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As a most important feature of non-Hermitian systems, exceptional points (EPs) lead to a variety of uncon-
ventional phenomena and applications. Here we discover that multitype entanglement dynamics can be induced
by engineering different orders of EP. By studying a generic model composed of two coupled non-Hermitian
qubits, we find that diverse entanglement dynamics on the two sides of the fourth-order EP (EP4) and second-
order EP (EP2) can be observed simultaneously in the weak coupling regime. With the increase of the coupling
strength, the EP4 is replaced by an additional EP2, leading to the disappearance of the entanglement dynamics
transition induced by EP4 in the strong coupling regime. Considering the case of Ising type interaction, we also
realize EP-induced entanglement dynamics transition without the driving field. Our study paves the way for the
investigation of EP-induced quantum effects and applications of EP-related quantum technologies.

I. INTRODUCTION

Non-Hermitian (NH) Hamiltonians provide an effective
method to describe physical systems that exchange energy,
information or particles with the environment [1, 2]. For
instance, NH Hamiltonians have been applied to describe
optical [3–5], acoustic [6, 7] and magnetic systems [8, 9]
with gain and loss or asymmetric couplings. These non-
Hermitian systems have unprecedented features induced by
non-Hermiticity[1]. As a most peculiar example, exceptional
points (EPs) describe the coalescence of the eigenstates and
the degeneracy of the eigenvalues, indicating the phase tran-
sition from the parity-time (PT ) symmetric phase to the PT -
symmetry-broken phase [2, 10–13]. EPs play an important
role in many remarkable physical phenomena and functional
applications. For example, the nonlinear perturbation re-
sponse of EPs induces a variety of unconventional effects, in-
cluding nonreciprocal light propagation [14, 15], loss-induced
transparency [16, 17] and coherent perfect absorption [18, 19],
making them promising platforms for wireless power transfer
[20, 21], single-mode lasers [22] and so on.

In addition to investigating EPs in classical systems, the
extension of EPs to quantum regime has attracted much atten-
tion. Based on the methods of extended Hilbert space [23] and
quantum trajectories [24] to construct effective NH Hamilto-
nians, EPs have been achieved in various quantum platforms
such as dissipative photon systems [25, 26], superconducting
circuits [24, 27–29], single ion traps [30], thermal atom en-
sembles [31, 32], cold atoms [33, 34] and nitrogen-vacancy
color-centers [23, 35]. Quantum effects including photon
blockade[36–39] and topological quantum state control[40–
42] have been achieved by engineering the EPs. As a most im-
portant quantum property, EP-induced exceptional entangle-
ment behaviors have also been observed in very recent works.
For example, the occurrence of the entanglement transition
at the EP has been observed in a NH system composed of
qubit coupled with photons[43]. Entanglement generation be-
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tween two NH qubits can be accelerated by approaching the
EP of the system[44]. Replacing one NH qubit with unitary
qubit, entanglement can be maximized at the EP[45]. How-
ever, since most work have only discussed the case of second-
order EPs, the relationship between the orders of EPs and en-
tanglement remains unknown.

Here, we show that multitype entanglement dynamics can
be realized by engineering different orders of EPs, by ana-
lyzing a generic model composed of two coupled NH qubits.
The inter-qubit coupling will lower the order of EP from the
original fourth-order EP (EP4) to a second-order EP (EP2).
However, we find that disparate entanglement dynamics on
the two sides of the original EP4 and EP2 can be observed si-
multaneously in the case of weak coupling (i.e., the coupling
strength is much smaller than the dissipation rate), indicating
different types of entanglement behaviors can be induced by
tuning the order of EP. When enhancing the coupling strength
to the strong coupling regime (i.e., the coupling strength and
dissipation rate are on the same order), the original EP4 is
replaced by an additional EP2, leading to the disappearance
of the EP4-engineered entanglement transition. Taking Ising
type interaction as an example, we also find EP-induced en-
tanglement transition in the absence of the driving field. Our
scheme is universal for a variety of quantum systems, such as
superconducting circuits [46–48] and ion traps [49, 50]. This
study paves the way for the investigation of quantum effects
induced by EPs, and provides opportunities for designing EP-
based quantum devices.

II. MODEL

We consider a generic system composed of two coupled NH
qubits (or spin). The type of interaction can be treated as ei-
ther dipolar or Ising type interaction. The system Hamiltonian
is given as (ℏ = 1)

H =
∑
j=1,2

(
δj −

iγj
2

)
σ−
j σ

+
j +Ωjσ

x
j +Hint, (1)

where δj represents the frequency detuning of the driving field
from the qubit transition frequency, γj and Ωj is the energy
decay rate of |b⟩j and driving amplitude, respectively. The
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FIG. 1. Schematic diagram of the multitype entanglement dynamics
(I, II, III) induced by EPs with different orders. The regions of PTB
and PTS represent the PT -symmetry-broken phase and the PT -
symmetric phase, respectively. (a) The system exhibits a fourth-order
EP (EP4) without coupling and no entanglement will be generated in
this case. (b) In the weak coupling regime (the coupling strength ξ is
much smaller than the dissipation rate γ of the qubits, i.e., ξ ≪ γ),
the system exhibits the original EP4 (EP4′) and an existing second-
order EP (EP2). (c) In the strong coupling regime (i.e, ξ ∼ γ), the
original EP4 disappears and an additional EP2 will emerge. The defi-
nition of type I, II and III denote three different types of entanglement
dynamics. The entanglement behavior of type I is monotonically in-
creasing and eventually reaching a stable value, type II corresponds
to the entanglement behavior of continuous oscillations over the en-
tire time domain, and type III combines the characteristics of the
above two different entanglement behaviors.

Pauli operators in terms of the quantum energy levels-with
no classical analogs- |b⟩j and |a⟩j as σ+

j = |a⟩j ⟨b| , σ
−
j =

|b⟩j ⟨a| and σx
j = |b⟩j ⟨a| + |a⟩j ⟨b| , j ∈ {1, 2}. In the fol-

lowing analysis, we take γ1 = γ2 = γ and Ω1 = Ω2 = Ω
for simplicity and assumed that δj = 0 (i.e., the drives are
resonant with two qubits). The third term represents the in-
teraction between the two NH qubits. When the two qubits
are coupled via dipolar interaction, the Hamiltonian can be
described as Hint = g

(
σ†
1σ2 + σ1σ

†
2

)
, which can be realized

in various systems such as superconducting circuit systems
[24, 51] and Rydberg atom systems [52]. In addition to this
interaction type, there is another type of interaction between
the two qubits or spins, i.e, Ising type interaction, which can
be represented as Hint = −ξ

(
σ1
x + σ2

x

)2
. Here g and ξ de-

note the coupling strength, respectively. Ising type interac-
tion has been widely studied in hybrid spin-mechanical sys-
tem [53, 54], the quantum spin lattice systems [55, 56] and
hybrid circuit systems[57, 58].

