighted in red) with increasing system system size L (cyan arrows).
The nearest approach to K0 hence scales like ∆Kmin ∼ π/L, leading to logarithmic entanglement entropy scaling with L, i.e.
S ∼ logL. The Hermitian model used is H(z) = (t1 + t2z)σ− +

(
t1 + t2z

−1
)
σ+, z = eik, k ∈ R, t1 = t2 = 1. (b) Even under

the influence of the non-Hermitian skin effect (NHSE), the logarithmic scaling of entanglement entropy S ∼ logL persists
for a critical system because we still have ∆Kmin ∼ π/L in the generalized Brillouin zone (GBZ) z = eiK(k) (circular path
within the unit circle). The non-Hermitian model used is H(z) = (tR + t2z)σ− +

(
tL + t2z

−1
)
σ+, tL = t2 = 1, tR = 0.5. (c)

For an exceptional non-Hermitian critical point K0, the eigenmomentum convergence ∆Kmin remains proportional to π/L.
Nevertheless, the logarithmic entanglement entropy S ∼ − logL exhibits negative scaling, attributable to the divergence of 2-
point functions due to geometric defectiveness (vanishing phase rigidity r → 0 (dark purple)). The non-Hermitian exceptional
point model used is H(z) =

(
(2− 2 cos k)z−1

)
σ− + ((2− 2 cos k)z + 1)σ+, z = eik, k ∈ R. (d) In the case of scaling-induced

exceptional criticality (SIEC), both the spectrum and GBZ changes dramatically with system size L (visualized by widening
cyan arrows), encountering the exceptional critical point K0 only at a particular system size L = Lc. This condition induces a
characteristic entanglement dip in entanglement entropy S, as explained in the previous sections. The SIEC model used is the
same as that in Fig. 1 of the main text.

IV. MEASURING NEGATIVE BIORTHOGONAL ENTANGLEMENT

A distinctive feature of non-Hermitian systems is that the left and right eigenstates are essentially eigenstates of
different Hamiltonians H and H†. Together, these left and right eigenstates form a biorthogonal basis that preserves
the probabilistic interpretation of quantum mechanics, and are crucial for defining various physical quantities such as
our biorthogonal P̄ and entanglement entropy S.

However, simultaneously obtaining information from both left and right eigenstates in experimental measurements
is often challenging. Here, to address this difficulty, we suggest considering a larger system H̃ comprising the original
system H and its conjugate H†. These two subsystems are very weakly coupled via a end-to-end coupling [157, 158]
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η = η|1⟩⟨L|+ h.c. that connects the |1⟩ and |L⟩ end sites:

H̃ =

(
H η
η† H†

)
. (S49)

Importantly, this η coupling will not measurably affect the individual subsystems H and H†’s eigenenergies and
eigenstates, since they already contain equal and opposite NHSE themselves, and hence are no longer subject to
net antagonistic NHSE. The purpose of these minuscule couplings η is to enable cooperative response between
the auxiliary system H† and the target system H, and their impact on their fundamental characteristics, such as
eigenergies and eigenstates, can be considered negligible.

The purpose of introducing the auxiliary Hamiltonian as H† is such that the eigenstates of the larger constructed
Hamiltonian contains both the left and right eigenvectors of the target Hamiltonian. Specifically, for an energy E,
there are 2 linearly independent degenerate eigenstates |Ψ̃E,±⟩ satisfying

H̃|Ψ̃E,±⟩ = E|Ψ̃E,±⟩, |Ψ̃E,±⟩ =
(

|ΨRE⟩
±K|ΨLE⟩

)
, (S50)

where K is complex conjugation operation and |ΨRE⟩ and |ΨLE⟩ represent the eigenstates of the Hamiltonian H and
its hermitian conjugate H† also with eigenvalue E.

η<<1

Non-Hermitian System H

Microwave Non-Hermitian conjugate system H+

FIG. S13. (a) A schematic setup in which the non-Hermitian system interacts with the auxiliary system through a weak
microwave coupling. (b) A weak coupling η are introduced between the endpoints of the H and H† systems.

