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The geometric properties of quantum states is fully encoded by the quantum geometric tensor.
The real and imaginary parts of the quantum geometric tensor are the quantum metric and Berry
curvature, which characterize the distance and phase difference between two nearby quantum states
in Hilbert space, respectively. For conventional Hermitian quantum systems, the quantum metric
corresponds to the fidelity susceptibility and has already been used to specify quantum phase tran-
sitions from the geometric perspective. In this work, we extend this wisdom to the non-Hermitian
systems for revealing non-Hermitian critical points. To be concrete, by employing numerical ex-
act diagonalization and analytical methods, we calculate the quantum metric and corresponding
order parameters in various non-Hermitian models, which include two non-Hermitian generalized
Aubry-André models and non-Hermitian cluster and mixed-field Ising models. We demonstrate that
the quantum metric of eigenstates in these non-Hermitian models exactly identifies the localization
transitions, mobility edges, and many-body quantum phase transitions, respectively. We further
show that this strategy is robust against the finite-size effect and different boundary conditions.

I. INTRODUCTION

Quantum phase transitions are a kind of phase transi-
tions that are driven by quantum fluctuations and occur
at zero temperature [1]. They are extensively investi-
gated between different magnetic phases [2], localization
phases [3–6], topological phases [7–10], and so on. Near
the phase transition point, the infinitesimal variation of
certain system parameters will dramatically change the
properties of the ground (eigen) state, which intuitively
leads to a sharp change of the state fidelity. Moreover, an
information-geometric approach based on this observa-
tion has already been put forward [11–18]. The concrete
procedure is to calculate the fidelity susceptibility, which
defines the response of fidelity to the driving parameter
of the system Hamiltonian near critical points [11–16].

The fidelity susceptibility is closely related to the quan-
tum metric, which characterizes the distance between two
nearby quantum states in Hilbert space [19–22]. The
quantum metric is the real part of a more general ge-
ometric concept, called the quantum geometric tensor
(QGT) [19, 23], of which the imaginary part is the well-
studied Berry curvature [24–26] for plenty of celebrated
physical effects [27–33]. The quantum metric is also re-
lated to many fascinating physical phenomena, such as
the superfluidity in flat bands [34, 35] and topological
quantum phases [36–38]. The quantum metric has re-
cently been experimentally measured in various artificial
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quantum systems [39–52].

Most of these previous studies focus on the QGT and
related quantum phase transitions in Hermitian systems
[53–61]. In recent years, the theoretical and experimen-
tal explorations of non-Hermitian physics have garnered
significant attentions [62–85]. Various novel phenomena
or phases unique to non-Hermitian systems have been
revealed, such as exceptional points [72–74, 86–89], non-
Hermitian skin effects [75–77], and non-Hermitian delo-
calization [78–83]. It is worth mentioning that phase
transitions could be also sensitive to the non-Hermiticity,
and the associated critical points in non-Hermitian sys-
tems have potential for sensitivity enhancement in the
quantum sensing regime [84, 85, 90–92].

Here we exploit the information-geometric approach to
study quantum phase transitions in both single-particle
and many-body non-Hermitian systems. We explore the
critical points in various non-Hermitian models through
the quantum metric. By using the numerical exact di-
agonalization, we calculate the quantum metric and lo-
calization properties (the fractal dimension and partic-
ipation ratio) in two non-Hermitian generalized Aubry-
André (GAA) models [93–95]. Our results show that the
quantum metric will be divergent or singular in proxim-
ity of localization transition points for all eigenstates.
Thus the quantum metric exactly identifies the local-
ization transition and the mobility edges in these non-
Hermitian quasiperiodic systems. For non-Hermitian
cluster and mixed-field Ising models, we demonstrate
that the quantum metric of the ground state can reveal
the quantum phase transitions, as compared with the
corresponding order parameters obtained from both an-
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alytical and numerical approaches. Finally, we show that
this information-geometric strategy for identifying non-
Hermitian critical points is robust against the finite-size
effect and different boundary conditions.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. A brief
review of the quantum metric for non-Hermitian Hamil-
tonians is given in Sec. II. In Sec. III, we identify the
localization transitions and mobility edges in two non-
Hermitian GAA models through the quantum metric of
eigenstates, respectively. Sec. IV is devoted to reveal-
ing quantum phase transitions in non-Hermitian cluster
and mixed-field Ising models with the quantum metric
of ground states. Brief discussions on the finite-size ef-
fect and boundary conditions and a short conclusion are
presented in Sec. V.