III. EPS WITH DIFFERENT ORDERS

In the following we mainly focus on the case of Ising type
interaction (the calculation of the dipolar interaction case can
be found in Sec. VI). Due to δj = 0, the system Hamilto-
nian in Eq. (1) reduces to a so-called passive PT -symmetric
Hamiltonian [59] can be written as H = HPT − (iγ/2) I
with I being the unitary matrix. The Hamiltonian HPT can
be written as

HPT =


J + iγ

2 Ω Ω J
Ω J J Ω
Ω J J Ω

J Ω Ω J − iγ
2

 , (2)

where J = −2ξ. HPT satisfies PT symmetry, where the
parity operator is given as P = σx

1σ
x
2 .

The eigenvalues of the system without coupling, i.e., ξ =
0 (g = 0), are λ0,1 = −iγ/2 and λ± = −iγ/2 ±
i
√

16Ω2 − γ2/2, indicating the system exists a four-order EP
(EP4) if Ω = ΩEP4 = γ/4 [Fig. 2(a) and 2(d)]. The re-
gion of PT -symmetric phase (PTS) (Ω > ΩEP4) is on the
right-hand side of the EP4 while the region of PT -symmetry-
broken phase (PTB) (Ω < ΩEP4) is on the left-hand side of the
EP4 [Fig. 1(a)]. The order of EP will be lowered from 4 to 2
when adding the qubit-qubit coupling. As shown in Fig. 2(b)
and 2(e), an EP2 can be found at ΩEP2/γ = 0.283 when
choosing ξ/γ = 0.006 as an example. In the weak coupling
regime (i.e., ξ ≪ γ), the coupling can also be considered as
a perturbation. The original EP4 (ΩEP4′ = ΩEP4) and existing
EP2 will form a new phase (ΩEP4′ < Ω < ΩEP2)[Fig. 1(b)],
as different entanglement dynamics can be observed in this
region, which will be mainly discussed in the following sec-
tion. Interestingly, an additional EP2 will appear in the sys-
tem when enhancing the coupling strength to the strong cou-
pling regime (i.e., ξ ∼ γ). As demonstrated in Fig. 2(c) and
2(f), one EP2 appears at the critical value Ω

(1)
EP2/γ = 0.626

and an additional EP2 is at Ω(2)
EP2/γ = 1.34 when choosing

ξ/γ = 0.5. The region of PTB occurs at Ω(1)
EP2 < Ω < Ω

(2)
EP2

and the regions of PTS take place at Ω < Ω
(1)
EP2 and Ω > Ω

(2)
EP2

[Fig. 1(c)].

IV. DIFFERENT ENTANGLEMENT DYNAMICS

The state evolution of the coupled NH qubits can be ob-
tained by solving the equation of motion

dρ

dt
= −i

(
Hρ− ρH†) (3)

where H is the non-Hermitian system Hamiltonian [Eq. (1)]
and ρ denotes the density matrix of the system. To describe
the entanglement between the two NH qubits, we calculate the
concurrence as [60]

C = max (τ1 − τ2 − τ3 − τ4, 0) . (4)
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FIG. 2. Real (a, b, c) and imaginary (d, e, f) parts of eigenvalues
for different Ising type interaction strength. (a) Real and (d) imagi-
nary parts of the eigenvalues for ξ/γ = 0. And examples for weak
coupling regime for ξ/γ = 0.006 (b, e) and strong coupling regime
for ξ/γ = 0.5 (c, f), respectively. The two qubits are assumed to
have the same drive amplitude Ω and the same decay rates γ. The
orange and white regions represent the PTB and PTS, respectively.
The new phase is formed by the original EP4 and existing EP2 (i.e.,
ΩEP4′ < Ω < ΩEP2) in the case of weak coupling is illustrated in the
blue region.

Here τ1, τ2, τ3, τ4 are the eigenvalues of the Hermitian ma-
trix R =

√√
ρρ̃

√
ρ, with ρ̃ = (σy ⊗ σy) ρ

∗ (σy ⊗ σy) in
decreasing order and σy = −i |b⟩ ⟨a|+ i |a⟩ ⟨b|.

Assuming the initial state of the two coupled NH qubits
is |ψ(0)⟩ = |aa⟩, the concurrence evolution in both the
weak [Fig. 3(a), 3(b) and 3(c)] and strong coupling regime
[Fig. 3(d), 3(e) and 3(f)] can be obtained numerically. The
entanglement behaviors are significantly different when tun-
ing different parameters. In the case of weak coupling (tak-
ing ξ/γ = 0.006 as an example), the degree of entangle-
ment is weak and monotonically increases until evolving to
a stable value in the region of Ω < ΩEP4′ [Fig. 3(a)]. We
define this type of entanglement dynamics as type I, which
can only be observed in the weak coupling regime. With
increasing the driving amplitude to the second region, i.e.,
ΩEP4′ < Ω < ΩEP2, the entanglement dynamics exhibits a
combination function of decay and oscillation, reaching to
a fixed value of concurrence at the steady state [Fig. 3(b)].
Clearly, this type of entanglement dynamics is different from
the type I, which we defined as type III.

According to the results in Fig. 3(a) and 3(b), we can find
that the entanglement behaviors are absolutely different when

FIG. 3. The concurrence evolution in the region of PTB (a), the new
phase (b) and PTS (c) in the case of weak coupling ξ/γ = 0.006.
The original EP4 induce the exceptional entanglement phenomena
on the two sides of this point. In the strong coupling regime for
ξ/γ = 0.5, the EP2 induces different entanglement behavior on the
two sides of Ω/γ = 0.626, i.e., in the region of PTS (d, f) and PTB
(e). The initial state is |ψ(0)⟩ = |aa⟩.

crossing the orginal EP4, which indicates that the entangle-
ment dynamics transition is induced by the original EP4, al-
though the original EP4 is absent in the presence of coupling.
It is necessary to define this particular region where enclosed
by the original EP4 and EP2 as a new phase, as the blue region
shown in Fig. 1(b). This new phase is a part of the PTB.

In the region of PTS, i.e., Ω > ΩEP2, the entanglement
dynamics exhibits continuous oscillation in the whole time-
evolution process [Fig. 3(c)], which is defined as type II.
The maximum entanglement (C = 1) can be obtained in
the oscillation process and the degree of entanglement in
PTS is much larger than that in PTB. By using the theory of
time-independent perturbation theory for non-Hermitian sys-
tems [44], we can obtain the analytical results of the con-
currence in the weak coupling regime, which shows a good
agreement with the numerical results in the PT -symmetric
phase (see Appendix C 3 for more details). The multitype
entanglement dynamics (type I, II, III) as described above
can also be seen in the aspect of the population of the ba-
sis state. The normalized quantum state can be expressed as∣∣∣ψ̃〉 = α |aa⟩ + β |ab⟩ + ζ |ba⟩ + δ |bb⟩. Hence the con-
currence is given by C = 2 |αδ − βζ|. corresponding to the
population at each basis state exhibits different oscillatory be-
haviors in the three phases divided by the original EP4 and
EP2 (as shown in Fig. 4), different entanglement dynamics
can be found in the three phases, accordingly.