Below, we show how to connect the biorthogonal normalization factor ⟨ΨLE |ΨRE⟩ of our target system H to the
physically measurable non-biorthogonal expectation in terms of the eigenstates of this enlarged Hamiltonian H̃. We
define an operator Λ̂ = σ− ⊗ IK, which is the joint operation of σ− ⊗ I and the complex conjugate operator K. The
non-biorthogonal i.e. conventionally measurable expectation of Λ̂ in the energy E eigenstate just gives the biorthogonal
normalization factor:

⟨Λ̂⟩E = ⟨Ψ̃E,±|Λ̂|Ψ̃E,±⟩ = ⟨ΨLE |ΨRE⟩. (S51)

Next, we show how the use of Λ̂ can connect the non-biorthogonal expectation of an arbitrary operator Â with its
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biorthogonal expectation:∑
E,±

⟨ÂΛ̂⟩E/⟨Λ̂⟩E =
∑
E,±

1

⟨Ψ̃E,±|Λ̂|Ψ̃E,±⟩
⟨Ψ̃E,±|ÂΛ̂|Ψ̃E,±⟩

=
∑
E,±

1

⟨Ψ̃E,±|Λ̂|Ψ̃E,±⟩
(
⟨ΨRE | ±⟨ΨLE |K

)(0 0

Â 0

)
K

(
|ΨRE⟩

±K|ΨLE⟩

)
K2=1−−−−→

∑
E,±

1

⟨Ψ̃E,±|Λ̂|Ψ̃E,±⟩
(
⟨ΨRE | ±⟨ΨLE |K

)(0 0

Â 0

)(
K|ΨRE⟩
±|ΨLE⟩

)

=
∑
E,±

±1

⟨ΨLE |ΨRE⟩
(
±⟨ΨLE |KÂ 0

)(K|ΨRE⟩
±|ΨLE⟩

)
=
∑
E,±

1

⟨ΨLE |ΨRE⟩
⟨ΨLE |KÂKΨRE⟩

KÂ=ÂK−−−−−−→
∑
E

2

⟨ΨLE |ΨRE⟩
⟨ΨLE |Â|ΨRE⟩

= 2Tr(ÂP ) = 2⟨A⟩P ,

(S52)

where P =
∑
E

1

⟨ΨLE |ΨRE⟩
|ΨRE⟩⟨ΨLE | is the biorthogonal projection operator, summed over the occupied energies E.

Here, the factor of 2 arises from the doubled number of (±) states in H̃. Although the biorthogonal expectation
is arguably not directly measurable when we only have the target system H, the above shows how we can express
it in terms of the physical expectations ⟨ÂΛ̂⟩E and ⟨Λ̂⟩E . In particular, by setting Â = c†iαcjβ , we can obtain
the two-point correlation functions 2Tr(Pc†iαcjβ), where i and j represent the unit cells and α and β denote sub-lattices.

The 2nd Renyi entropy or purity can be measured based on the expectation values concerning the two-point
correlation functions, or equivalently, the distribution of the density matrix. By evaluating the two-point correlation
functions within an entanglement cut region, one can construct the truncated occupied state projector P̄ of the
subsystem. The 2nd Renyi entropy S2 is then given by S2 = − logTr(P̄ 2). Therefore, by accurately measuring the
expectation values corresponding to the correlation functions, we can derive the necessary information to compute
the 2nd Renyi entropy.

Below, we provide a brief discussion of how some of the above steps may be implemented in quantum simulator
systems. In principle, they are not restricted to any particular platform, but below we shall elaborate mostly in the
context of ultracold atomic setups [159–167], rather than trapped ions or solid-state spin systems.

In cold atom systems, employing either bosonic atoms, such as 87Rb, or fermionic atoms, such as 173Yb or 40K,
radio-frequency (RF) spectroscopy is a widely employed spectral measurement technique [157, 158]. It is based on
weakly coupling the system to auxiliary energy levels using radio waves or microwaves, with weak coupling strength
achievable by adjusting the laser power [168–170]. General RF spectroscopy as described by [109, 171] can measure
both the real and imaginary parts of eigenvalues of non-Hermitian systems. And by inducing momentum transfer
with coherent Raman laser beams and combining this with Time-of-Flight and absorption imaging techniques, the
momentum distribution and spatial wave function of atoms can be accurately measured [172]. For measuring ex-
pectation values, there are various techniques specifically geared towards cold atomic experiments [172–175], such as
time-of-flight measurements, absorption spectroscopy, Raman spectroscopy, and interference techniques.
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