II. NON-HERMITIAN QUANTUM METRIC

We begin by considering a non-Hermitian Hamilto-
nian H(λ) parameterized by λ = (λ1, λ2, . . . , λD) in D-
dimensional parameter space. The eigenstate equation
is H(λ) |ψR

n (λ)⟩ = En |ψR
n (λ)⟩ with n the band index.

The eigenvalues En are in general complex due to the
non-Hermiticity of the Hamiltonian, and the eigenstate
|ψR

1 (λ)⟩ corresponding to the minimum real eigenvalue
is set as the ground state. The eigenstates satisfy the
normalization condition ⟨ψR

n (λ)|ψR
n (λ)⟩ = 1 but is gen-

erally nonorthogonal ⟨ψR
m(λ)|ψR

n (λ)⟩ ≠ 0 (m ̸= n). We
assume the ground state |ψR

1 (λ)⟩ is non-degenerate and
focus on the right eigenstates |ψR

n (λ)⟩
.
= |ψn(λ)⟩ for sim-

plicity. The distance between two neighbor eigenstates
|ψn(λ)⟩ and |ψn(λ+ dλ)⟩ in the parameter space is given
by [19, 23, 96]

ds2 = 1−|⟨ψn(λ)|ψn(λ+ dλ)⟩|2 =
∑
µν

g(n)µν dλµdλν , (1)

where g
(n)
µν is the non-Hermitian quantum metric with

parameters {µ, ν} ∈ (λ1, λ2, . . . , λD). It is the real part of
the non-Hermitian quantum geometric tensor [19, 23, 96]

Q(n)
µν = ⟨∂λµ

ψn|∂λν
ψn⟩ − ⟨∂λµ

ψn|ψn⟩ ⟨ψn|∂λν
ψn⟩

= gµν − i

2
Fµν ,

(2)

where g
(n)
µν = Re(Qµν), and the imaginary part Fµν =

−2Im(Qµν) corresponds to the Berry curvature.
For identifying the quantum phase transition driven

by a single parameter µ, we can consider an infinitesimal
change of the parameter: µ→ µ+ dµ, and then obtain

F 2
n
.
= |⟨ψn(µ)|ψn(µ+ dµ)⟩|2 ≈ 1− χ

(n)
F (dµ)2. (3)

Here Fn is the so-called fidelity of the n-th eigenstate,

and χ
(n)
F is the fidelity susceptibility [11, 14, 18]. Notably,

χ
(n)
F denotes the response of Fn due to the small change

of µ. Combining Eq. (1) and Eq. (3), we can proof the

equivalence of the quantum metric and the fidelity sus-
ceptibility in generic non-Hermitian Hamiltonians [7, 97]:

g(n)µµ = Re(⟨∂µψn|∂µψn⟩ − ⟨∂µψn|ψn⟩ ⟨ψn|∂µψn⟩)

= lim
dµ→0

−2 lnFn

dµ2
= χ

(n)
F .

(4)

It has been shown that the fidelity susceptibility of the
ground state can detect quantum critical points in Her-
mitian systems [11–16]. For n-th eigenstate, one can also

expect that the corresponding quantum metric g
(n)
µµ will

reach the maximum value or diverge at its localization
transition point. In the following, we extend this wisdom
to generic non-Hermitian models. To be concrete, we
demonstrate that the localization transition of all eigen-
states with related mobility edges and the quantum phase
transitions in non-Hermitian disordered and many-body
systems can be revealed by the quantum metric, respec-
tively.