Compared with the the populations evolution of the basis
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FIG. 4. Time evolution of the modulus |j| (j = α, β, ς, δ) for

each of the four complex amplitudes of the two-qubit state
∣∣∣ψ̃〉 =

α |aa⟩+ β |ab⟩+ ζ |ba⟩+ δ |bb⟩ for ξ = 0 (a) and ξ/γ = 0.006 (b-
d). In the absence of Ising interaction, the evolution of |j| is focused
in the PT -symmetric phase. In the presence of Ising interaction,
the evolution of |j| has been shown in three different regions, i.e.,
in the PT -symmetry-broken phase (b), the new phase (c) and PT -
symmetric phase (d), respectively. The given driving amplitude are
chosen as Ω/γ = 0.23 (b), Ω/γ = 0.28 (c) and Ω/γ = 0.3 (d).

states |bb⟩ and |aa⟩ in the three different phases, we can find
that the distorted Rabi-like oscillation of the population of |bb⟩
and |aa⟩ in the PTS, as the black and pink curves shown in
Fig. 4(a) and 4(d) regardless of whether there exists inter-
action. Moreover, the population evolution of the states |ab⟩
and |ba⟩ monotonically increase during the system evolving
to a steady state in the PTB [Fig. 4(b)] and the new phase
[Fig. 4(c)]. Strikingly, the populations evolution of the basis
states |bb⟩ and |aa⟩ are oscillations at short timescale and fi-
nally reach to a steady state in the new phase, which are differ-
ent from that in the PTB. The different populations evolution
corresponds to the distinctive entanglement dynamics in the
region of new and PTB. In addition, we note that at specific
time T ∗ = 27.2, the populations of basis state are equal, i.e.,
|α| ∼ |β| ∼ |ς| ∼ |δ|.

With the increase of the coupling strength to the strong cou-
pling regime, i.e., ξ/γ = 0.5 as an example, the original EP4
is replaced by another EP2, which means there are two differ-
ent EP2s in the system [see Fig. 2(c) and 2(f)]. The entan-
glement between two coupled NH qubits has been shown in
Fig. 3(d), 3(e) and 3(f). We can observe that the entanglement
dynamics of type II takes place both in the region of Ω < Ω

(1)
EP2

and Ω > Ω
(2)
EP2, i.e., the region of PTS, as shown in Fig. 3(d)

and 3(f), respectively. In PTB, i.e., Ω(1)
EP2 < Ω < Ω

(2)
EP2, the

entanglement dynamics is the same as the defined type III as
demonstrated in Fig. 3(e). Therefore, only two types of entan-
glement dynamics can be found in the strong coupling regime.
When calculating the entanglement dynamics in the regions
near the two sides of the original EP4 (Ω/γ = 0.25), which

behaves almost consistent (see Fig. 5(a) and 5(b)). It means
that due to the replacement of the original EP4 with another
EP2, entanglement dynamics of type I will not appear in the
strong coupling regime. The impact of original EP4 on entan-
glement disappears, which also indicates that the new phase
vanishes.

FIG. 5. Concurrence evolution for the critical values near the
original EP4 in the strong coupling regime. As an example, for
Ω/γ = 0.23 (a) and Ω/γ = 0.28 (b) in the left and right sides
near the original EP4, respectively.

The effect of the original EP4 on entanglement dynam-
ics are completely different in the weak and strong coupling
regime. The presence of the weak coupling can be considered
as a perturbation, such that the original EP4 still makes a sig-
nificant influence on the parameter space, leading to a differ-
ent entanglement dynamics on the two sides near the original
EP4. However, when the coupling strength is large enough,
the contribution of the strong coupling on the parameter space
is dominant, leading to the disappearance of the entanglement
dynamics transition induced by the original EP4. Therefore,
the coexistence of the two EPs with different orders, i.e., EP4
and EP2, can induce three different types of entanglement dy-
namics in the weak coupling regime. Depend on the same
order of the two EP2s, only a jump of entanglement dynamics
can be found in the strong coupling regime.

V. ENTANGLEMENT TRANSITION WITHOUT THE
DRIVING FIELD

In the absence of the driving field applied to the qubits,
i.e., Ωi=1,2 = 0. Exceptional entanglement transition can
also occur when considering the Ising type interaction. The
Hamiltonian with Ising type interaction evolves within the
subspace {|a1, a2⟩ , |a1, b2⟩ , |a2, b1⟩ , |b1, b2⟩}. With a cor-
rection of the quantum state distortion caused by the deco-
herence, the evolution of the joint probability |b1, b2⟩, de-
noted as Pb1b2 , indicating the quantum Rabi oscillator sig-
nal. Figure 6(a) and 6(b) show the obtained Pb1b2 as func-
tions of time in the regions of different phases. Specifically,
in PTB (e.g., ξ/γ = −0.16), the population of state |b1, b2⟩
monotonically decays during the system evolving to a steady
state [Fig. 6(a)]. After crossing the EP, i.e., in the region of
PTS (e.g., ξ/γ = −0.5), the state population Pb1b2 presents
a distinct oscillatory behavior in time evolution as shown in
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Fig. 6(b).

FIG. 6. Observation of exceptional phase transitions in the absence
of Ω. (a) and (b) Measured evolution of the population of the basis
state |b1, b2⟩ in PTB (for ξ/γ = −0.16) and PTS (for ξ/γ = −0.5),
respectively. Concurrence evolution are given for ξ = −0.2γ (c) and
ξ = −0.5γ (d). (e) Concurrence values ε± for the eigenstates |Φ+⟩
and |Φ−⟩ versus the Ising type interaction strength ξ. The derivatives
dε±/dξ around the EP2, obtained by [ε±(ξ + δξ)− ε±(ξ)] /dξ, as
shown in the insets. (f) Spectral gap ∆Eg . As the eigenspectrum is
possessed the entangled eigenstates of the two qubits system. This
gap corresponds to the vacuum Rabi splitting.

To show the relationship between entanglement behavior
and the EP, we give the concurrence evolution for ξ = −0.2γ
and −0.5γ in Fig. 6(c) and 6(d), respectively. The result
demonstrates that the entanglement exhibits different evolu-
tion behaviors in PTB and PTS. Figure 6(e) indicates the con-
currence values ε± associated with the two eigenstates |Φ±⟩
of the system as functions of ξ. As theoretical predicted, be-
low the EP (i.e., |ξ/γ| > γ/4 ), the concurrence value of
each eigenstate is saturated and approximately converge to the
same maximally entangled state (reaching the maximum value
1) and independent of ξ until at the EP ξ = −γ/4, where the
energy gap disappeared. The expression of the concurrence
has been given in Appendix A. The discontinuity of these
derivatives indicates the occurrence of an entanglement tran-
sition at the EP, which are shown in the insets. After crossing
the EP (i.e., |ξ/γ| < γ/4 ), the concurrence values ε± ex-
hibit a linear scaling and depends on ξ. ε± are decreasing to 0
with the reduce of |ξ|. In Fig. 6(f), the energy gap described as
Eg =

√
4J2 − γ2 with J = −2ξ, undergoes a transition from

the real part to the imaginary part at the EP, which is accom-
panied by an entanglement transition of the eigenstates. In
addition, according to the results in Fig. 6(a), 6(b) and 6(e),
this type of the energy gap transition also accompanied by the
effect of the vacuum Rabi splitting of the entangled states.

VI. THE CALCULATION FOR THE SYSTEM WITH
DIPOLAR INTERACTION

In addition to the case of the Ising type interaction dis-
cussed above, we also considered the dipolar interaction be-
tween the qubits, which can be given by

Hint = g(σ+
1 σ

−
2 + σ−

1 σ
+
2 ). (5)

We defined g as the effective dipolar interaction between the
two qubits. In this case, the matrix of the total Hamiltonian
can be written as

H =

0 Ω Ω 0
Ω −iγ2 g Ω
Ω g −iγ2 Ω
0 Ω Ω g − iγ

 . (6)

We now investigate the EP properties of the system where
the two qubits are coupled with dipolar coupling. By numer-
ically solving the matrix of the Hamiltonian Eq. (6), we can
obtain the eigenvalues of the system, as shown in Figure 7.
In the weak coupling regime (i.e., g ≪ γ) for g/γ = 0.006,
there exists an EP2 at Ω/γ = 0.283 [Fig. 7(a) and 7(b)]. And
the EP2 appears at Ω/γ = 0.47 in the strong coupling regime
(i.e., g ∼ γ) for g/γ = 0.5 [Fig. 7(c) and 7(d)].

The PT -symmetry-broken phase is in the region of Ω <
ΩEP4′ while the new phase is in the region of ΩEP4′ < Ω <
ΩEP2. It is worth to note that the new phase belongs to the PT -
symmetry-broken phase. Different from the case of Ising type
interaction, there is only a single EP2 in the strong coupling
regime for the case of dipolar interaction.

FIG. 7. Real (a, c) and imaginary (b, d) parts of eigenvalues for
different dipolar coupling regimes as g/γ = 0.006 (a, b) in the weak
coupling regime (i.e., g ≪ γ) and g/γ = 0.5 (c, d) in the strong cou-
pling regime (i.e., g ∼ γ), respectively. The two qubits are assumed
to have the same drive amplitude Ω and the same decay ratesγ. The
orange, blue and white regions represent the PT -symmetry-broken
phase, the new phase and PT -symmetric phase, respectively. The
value of original EP4 is at the critical point ΩEP4′ = ΩEP4 = γ/4.

For the weak coupling regime, we can find that different
entanglement dynamics on the two sides near the original
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EP4 and EP2 can be observed simultaneously, as shown in
Fig. 8(a)-Fig. 8(c). These phenomena show that the differ-
ent types of entanglement behaviors can still be induced by
tuning the order of EP. In the strong coupling regime, the
EP2-engineered entanglement transition is still existing [see
Fig. 8(d) and 8(e)], but the influence of original EP4 on entan-
glement behavior is disappeared, as shown in Fig. 8(f). Sim-
ilar with the results in the case of Ising type interaction, the
type I of entanglement behavior only takes place in the weak
coupling regime.

FIG. 8. For the case of dipolar interaction, the concurrence evolution
in the PT -symmetry-broken phase (a), the new phase (b) and PT -
symmetric phase (c) for weak coupling strength ξ/γ = 0.006. The
virtual EP4 induce the exceptional entanglement phenomena on the
two sides of this point. In the strong coupling regime for ξ/γ = 0.5,
the EP2 induces different entanglement behavior on the two sides
of ΩEP2/γ = 0.47, i.e., in the PT -symmetry-broken phase (d) and
PT -symmetric phase (e). (f) The entanglement dynamics for the
driving amplitude Ω/γ = 0.24, 0.26. The initial state is |ψ(0)⟩ =
|aa⟩.

VII. CONCLUSIONS

In conclusion, we have discovered multitype entanglement
dynamics can be induced by engineering different orders of
EP in the system with two coupled NH qubits. It can be found
that different entanglement dynamics on the two sides near
the original EP4 and EP2 can be observed simultaneously
in the weak coupling regime. Moreover, the original EP4-
engineered entanglement dynamics only exists in the weak
coupling regime and will disappear in the strong coupling
regime due to the absence of EP4. We have also demon-
strated that an EP-enabled entanglement transition in the sys-

tem without the driving amplitude in the case of Ising type
interaction. Our work provides a protocol for exploring the
connection between the entanglement and higher-order EPs,
offering opportunities for designing quantum devices by engi-
neering EPs.

Appendix A: The concurrence for the two qubits without the
driving amplitude

For the eigenstates |Φ±⟩ of the Hamiltonian without the
driving term, the system density operator in the basis states
|b1, b2⟩ ,|b1, a2⟩ , |a1, b2⟩ , |a1, a2⟩ can be expressed as

ρ± = |N±|2


J2 0 0 JΓ±
0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0

JΓ∗
± 0 0 |Γ±|2

 . (A1)

The dynamics of the system is restricted within the sub-
space {|b1, b2⟩ , |a1, a2⟩}. In such a subspace, the eigenstates
of the NH Hamiltonian are obtained by

|Φ±⟩ = N± (J |a1, a2⟩+ Γ± |b1, b2⟩) , (A2)

where J = −2ξ, N± =
(
J2 + |Γ±|2

)−1/2
and Γ± = iγ/2±√

4J2 − γ2/2. The energy of these two eigenstates is Eg =√
4J2 − γ2.
For the case of the two qubits share the same decaying rates,

the energy gap undergoes a real-to-imaginary transition at the
EP ξ = −γ/4, which is accompanied by an entanglement
transition of the eigenstates. The resulting concurrence for
the two eigenstates |Φ±⟩ are

ε± =
2J |Γ±|

J2 + |Γ±|2
. (A3)

With the increse of the Ising interaction strength |ξ| until
reaching the EP, the energy gap vanishes and both eigen-
states approximately converge to the same maximally entan-
gled state as

|Φ±⟩ =
1√
2
(|a1, a2⟩+ i |b1, b2⟩) . (A4)

Appendix B: Example for the experimental implementation of
Ising type interaction

In our system, we consider the hybrid spin-mechanical sys-
tem, as shown in Fig. B1(a), where the separated two NV cen-
ters are magnetically coupled to the same mechanical motion
of a cantilever with dimensions (l, w, t) via the sharp mag-
net tip attached to it [53, 54, 61]. By applying the cantilever
to a periodic drive that modulates its spring constant [62], it’s
possible to amplify the zero-point fluctuations of the mechani-
cal motion. This phenomenon can be experimentally achieved
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by situating an electrode close to the lower surface of the can-
tilever and applying an adjustable, time-varying voltage to this
electrode [63, 64]. The electrostatic force gradient stemming
from the electrode induces alterations in the spring constant.
For a single NV center, the ground-state energy level struc-
ture is illustrated in Fig. B1(b). The ground triplet states are
|ms = 0,±1⟩. We applied a homogeneous static magnetic
field Bstatic to remove the degenerate states |ms = ±1⟩ with
the Zeeman splitting δ = 2geµBBstatic, where ge ≃ 2 and
µB = 14MHz/mT are the NV′s Lande factor and Bohr
magneton, respectively.