III. NON-HERMITIAN LOCALIZATION
TRANSITIONS AND MOBILITY EDGES

A. Detecting localization transitions

We first consider a non-Hermitian version of the GAA
model with quasi-periodic modulations on both the on-
site potential and off-diagonal hopping amplitude [98–
100]. Generally, the non-Hermiticities come from the
nonreciprocal hopping and complex potential phase, and
the model Hamiltonian can be written as [6, 93, 94]

H
(1)
GAA =

∑
j

[tj(e
−gc†j+1cj + egc†jcj+1) + ∆jc

†
jcj ], (5)

where cj (c†j) is the annihilation (creation) operator at
the j-th site. Here g is the dimensionless nonreciprocal
strength of the hopping amplitude tj , and ∆j is the on-
site potential term. They are given by

tj = t+ V2 cos[2πβ(j + 1/2)],

∆j = V1 cos(2πβj + ih),
(6)

with V1 and V2 being the modulation amplitudes of the
potential and hopping terms, respectively, h being the
complex phase, and β being an irrational number to
ensure the incommensurate modulation. Hereafter, we
choose β = (

√
5−1)/2 as the golden ratio and the lattice

site number L from the Fibonacci sequence, and set t = 1
as the unit of energy.
The GAA model has rich localization phase diagrams

in the Hermitian [98–100] and non-Hermitian cases [6].
By changing the modulation amplitudes V1 and V2 (or
g), the localization transition of eigenstates between ex-
tended, localized, and critical phases can occurs. A typi-
cal quantity to characterize localization properties of the
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(a) (b)

(c) (d)

(e) (f)

FIG. 1. (Color online) The non-Hermitian GAA model with

nonreciprocal hopping given by H
(1)
GAA with L = 610 under

the PBC. (a) η and (b) ξV2 for the ground state in the pa-
rameter space (V1,V2). The localization phase diagram in (a)
consists three regions I, II, III for the extended, critical, and
localized phases, respectively. (c,d) ξV1 and η as a function of
V1 with fixed V2 = 0.5 and V2 = 1.5, respectively. (e) ξV2 and
η as a function of V2 with fixed V1 = 3. (f) ξV1 as functions
of V1 and g with fixed V2 = 0.5. The colored phase regions
with boundaries in (c-e) are determined by Eq. (8). The non-
reciprocal strength is g = 0.5 in (a-e). Other parameters are
h = 0 and t = 1.

n-th eigenstate in this model is the fractal dimension:

ηn = −
ln(

∑L
j | ⟨j|ψn⟩ |2)
lnL

, (7)

where |j⟩ is the computational basis and |ψn⟩ is the n-th
right eigenstates. In this model, there is no mobility edge
and all eigenstates share the same localization properties
[6, 98–100]. Thus, we focus on the ground state |ψ1⟩
with the corresponding fractal dimension η1 ≡ η for sim-
plicity. When the system size L → ∞, one has η → 1
for the extended phase, η → 0 for the localized phase,
while η falls between 0 and 1 (η ≈ 0.5) in the critical
phase, respectively. Figure 1(a) show the numerical re-
sults of η in the parameter space (V1,V2) for nonreciprocal
case with g = 0.5 and h = 0 under the periodic bound-
ary condition (PBC), by using the exact diagonalization
method. Three regimes (denoted by the I, II and III) for
the extended, critical, and localized phases are exhibited.
Notably, the critical values V1c for localization transition

(a) (b)

(c) (d)

FIG. 2. (Color online) The non-Hermitian GAA model with
complex potential phase (and nonreciprocal hopping) given

by H
(1)
GAA with L = 610 under the PBC. (a) η and (b) ξV1 in

the parameter space (V1,V2) for g = 0. The three regions I, II,
and III denotes the extended, critical, and localized phases,
respectively. (c) ξV1 and η as a function of V1 with fixed
V2 = 0.5 and g = 0.5. (d) ξV2 and η as a function of V2

with fixed V1 = 1.8 and g = 0.5. The colored phase regions
with boundaries in (c,d) are determined by Eq. (8). Other
parameters are h = 0.5 and t = 1.