FIG. B1. Two magnet tips are placed at the end of the silicon can-
tilever. The spring constant of the cantilever is modified by the elec-
tric field from the capacitor plate. Two microwave fields polarized
in the x direction (not shown in the picture) are applied to drive the
NV centers between the state |ms = 0⟩ and the states |ms = ±1⟩.
(b) Level diagram of the driven NV center electronic ground state
|ms = 0,±1⟩.

By utilizing the two color microwave frequencies ω±,
we can realize the transition between the states |0⟩
and |±1⟩. In the rotating frame with the microwave
frequencies ω±, we obtain the Hamiltonian HNV =∑
j=±1

−∆j |j⟩ ⟨j|+ (εj/2) (|0⟩ ⟨j|+ |j⟩ ⟨0|), where ∆± ≡

|D − ω± ± δ/2| and ε± ≡ geµBB
±
0 /

√
2 with the microwave

classical fields B±
x (t) = B±

0 cos(ω±t + ϕ±) polarized in the
x direction. In the following analysis, we take ∆± = ∆ and
ε± = ε for simplicity. The Hamiltonian for the nanomechan-
ical resonator with a modulated spring is Hmec = p2z/2M +
1
2k(t)z

2, where pz and z are the cantilever′s momentum and
displacement operators, with effective mass M and funda-
mental frequency ωm. Expressing the momentum operator
pz and the displacement operator z with the oscillator a of
the fundamental oscillating mode and the zero field fluctua-
tion zzpf =

√
ℏ/2Mωm, i.e., pz = −i

√
Mℏωm/2(a − a†)

and z = zzpf (a+ a†).
The Hamiltonian for describing the magnetic interaction

between the NV spin and the cantilever vibrating mode can
be written as Hint ≡ geµBGmzSz , with Gm the mag-
netic field gradient. We switch to the dressed state basis
|b⟩ = 1/

√
2 (|+1⟩ − |−1⟩), |g⟩ = cos θ |0⟩ − sin θ |h⟩,

|a⟩ = cos θ |h⟩ + sin θ |0⟩, with |h⟩ = 1/
√
2 (|+1⟩+ |−1⟩)

and tan(2θ) = −
√
2Ω/∆. The lowest energy level |g⟩ is a

stable ground state, which can be treated as an effective con-
tinuum outside of the submanifold |a⟩ and |b⟩. Furthermore,
we assume the transition frequency between the dressed states
|a⟩ and |b⟩ is almost same as the oscillator frequency, i.e.,
ωab ∼ ωm. This system can be described as

Htot ≃ δma
†a− Ωp

2

(
a2 + a†2

)
+
∑
i=1,2

[
gi

(
a†σ−

i + aσ†
i

)
+
δdg
2
σi
z

]
(B1)

where the coefficients are δm = ωm −ωp, δab = ωab −ωp,
g = geµBGmzzpf sin θ, σi

z ≡ |a⟩i ⟨a|−|b⟩i ⟨b|, σ
+
i ≡ |a⟩i ⟨b|

and σ−
i ≡ |b⟩i ⟨a|. Therefore, it is obvious that the single

NV can be seen as the two-level emitter. By applying another
classical field to drive the two spins (with amplitude Ω), the
driving Hamiltonian can be obtained as Hdri = Ω(σ1

x+σ2
x).

Thus, the total Hamiltonian of our system can be rewritten as

HTO ≃ Htot +Hdri. (B2)

Considering the Hamiltonian (B2), we can diagonalize the
mechanical part of HTO by the unitary transmission Us(r) =
exp

[
r(a2 − a†2)/2

]
, where the squeezing parameter r is de-

fined via the relation tanh 2r = Ωp/δm. Then, the total
Hamiltonian (B2) in this squeezed frame can be obtained as

HTO = HS
Rabi +Hsq

HS
Rabi = ∆ma

†
sas +

∑
i=1,2

[
geff,i(as + a†s)(σ

†
i + σ−

i )

+
δdg
2
σi
z

]
+Hdri

Hsq =
∑
i=1,2

gie
−r

2
(as − a†s)(σ

†
i − σ−

i ).

(B3)
Here, geff,i = gie

r/2. Because the item e−r decreases to
zero as the squeezing parameter r increases, the Hamiltonian
Hsq can be ignored.

Considering δdg = 0 and geff,1 = geff,2 = geff , the Rabi
Hamiltonian HS

Rabi can be reduced using the Schrieffer-Wolff
transformation Heff

Rabi = eSHS
Rabie

−S where S = χ(a†s −
as)(σ

1
x + σ2

x) and χ = geff/∆m. Noted that the parameter χ
is much smaller than one, indicating that it satisfies the Lamb-
Dicke condition χ ≪ 1. The effective Hamiltonian is given
by

Heff
RT = ∆ma

†
sas − ξ

(
σ1
x + σ2

x

)2
+Ω(σ1

x + σ2
x). (B4)

where ξ = g2eff/∆m. Owing to the operator as is de-
coupled from the two-level emitter, we can only retain the
second and third terms in Eq. (B3). Especially, the sec-
ond term is the typical Ising type interaction Hamiltonian
HIsing = −ξ

(
σ1
x + σ2

x

)2
. Therefore, we rewritten the Hamil-

tonian Eq. (B4) as

Heff = −ξ(σ1
x + σ2

x)
2
+Ω(σ1

x + σ2
x). (B5)
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In this scenario, the effective spin-spin interaction of the two
NVs is obtained, and the phonon is only virtually excited.
Taking the effective dissipation κsa and the decaying rate of
spin γiNV into consideration, we have the master equation as
follow:

dρ

dt
= −i

[
HS

Rabi, ρ
]
+ κSaD[a]ρ+

∑
i=1,2

γiNVD[σ−
i ]ρ,

(B6a)
dρ

dt
= −i [Heff , ρ] +

∑
i=1,2

γiNVD[σ−
i ]ρ. (B6b)

where D(O)ρ = OρO† − 1
2ρO

†O− 1
2O

†Oρ is the Lindblad
operator. Then we can make numerical simulations on the dy-
namical process according to Eq. (B6). Figure B2 displays the
concurrence C for the case of two NV spins varying with the
evolution time by respectively solving the two subequations
in Eq. (B6). We can obviously find that our approximation is
reasonable.

FIG. B2. The concurrence evolution of the two spins system by re-
spectively solving the two subequations of Eq. (B6). The initial state
of the system is |0⟩ |aa⟩ and |aa⟩ for Eq. (B6)(a) and Eq. (B6)(b),
respectively. The left parameters are δdg = 0, κS

a = γi
NV = γ,

Ω/γ = 0.3, ξ/γ = 0.0006, ∆m/γ = 40 and geff =
√
ξ∆m.

Appendix C: Non-Hermitian perturbation theory in Ising type
interaction model

According to Eq. (B5), The Hamiltonian for a single non-
Hermitian qubit (or spin) reads as

H0 = − iγj
2

|b⟩j ⟨b|+Ω
(
|a⟩j ⟨b|+ |b⟩j ⟨a|

)
,

HIsing,j = −ξ
(
|a⟩j ⟨b|+ |b⟩j ⟨a|

)2
,

(C1)

with eigenvalues

λj,± =
1

4

(
−iγ − 4ξ ±

√
16Ω2 − γ2

)
. (C2)

The eigenstates in this single-qubit Hilbert space H are given
by

|ψj,−⟩ =
1

4
√
2Ω

(
iγ −

√
16Ω2 − γ2

4Ω

)
,

|ψj,+⟩ =
1

4
√
2Ω

(
iγ +

√
16Ω2 − γ2

4Ω

)
.

(C3)

It is easy to find that both the eigenvalues and eigen-
states combine at the same critical point, i.e., EP, at η ≡√
16Ω2 − γ2 = 0. And the above states are normal-

ized (i.e.,
〈
ψj,−(+)|ψj,−(+)

〉
= 1) but not orthogonal (i.e.,

⟨ψj,−|ψj,+⟩ ≠ 0).
The non-Hermiticity of H is the mean reason for the non-

orthogonality, in order to better address the importance of
non-Hermiticity, we extend the state basis to include states
in the dual Hilbert space H∗. The Hamiltonian in the
dual space H∗ is just the Hermitian conjugate of Hj in
Eq. (C1). i.e., Hj = H†

j , with the eigenvalues λ± =

1
4

(
iγ − 4ξ ±

√
16Ω2 − γ2

)
and the corresponding eigen-

states ∣∣ψj,−
〉
=

1

4
√
2Ω

(
−iγ −

√
16Ω2 − γ2

4Ω

)
,

∣∣ψj,+

〉
=

1

4
√
2Ω

(
−iγ +

√
16Ω2 − γ2

4Ω

)
.

(C4)

To describe the two coupled non-Hermitian qubit in the ab-
sence of Ising type interaction, we construct the eigenstates
and eigenvalues of the HamiltonianH0 and its Hermitian con-
jugate H0 = H†

0 . Focused on the PT -symmetric region, i.e.,
Ω > ΩEP4, that is, η > 0.

The first two eigenvalues of H0 are given by

λ−− = 2λj,− =
1

2
(−iγ − 4ξ − η) ,

λ++ = 2λj,+ =
1

2
(−iγ − 4ξ + η) .

(C5)

and the corresponding eigenvalues in the two-qubit Hilbert
space are the product states of the eigenstates of the two
qubits:

|ψ−−⟩ = |ψ1,−⟩ |ψ2,−⟩ =
1

32Ω2

−(γ + iη)2

4Ω(iγ − η)
4Ω(iγ − η)

16Ω2

 ,

|ψ++⟩ = |ψ1,+⟩ |ψ2,+⟩ =
1

32Ω2

 (iγ + η)2

4Ω(iγ + η)
4Ω(iγ + η)

16Ω2

 .

(C6)

As for the dual space, the eigenvalues of H0 become

λ−− = 2λj,− =
1

2
(iγ − 4ξ − η) ,

λ++ = 2λj,+ =
1

2
(iγ − 4ξ + η) ,

(C7)
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with the corresponding eigenstates are

∣∣ψ−−
〉
=
∣∣ψ1,−

〉 ∣∣ψ2,−
〉
=

1

32Ω2

 −(γ − iη)2

−4Ω(iγ + η)
−4Ω(iγ + η)

16Ω2

 ,

∣∣ψ++

〉
=
∣∣ψ1,+

〉 ∣∣ψ2,+

〉
=

1

32Ω2

 −(γ + iη)2

−4Ω(−iγ + η)
−4Ω(−iγ + η)

16Ω2

 .

(C8)
The above four eigenstates can be normalized via using
biorthogonality

∣∣∣ψ̃−−

〉
=

|ψ−−⟩√〈
ψ−−|ψ−−

〉 =
1

2η

−iγ + η
−4Ω
−4Ω
iγ + η

 ,

〈
ψ̃−−

∣∣∣ = 〈
ψ−−

∣∣√〈
ψ−−|ψ−−

〉
=

1

2η

(
−iγ + η −4Ω −4Ω iγ + η

)
,

∣∣∣ψ̃++

〉
=

|ψ++⟩√〈
ψ++|ψ++

〉 =
1

2η

 iγ + η
4Ω
4Ω

−iγ + η

 ,

〈
ψ̃++

∣∣∣ = 〈
ψ++

∣∣√〈
ψ++|ψ++

〉 =
1

2η

(
iγ + η 4Ω 4Ω −iγ + η

)
.

(C9)
Here,

〈
ψj

∣∣ (j = +,−) are the Hermitian conjugates of
∣∣ψj

〉
in the dual space.

The other two eigenvalues of H0 are degenerate and given
by

λ−+ = λ+− = λj,− + λj,+ = − iγ
2

− 2ξ, (C10)

with the corresponding eigenstates

|ψ−+⟩ = |ψ1,−⟩ |ψ2,+⟩ =
1

8Ω

 −4Ω
iγ − η
iγ + η
4Ω

 ,

|ψ+−⟩ = |ψ1,+⟩ |ψ2,−⟩ =
1

8Ω

 −4Ω
iγ + η
iγ − η
4Ω

 .

(C11)

For the eigenvalues and eigenstates of H0 in the dual space
are given by,

λ−+ = λ+− = λj,− + λj,+ =
iγ

2
− 2ξ. (C12)

And the corresponding eigenstates

∣∣ψ−+

〉
=
∣∣ψ1,−

〉 ∣∣ψ2,+

〉
=

1

8Ω

 −4Ω
−iγ − η
−iγ + η

4Ω

 ,

∣∣ψ+−
〉
=
∣∣ψ1,+

〉 ∣∣ψ2,−
〉
=

1

8Ω

 −4Ω
−iγ + η
−iγ − η

4Ω

 .