points with respect to other parameters are given by [6]

V1c = e−|h|
(
2K cosh |g|+ 2

√
K2 − V 2

2 sinh |g|
)
, (8)

with K = max(t, V2).
To demonstrate the ability of the non-Hermitian quan-

tum metric to detect localization transition points in non-
Hermitian cases, we numerically calculate the diagonal
elements of the quantum metric gµµ for the parameter
µ = {V1, V2}. To resole the three different localization
regions in this model, we use the logarithm quantity of
the quantum metric

ξµ = log10 gµµ, (9)

with respect to the model parameters (V1, V2, g, h). We
first consider the generalized AA model with only non-
reciprocal hopping for fixed h = 0 and g = 0.5. The
numerical result of ξV2 in Fig. 1(b) shows the boundaries
between different localization phase regions, which is con-
sistent with those in Fig. 1(a). To reveal the localization
transition points more clearly, we plot ξV1

and η as a
function of V1 for V2 = 0.5 and V2 = 1.5 in Fig. 1(c) and
Fig. 1(d), respectively. The results show that ξV1

changes
relatively smoothly in each phase, while increases signifi-
cantly and reaches its maximum value at the localization
transition points. In Fig. 1(e), we plot ξV2

and η as a
function of V2 for V1 = 3, which across three localiza-
tion phases. In this case, we can see that the boundaries
between different phases can also be revealed, although
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the rapid oscillation of ξV2
in the critical phase region

is exhibited due to the accidental degeneracies of wave
functions with respect to V2 in the critical phase. The
quantum metric can even be used to identify the local-
ization transition driven by the non-Hermitian strength
g, as shown in Fig. 1(f).

We also consider the GAA model with the complex
potential phase for h = 0.5 and g = 0, with numerical
results of η and ξV1 shown in Fig. 2(a) and Fig. 2(b),
respectively. It is evident that the boundaries between
the three localization phases distinguished by η corre-
sponds to the peak of ξV1 . For the case of coexistence of
the nonreciprocal hopping and complex potential phase
with g = h = 0.5, one can still find the peaks of the
quantum metric (ξV1

and ξV2
) at the localization transi-

tion points in Fig. 2(c) and Fig. 2(d). Moreover, we plot
three phase regions with different colors in Figs. 1(c-e)
and Figs. 2(c,d) according to Eq. (8). One can see that
localization transition points in this non-Hermitian GAA
model revealed by the quantum metric are perfectly con-
sistent with those obtained from the fractal dimension
and the analytical result [6].

B. Revealing mobility edges

We proceed to consider localization transitions of all
eigenstates to reveal the mobility edge in non-Hermitian
systems with the quantum metric. To do this, we study
another non-Hermitian version of the GAA model [3–5]:

H
(2)
GAA =

∑
j

[t(e−gc†j+1cj + egc†jcj+1) + ϵjc
†
jcj ], (10)

with a quasi-periodic onsite potential

ϵj =
∆cos(2πjβ)

1− α cos(2πjβ)
. (11)

Here g represents the nonreciprocal strength of the hop-
ping amplitude, ∆ is the amplitude of irrational mod-
ulation with β = (

√
5 − 1)/2, and α ∈ (−1, 1) denotes

the lattice parameter. In the Hermitian case (g = 0),
when α = 0, it reduces to the standard AA model with-
out mobility edges. When α ̸= 0, this GAA model in
the Hermitian limit has an exact mobility edge at energy
E = Ec that follows the relationship [3]

Ec =
2t−∆

α
. (12)

The presence of the mobility edge can be understood by
the energy-independent localization transition and self-
duality condition driven by the cosine dispersion [3]. This
GAA model has been realized with ultracold atoms in
tunable synthetic lattices and the mobility edge has been
observed [4, 5]. However, the mobility edge in the non-
Hermitian GAA model is yet to be explored.