(C13)

Similarly, we can build the normalized and unperturbed
biorthogonal eigenstates in the degenerate subspace.

∣∣∣ψ̃−+

〉
=

|ψ−+⟩√〈
ψ−+|ψ−+

〉 =
1

2η

 −4Ω
iγ − η
iγ + η
4Ω

 ,

〈
ψ̃−+

∣∣∣ = 〈
ψ−+

∣∣√〈
ψ−+|ψ−+

〉 =
1

2η

(
−4Ω iγ − η iγ + η 4Ω

)
,

∣∣∣ψ̃+−

〉
=

|ψ+−⟩√〈
ψ+−|ψ+−

〉 =
1

2η

 −4Ω
iγ + η
iγ − η
4Ω

 ,

〈
ψ̃+−

∣∣∣ = 〈
ψ+−

∣∣√〈
ψ+−|ψ+−

〉 =
1

2η

(
−4Ω iγ + η iγ − η 4Ω

)
.

(C14)

1. PT -symmetry-broken phase, η < 0

For the PT -symmetry-broken phase, i.e., η < 0, we can
also present the conventionally normalized eigenvectors |ψi⟩
in the broken phase, namely

|ψ−−⟩ =
1

32Ω2

 (iγ + η)2

4Ω(iγ + η)
4Ω(iγ + η)

16Ω2

 ,

|ψ++⟩ =
1

32Ω2

−(γ + iη)2

4Ω(iγ − η)
4Ω(iγ − η)

16Ω2

 ,

|ψ−+⟩ =
1

8Ω

 −4Ω
iγ + η
iγ − η
4Ω

 , |ψ+−⟩ =
1

8Ω

 −4Ω
iγ − η
iγ + η
4Ω

 ,

(C15)

with corresponding eigenvalues calculated by
λ−− = 2λj,− = 1

2 (−iγ − 4ξ + η) , λ++ = 2λj,+ =
1
2 (−iγ − 4ξ − η) and λ−+ = λ+− = − iγ

2 − 2ξ, respec-
tively.
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2. First-order degenerate and non-degenerate perturbation
theory with Ising type interaction

The perturbation matrix in the subspace spanned
by

{∣∣∣ψ̃+−

〉
,
∣∣∣ψ̃−+

〉}
and their adjoint states{〈

ψ̃+−

∣∣∣ ,〈ψ̃−+

∣∣∣}. This matrix can be obtained as

[Hint] =

〈ψ̃+−

∣∣∣Hint

∣∣∣ψ̃+−

〉 〈
ψ̃−+

∣∣∣Hint

∣∣∣ψ̃+−

〉〈
ψ̃−+

∣∣∣Hint

∣∣∣ψ̃+−

〉 〈
ψ̃−+

∣∣∣Hint

∣∣∣ψ̃−+

〉
=

(
−Jγ2

η2 −Jγ2

η2

−Jγ2

η2 −Jγ2

η2

)
.

(C16)

Here, J = −2ξ. Noted that Hint is Hermitian and this sub-
matrix is real with eigenvalues 0 and − 2Jγ2

η2 . The eigen-
states read as (|ψ−+⟩ ∓ |ψ+−⟩) /

√
2, which means that we

can choose a new basis for the degenerate subspace, specifi-
cally,

∣∣∣ψ̃1

〉
=

1√
2

(∣∣∣ψ̃−+

〉
−
∣∣∣ψ̃+−

〉)
=

1√
2

 0
−1
1
0

 ,

∣∣∣ψ̃2

〉
=

1√
2

(∣∣∣ψ̃−+

〉
+
∣∣∣ψ̃+−

〉)
=

1√
2η

−4Ω
iγ
iγ
4Ω

 ,

∣∣∣ψ̃1

〉
=

1√
2

(∣∣∣ψ̃−+

〉
−
∣∣∣ψ̃+−

〉)
=

1√
2

 0
−1
1
0

 ,

∣∣∣ψ̃2

〉
=

1√
2

(∣∣∣ψ̃−+

〉
+
∣∣∣ψ̃+−

〉)
=

1√
2η

−4Ω
−iγ
−iγ
4Ω

 .

(C17)

Noted that this type of interaction Hamiltonian Hint is diag-
onal and the state

∣∣∣ψ̃1

〉
is equal to

∣∣∣ψ̃1

〉
. The corresponding

eigenvalues are given by

λ1 = λ−+, λ1 = λ−+, λ2 = λ+−, λ2 = λ+−. (C18)

It is easy to find that
∣∣∣ψ̃1

〉
=
∣∣∣ψ̃1

〉
. Applying to the first-

order non-degenerate perturbation theory to our system of two
weakly coupled non-Hermitian spins. The perturbed eigenval-
ues are given by

Λ1 = λ1 + 0 = − iγ
2

− 2ξ,

Λ1 = λ1 + 0 =
iγ

2
− 2ξ,

Λ2 = λ2 −
2Jγ2

η2
= − iγ

2
− 2ξ − 2Jγ2

η2
,

Λ2 = λ2 −
2Jγ2

η2
=
iγ

2
− 2ξ − 2Jγ2

η2
.

(C19)

Finding that the given interaction Hamiltonian is already di-
agonal in the basis

{∣∣∣ψ̃1

〉
,
∣∣∣ψ̃2

〉}
of the Hilbert space and{∣∣∣ψ̃1

〉
,
∣∣∣ψ̃2

〉}
of the dual space. Therefore, we need to

consider the first-order unperturbed eigenstates of the non-
degenerate subspace.

|Ψ1⟩ =
∣∣Ψ1

〉
=
∣∣∣ψ̃1

〉
+

〈
ψ̃−−

∣∣∣Hint

∣∣∣ψ̃1

〉
λ1 − λ−−

∣∣∣ψ̃−−

〉
+

〈
ψ̃++

∣∣∣Hint

∣∣∣ψ̃1

〉
λ1 − λ++

∣∣∣ψ̃++

〉

=
1√
2

 0
−1
1
0

 ,

(C20)

|Ψ2⟩ =
∣∣∣ψ̃2

〉
+

〈
ψ̃−−

∣∣∣Hint

∣∣∣ψ̃2

〉
λ2 − λ−−

∣∣∣ψ̃−−

〉
+

〈
ψ̃++

∣∣∣Hint

∣∣∣ψ̃2

〉
λ2 − λ++

∣∣∣ψ̃++

〉

=
1√
2η3

−4Ωη2 − i16γJΩ
iγη2

iγη2

4Ωη2 − i16γJΩ

 ,

(C21)

∣∣Ψ2

〉
=
∣∣∣ψ̃2

〉
+

〈
ψ̃−−

∣∣∣Hint

∣∣∣ψ̃2

〉
λ2 − λ−−

∣∣∣ψ̃−−

〉
+

〈
ψ̃++

∣∣∣Hint

∣∣∣ψ̃2

〉
λ2 − λ++

∣∣∣ψ̃++

〉

=
1√
2η3

−4Ωη2 + i16γJΩ
−iγη2
−iγη2

4Ωη2 + i16γJΩ

 .