To characterize the localization properties of all eigen-
states and reveal the mobility edge in the Hermitian and

(a)

(c)

(b)

(d)

PRn

PRn

FIG. 3. (Color online) The GAA model given by H
(2)
GAA in the

Hermitian limit with L = 610 under the PBC. The eigenen-
ergies En as functions of (a) ∆ and (c) α, respectively. The
colors correspond to the values of PRn as the inset color bar.
The red circles denote the positions of the peaks of the quan-
tum metric for eigenstates at different ∆ or α. The black
solid line denotes the exact mobility edge given by Eq (12).
Note that PRn = 0.05 is set as the critical value for the com-
parison with the exact mobility edge. (b) PRn and g

(n)
∆∆ as

functions of ∆ for the ground state (n = 1) and the highest

excited state (n = L) with fixed α = −0.5. (d) PRn and g
(n)
αα

as functions of α for the ground state and the highest excited
state with fixed ∆ = 1.8. Other parameters are g = 0 and
t = 1.

non-Hermitian cases, we can numerically compute the
participation ratio of the n-th eigenstate |ψn⟩:

PRn =
1

L

1∑L
j | ⟨j|ψn⟩ |2

. (13)

The extended and localized eigenstates take PRn → 1
and PRn → 0, respectively. To detect the mobility edge
with the quantum metric, we numerically calculate the
corresponding diagonal element of the quantum metric

g
(n)
µµ with µ = {∆, α} for the n-th eigenstate |ψn⟩.
We first show the numerical results in the Hermitian

limit with g = 0 in Fig. 3. As shown in Fig. 3(a), the
mobility edge exhibits and separates the eigenstates from
PRn: the upper ones as extended states while the lower

ones are localized states. The peak positions of g
(n)
∆∆ and

the exact mobility edge given by Eq. (12) are plotted,
which are consistent with each other. To be more clearly,

we show g
(n)
∆∆ and PRn as a function of ∆ for the ground

state (n = 1) and the highest excited state (n = L) in

Fig. 3(b), where g
(n)
∆∆ exhibits a distinct peak at the crit-

ical point with PRn ≈ 0. The mobility edge separating
extended and localized eigenstates with respect to vary-
ing the parameter α can be also revealed by the quantum

metric g
(n)
αα , as shown in Figs. 3(c,d).
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PRn

(a)

(c)

(b)

(d)

PRn

FIG. 4. (Color online) The non-Hermitian GAA model given

by H
(2)
GAA with L = 610 under the PBC. The eigenenergies En

as functions of (a) ∆ and (c) α, respectively. The red circles
denote the positions of the peaks of the quantum metric for

eigenstates at different ∆ or α. (b) PR1 and g
(1)
∆∆ as a function

of ∆ for the ground state with fixed α = −0.5. (d) PR1 and

g
(1)
αα as a function of α for the ground state with fixed ∆ = 1.8.
Other parameters are g = 0.5 and t = 1.

For the non-Hermitian case, the nonreciprocal strength
g modify the mobility edge from the exact form, with two
examples of g = 0.5 shown in Fig. 4. In these cases, the
localization transitions of right eigenstates with respect

to the parameters ∆ (α) are revealed by g
(n)
∆∆ (g

(n)
αα ) in

Fig. 4(a) [4(c)]. Figure 4(b) [4(d)] shows PR1 and g
(1)
∆∆

(g
(1)
αα) as a function of ∆ (α) for the ground state. One can

find the peak of g
(1)
∆∆ (g

(1)
αα) is exhibited at the localization

transition point. Comparing with the Hermitian case, the
mobility edge with respect to ∆ moves to the larger val-
ues of ∆ in Fig 4(a), while it moves towards larger |α| in
Figs 4(c). This can be understood by the delocalization
enhanced by the nonreciprocal hopping [9, 63, 64]. Thus,
our results demonstrate the quantum metric can be used
to reveal the mobility edge in both the Hermitian and
non-Hermitian systems.

IV. QUANTUM PHASE TRANSITIONS IN
NON-HERMITIAN MANY-BODY SYSTEMS

A. Non-Hermitian cluster Ising model

We proceed to reveal the quantum phase transition of
many-body ground states in non-Hermitian interacting
spin systems with the quantum metric. We first con-
sider the non-Hermitian cluster Ising model with exactly
solvable ground states [101], which takes the following

Hamiltonian

H
(1)
NH-Ising = −J

N∑
l=1

σx
l−1σ

z
l σ

x
l+1+λ

N∑
l=1

σy
l σ

y
l+1+

iΓ

2

N∑
l=1

σu
l ,

(14)
where σx,y,z

l denote the Pauli matrices of the l-th spin,

and the gain and loss is given by σu
l =

(
1 0
0 0

)
. There

are three parameters in this model: J represents the
cluster exchange strength, λ denotes the Ising exchange
strength, and Γ signifies the strength of gain or loss. In
the rest of this section, we set J = 1 as the energy unit.
Using the standard Jordan-Wigner transformation and

the Fourier transformation under the PBC, we can obtain
the Hamiltonian in momentum space, which is given by

Hk = 2
∑
k>0

[iyk(c
†
kc

†
−k + ckc−k) + zk(c

†
kck + c†−kc−k − 1)],

(15)
here yk = sin(2k)+λ sin(k) and zk = cos(2k)−λ cos(k)−
iΓ
4 . By diagonalizing Hk through the Bogoliubov trans-
formation, one can obtain the ground state of this model

|G⟩ =
∏
k>0

[cos(
θk
2
) + i sin(

θk
2
)c†kc

†
−k] |Vac⟩ , (16)

where |Vac⟩ is the vacuum state of the free fermion and
θk = arctan(−yk/zk). The properties of the ground state
can be characterized by the staggered magnetization my

and the string order parameter Ox. The staggered mag-
netization my is determined by the spin-correlation func-
tion Ry

r with the following relationship

m2
y = lim

r→∞
(−1)rRy

r = lim
r→∞

(−1)r ⟨G|σy
l+rσ

y
l |G⟩ , (17)

where r is the relative distance between spins and l (l ∈
[1, N ]) is an irrelevant index under the PBC. Using the
Wick theorem [102], Ry

r can be transformed to a Toeplitz
determinant

Ry
r =

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
D1 D0 . . . D−r+2

D2 D1 . . . D−r+3

...
...

. . .
...

Dr Dr−1 . . . D1

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ , (18)

with the elements

Dr =
1

π

∫ π

0

dk
cos[(r + 2)k]− λ cos[(r − 1)k]√

1 + λ2 − 2λ cos(3k)
. (19)

The second order parameter is the string order parameter
Ox, which is given by

Ox = lim
r→∞

(−1)r⟨G|σx
1σ

y
2 (

r∏
l=3

σz
l )σ

y
r+1σ

x
r+2|G⟩. (20)

Using the same method in Ref. [102], one can rewrite Ox
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(a) (b)

(c) (d)

0.05

0.1

0.15

0.2

0.25

FIG. 5. (Color online) The non-Hermitian cluster Ising model

H
(1)
NH-Ising under the PBC. (a) The phase diagram with bound-

aries (blue solid lines) determined by the order parameters
Ox and my. Four regions I, II, III, IV denote the cluster,
gapless, paramagnetic, and antiferromagnetic phases, respec-
tively. The locations of the peaks of the quantum metric
are plotted as the red circles and consistent with the phase
boundaries. (b) gΓΓ as a function of Γ with fixed λ = 0.5 and
λ = 0.9. (c) In the Hermitian limit with Γ = 0 and (d) in
the non-Hermitian case with Γ = 2, gλλ, O

x, and my as a
function of λ. Other parameter is J = 1.

as

Ox = lim
r→∞

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

G−2 G−3 . . . G−r−1

G−1 G−2 . . . G−r

G0 G−1 . . . G−r+1

...
...

. . .
...

Gr−2 Gr−5 . . . G−3

Gr−3 Gr−4 . . . G−2

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
, (21)

where Gr = 1
π

∫ π

0
dk[cos(kr) cos(θk) + sin(kr) sin(θk)].