(C22)

The perturbed eigenvalues are given by
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|Ψ++⟩ =
∣∣∣ψ̃++

〉
+

〈
ψ̃−−

∣∣∣Hint

∣∣∣ψ̃++

〉
λ++ − λ−−

∣∣∣ψ̃−−

〉
+

〈
ψ̃1

∣∣∣Hint

∣∣∣ψ̃++

〉
λ++ − λ1

∣∣∣ψ̃1

〉
+

〈
ψ̃2

∣∣∣Hint

∣∣∣ψ̃++

〉
λ++ − λ2

∣∣∣ψ̃2

〉

=
1

2η

 iγ + η
4Ω
4Ω

−iγ + η

− 8JΩ2

η4

−iγ + η
−4Ω
−4Ω
iγ + η

+
8iγJΩ

η4

−4Ω
iγ
iγ
4Ω

 ,

(C23)

|Ψ−−⟩ =
∣∣∣ψ̃−−

〉
+

〈
ψ̃++

∣∣∣Hint

∣∣∣ψ̃−−

〉
λ−− − λ++

∣∣∣ψ̃++

〉
+

〈
ψ̃1

∣∣∣Hint

∣∣∣ψ̃−−

〉
λ−− − λ1

∣∣∣ψ̃1

〉
+

〈
ψ̃2

∣∣∣Hint

∣∣∣ψ̃−−

〉
λ−− − λ2

∣∣∣ψ̃2

〉

=
1

2η

−iγ + η
−4Ω
−4Ω
iγ + η

+
8JΩ2

η4

 iγ + η
4Ω
4Ω

−iγ + η

+
8iγJΩ

η4

−4Ω
iγ
iγ
4Ω

 .

(C24)

The above perturbation theory gives the basis states, i.e.,
|ψ++⟩ , |ψ−−⟩ , |ψ1⟩ , |ψ2⟩ in the Hibert space H as well as
the corresponding adjoint states

∣∣ψ++

〉
,
∣∣ψ−−

〉
,
∣∣ψ1

〉
,
∣∣ψ2

〉
in the dual space H∗. It is worth to note that the above basis
states are both normalized〈
ψ1|ψ1

〉
= 1and

〈
ψi|ψi

〉
= 1 +O(ξ2), (i = ++,−−, 2)

(C25)
and orthogonal, namely〈

ψi|ψj

〉
= 0 +O(ξ2), (i, j = ++,−−, 1, 2) (C26)

Moreover, they also compose a complete basis

|ψ++⟩
〈
ψ++

∣∣+ |ψ−−⟩
〈
ψ−−

∣∣
+ |ψ1⟩

〈
ψ1

∣∣+ |ψ2⟩
〈
ψ2

∣∣
= 1 +O(ξ2).

(C27)

For the non-degenerate subspaces, the correction at the first

order is determined by the expectation values of the interac-
tion Hamiltonian using the unperturbed eigenstates

Λ−− = λ−− +
〈
ψ̃−−

∣∣∣Hint

∣∣∣ψ̃−−

〉
=

1

2
(−iγ − 4ξ − η) +

16JΩ2

η2
,

Λ++ = λ++ +
〈
ψ̃++

∣∣∣Hint

∣∣∣ψ̃++

〉
=

1

2
(−iγ − 4ξ + η) +

16JΩ2

η2
.

(C28)

3. Entanglement between two coupled non-Hermitian qubits

Given an initial state |ψ(0)⟩, the time evolution of the state
under an evolution operator U = e−iHt can be obtained by

|ψ(t)⟩ = U |ψ(0)⟩ =
〈
Ψ++

∣∣ψ(0)〉 e−itΛ++ |Ψ++⟩ +
〈
Ψ−−

∣∣ψ(0)〉 e−itΛ−− |Ψ−−⟩
+
〈
Ψ1

∣∣ψ(0)〉 e−itΛ1 |Ψ1⟩ +
〈
Ψ2

∣∣ψ(0)〉 e−itΛ2 |Ψ2⟩
= A1e

−itΛ++ |Ψ++⟩+A2e
−itΛ−− |Ψ−−⟩ +A3e

−itΛ1 |Ψ1⟩+A4e
−itΛ2 |Ψ2⟩ ,

(C29)

where

A1 =
1

2η
(iγ + η)− 8JΩ2

η4
(−iγ + η) +

8iγJΩ

η4
(−4Ω),

A2 =
1

2η
(−iγ + η) +

8JΩ2

η4
(iγ + η) +

8iγJΩ

η4
(−4Ω),

A3 = 0,

A4 =
1√
2η3

(−4Ωη2 − i16γJΩ).

(C30)

By projecting this two-qubit pure state onto the four maxi-
mally entangled Bell states, i.e., |ψ⟩ =

∑
j

cj |ej⟩ with

|e1⟩ =
1√
2
(|aa⟩+ |bb⟩) , |e2⟩ =

i√
2
(|aa⟩ − |bb⟩) ,

|e3⟩ =
1√
2
(|ab⟩+ |ba⟩) , |e4⟩ =

1√
2
(|ab⟩ − |ba⟩) ,

(C31)

The concurrence as an entanglement of the two coupled
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qubit can be written as

C =
|⟨ψ∗|ψ⟩|
||ψ(t)⟩|2

=
2 |αδ − βς|

|α|2 + |β|2 + |ς|2 + |δ|2
. (C32)

The results show that the analytical simulation by utilizing
the perturbation theory assuming the weak qubit coupling up
to first order in the PT -symmetric phase. As an example, by
choosing the weak Ising type interaction for ξ/γ = 0.0006,
the maximum entanglement (C = 1) will occur at the spe-
cific time T ∗ = 17.17 for a given value of Ω/γ = 0.3 in the
PTS, as shown in Figure C1. Importantly, the analytical result
shows good agreement with the numerical calculation. In par-
ticular, the maximum degree of entanglement can be obtained
at a shorter timescale.

FIG. C1. Comparison of the calculated concurrence evolution
C from the first-order non-Hermitian perturbation theory (the solid
lines see Eq. (C32)) and the fully numerical solution (asterisk on
solid lines) at values in the PT -symmetric phase: Ω/γ = 0.3 as an
example. The initial state is |ψ(0)⟩ = |aa⟩ and the coupling strength
is ξ/γ = 0.0006.
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[11] S. K. Özdemir, S. Rotter, F. Nori, and L. Yang, “Parity-time
symmetry and exceptional points in photonics,” Nat. Mater. 18,
783–798 (2019).

[12] M. Parto, Yzgn Liu, B. Bahari, M. Khajavikhan, and D. N.
Christodoulides, “Non-Hermitian and topological photonics:
optics at an exceptional point,” Nanophotonics 10, 403–423
(2021).
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