By numerically calculating the order parameters Ox

and my for r = 1000 that is large enough to approach
the thermodynamic limit, one can obtain four phases in
the phase diagram in the λ-Γ plane [101], as shown in
Fig. 5(a). The first one is the gapped cluster phase with
long-range correlation (Ox ̸= 0) and vanishing staggered
magnetization (my = 0). The second one is the gapless
phase with the power-law decay of correlation (Ox ̸= 0
for finite systems) and vanishing staggered magnetiza-
tion (my = 0). The third and fourth ones are the con-
ventional paramagnetic (my = 0) and antiferromagnetic
(my ̸= 0) without long-range correlation, respectively.
The phase boundaries determined by the order parame-
ters are plotted as the blue solid lines in Fig. 5(a). To
show that the quantum phase transition points in this
non-Hermitian cluster Ising model can be revealed by the
quantum metric, we plot the locations of the peaks of gµµ
of the ground state |G⟩ for the parameter µ = {λ,Γ}. As
shown in Fig. 5(a), the locations of the peaks correspond

(a) (b)

(c) (d)
PBC OBC

FIG. 6. (Color online) The non-Hermitian mixed-field Ising

model H
(2)
NH-Ising with the system size N = 10. (a) |Mz| and

(b) ξhz of the ground state as functions of hz and hx under
periodic boundary condition. The phase diagram based on
|Mz| consists two regions I and II for the paramagnetic and
ferromagnetic phases with real and complex energies, respec-
tively. |Mz| and ξhz as a function of hz (c) under the PBC;
and (d) the OBC, respectively. Other parameter is J = 1.

to the critical points of the four different phases. To il-
lustrate more clearly, we plot gΓΓ as a function of Γ in
Fig. 5(b). One can still find the peaks at Γ ≈ 2.23 with
fixed λ = 0.5, and at Γ ≈ 0.48 and Γ ≈ 2.95 with fixed
λ = 0.9 in gΓΓ, indicating one and two quantum critical
points, respectively. We further plot gλλ as a function
of λ in the Hermitian (Γ = 0) and non-Hermitian case
(Γ = 2) in Fig. 5(c) and Fig. 5(d), respectively. The
results show that the values of gλλ exhibit peaks at the
quantum phase transition points where the behaviours of
the order parameters Ox and my change.

B. Non-Hermitian mixed-field Ising model

We further study the non-Hermitian mixed-field Ising
model, which is non-integrable and described by the fol-
lowing Hamiltonian

H
(2)
NH-Ising = −J

N∑
l=1

σz
l σ

z
l+1+hx

N∑
l=1

σx
l +ihz

N∑
l=1

σz
l , (22)

where hx and hz denote the strengths of the real and
imaginary fields that are along the transverse and longi-
tudinal directions, respectively. The order parameter for
the ground state |ψ1⟩ in this model is the magnetization

Mz = 1
N ⟨ψ1|

∑N
l=1 σ

z
l |ψ1⟩, where |ψ1⟩ can be numeri-

cally obtained by the exact diagonalization method for
small system size N . The numerical results for N = 10
under the PBC and the open boundary condition (OBC)
are shown in Figs. 6(a-c) and Fig. 6(d), respectively.
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(a) (b)

(c) (d)

PBC

OBC

FIG. 7. (Color online) (a) ξV1 as a function of V1 for H
(1)
GAA

with different system sizes L and fixed g = h = 0 under pe-
riodic boundary condition. ξV1 as a function of V1 for H̃ [see
Eq. (23)] with fixed (b) g = 0; and (c) g = 0.5, for different
boundary condition coefficients ζ. (d) The probability ampli-
tudes of the ground-state wave functions as a function of V1

under the PBC and the OBC, respectively. The system size
in (b-d) is L = 610. Other parameters are h = 0, V2 = 0.5,
and t = 1.

The phase diagram that contains the paramagnetic phase
with |Mz| ≈ 0 (and real energy) and the ferromagnetic
phase with finite value of |Mz| (and complex energy) in
the hz-hx parameter plane is shown in Fig. 6(a). More-
over, the phase transition between two phases is accom-
panied by a real-complex transition of the ground state
energy. To detect the phase transition with the quantum
metric, we numerically compute the logarithm quantify of
quantum metric ξhz

= log10 ghzhz
as a function of hz and

hx in Fig 6(b). One can see the boundary between the
paramagnetic and ferromagnetic phases are well revealed
by ξhz

. As shown in Fig. 6(c) and Fig. 6(d) for different
boundary conditions with fixed hx = 3, the critical point
hz ≈ 0.9 and hz ≈ 0.96 can both be clearly revealed by
the quantum metric.

V. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION

Before concluding, we discuss the finite-size effect and
boundary conditions on detecting the non-Hermitian crit-
ical points with the quantum metric. Without loss of
generality, we focus on the non-Hermitian GAA model

H
(1)
GAA in Eq. (5). The finite-size scaling of the quan-

tum metric of the ground state ξV1
= log10 gV1V 1 under

the PBC for the lattice sizes L = 34, 144, 610, 2584 (cho-
sen from the Fibonacci sequences) is shown in Fig 7(a).
One can find that the critical point can be revealed by
the peak of the quantum metric even for a small lattice
of L = 34, and the peak becomes higher as the lattice

size is increased. To consider the boundary effect on the
quantum metric, we add an boundary coupling term to

the Hamiltonian H
(1)
GAA as

H̃ = H
(1)
GAA + ξ(e−gc†1cL + egc†Lc1), (23)

where ζ is the coefficient for tuning different boundary
conditions. For ζ = 0, it denotes the open boundary
condition, while ζ = 1 (ζ ̸= 0, 1) denotes the standard
(modified) periodic boundary condition. As shown in
Fig. 7(b), the results of ξV1

as a function of V1 under dif-
ferent boundary conditions (ζ = 0, 0.5, 1) coincide in the
Hermitian limit. In the non-Hermitian case, the results
of ξV1

are different for periodic (ζ = 0.5, 1) and open
(ζ = 0) boundary conditions, while the transition point
can revealed in both conditions, as shown in Fig 7(c).
The difference comes from the localized bulk eigenstates
induced by the non-Hermitian skin effect under the open
boundary condition [75, 77], as shown in Fig 7(d). The
non-Hermitian skin effect destroys the extended phase
under the original periodic boundary condition and leads
to the increase of the quantum metric with accidental
degeneracies. Thus, our results are robust against to the
finite-size effect and different boundary conditions when
using the quantum metric to reveal critical points.

In summary, we have investigated the quantum phase
transitions in various non-Hermitian systems by using
the information-geometric approach. It has been shown
that the peaks of the quantum metric of the eigen-
states exactly identify the localization transition points
and mobility edges in the non-Hermitian GAA models.
For non-Hermitian cluster and mixed-field Ising models,
we have demonstrated that the phase boundaries in the
non-Hermiticity parameter space determined by quan-
tum metric of ground state perfectly coincide with those
from the corresponding order parameters. These results
indicate that the peak of the quantum metric serving as
good signatures for detecting the non-Hermitian critical
points in both single-particle and many-body systems.
This strategy is robust against the finite-size effect and
different boundary conditions. Notably, our present work
only focuses on the right eigenstates of non-Hermitian
Hamiltonians, and the quantum metric effect based on
the biorthogonal eigenstates and the non-unitary dynam-
ics are deserving to be further explored.

-Note added. After finishing our manuscript, we no-
ticed two relevant preprints [103, 104]. In Ref. [103], a
generalization of the QGT based on the generator of adia-
batic transformations was developed to study phase tran-
sitions in non-Hermitian quantum systems. In Ref. [104],
the self-normal and biorthogonal fidelity susceptibilities
were used to study the critical behaviors in the nonrecip-
rocal Aubry-André-Harper model.
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