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Abstract

In this manuscript, we study the non-Hermitian spin-1/2 XY model in the presence of the

alternating, imaginary and transverse magnetic fields. For the two-site spin system, we solve

exactly the energy spectrum and phase diagram, also calculate the ground-state and thermal

entanglements by using the concept of the concurrence. It is found that the two-site concurrence

in the eigenstate which only depends on the imaginary magnetic field η is always equal to one

in the region of PT symmetry, while it decreases with η in the PT -symmetric broken region.

Especially, the concurrence shows the non-analytic behavior at the exceptional point, and the same

is true in the case of the biorthogonal basis, which indicates that the concurrence can characterize

the phase transition in this non-Hermitian system. The interesting thing is that η weakens the

thermal entanglement when the system is isotropic and enhances the entanglement when the system

becomes the Ising model. For the one-dimensional spin chain, the magnetization and entanglement

are further studied by using the two-spin cluster mean-field approximation. The results show that

their variations have opposite trends with the magnetic fields. Moreover, the system exists the first-

order quantum phase transitions for some anisotropic parameters in the PT -symmetry region, and

the entanglement changes suddenly at the quantum phase transition point.

Keywords: Entanglement; Concurrence; Non-Hermitian XY system; PT symmetry; Exceptional point;

Mean-field theory
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I. INTRODUCTION

As we have learned, Hamiltonians are required to be Hermitian in quantum mechanics,

to ensure that the eigenvalues of Hamiltonians are real and the unitarity of evolution of the

system state over time. Hermitian Hamiltonians generally describe closed systems, while

the quantum systems which interact with the external environment can be represented by

equivalent non-Hermitian Hamiltonians [1]. To explore these kinds of questions, as early

as 1943, W. Pauli proposed the non-Hermitian operator and its theory of self-consistent

inner product, which created a precedent in the study of non-Hermitian quantum theories

[2, 3], and there are plenty of studies on non-Hermitian systems subsequently [4–9]. In 1998,

Bender and Boettcher studied the systems with non-Hermitian Hamiltonians more deeply

and found that non-Hermitian Hamiltonians with parity and time-reversal (PT ) symmetry

can still have full real spectrums [10]. And it made a tremendous contribution to research

and development of non-Hermitian quantum mechanics.

In recent years, many studies have been done on non-Hermitian systems in theory and

experiment and have found interesting phenomena that do not exist in Hermitian systems.

Theoretically, there have been a large number of researches on the non-Hermitian in skin

effect, generalized topological phases, the new non-Hermitian universalities, and so on [11–

17]. Experimentally, a lot of work has been studied in quantum information, quantum

optical systems, photonic crystals, mechanical systems, biological systems, and other fields

[18–24].

It is well known that quantum entanglement plays an important role in various fields such

as quantum information, condensed matter physics and statistical physics [25–27] and it is a

characteristic of quantum systems, which provides a unique method for exploring the prop-

erties of quantum many-body systems. In particular, it has become a significant concept in

condensed matter physics for characterizing and exploring the phases of matter [28, 29]. For

the past few years, a number of inspiring advances have been made in the study of quantum

entanglement and quantum phase transition [30–33]. In the fields of black hole physics,

holography and non-equilibrium quantum dynamics, different entanglement measures have

also attracted widespread attention [34–37]. There is also much work that has been done

on the entanglement properties of the Hermitian spin systems [38–43]. The measurement

of entanglement has also been achieved in experiments, such as the entanglement entropy
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[44, 45].

Some meaningful and pioneering work has been done on the entanglement characteristics

of non-Hermitian fermion systems, such as non-Hermitian topology and quantum quenching

in non-Hermitian Hamiltonians [46–49]. However, there are few studies on the entangle-

ment properties in non-Hermitian spin systems [50, 51]. In particular, there are very few

studies using concurrence to measure it. For the spin systems, the XY systems are widely

investigated, for instance, quantum entanglement, quantum discord, dynamics of quantum

coherence, quantum Fisher information, and other aspects [52–55]. The interest about XY

systems is due to experimental work on quasicrystals and quasiperiodic superlattices [56].

We study the ground-state and thermal entanglements respectively in the non-Hermitian

spin-1/2 XY system by using concurrence as an entanglement measurement method and

the mean-field theory in this manuscript. The purpose is to find the influence of the non-

Hermitian term on entanglement and some peculiar properties of the system.

The organizational structure of this manuscript is as follows: In Sec. II, we introduce the

non-Hermitian XY model and discuss the PT symmetry of the system. The ground-state

phase diagram is studied in Sec. III. In Sec. IV and V, the ground-state entanglement

is discussed. Sec. VI studies the thermal entanglement. The magnetization and thermal

entanglement are investigated by mean-field approximation in Sec. VII. We summarize our

results in Sec. VIII.

II. MODEL AND EXCEPTIONAL POINT

The Hamiltonian of the non-Hermitian spin-1/2 XY system in a one-dimensional lattice

is

H = −J

2

N∑

l=1

[
(1 + γ)σx

l σ
x
l+1 + (1− γ)σy

l σ
y
l+1

]
− h

N∑

l=1

σz
l + iη

N∑

l=1

(−1)l σz
l , (1)

where σα
l (α = x, y, z) are the Pauli operators and satisfy the periodic boundary condition

σα
l = σα

l+N , N is the number of sites (spins) in the system. J is the nearest neighbor exchange

coupling constant (J > 0 and J < 0 represent ferromagnetic and anti-ferromagnetic systems,

respectively), γ is the anisotropic parameter, h is the external magnetic field and iη an

imaginary, transverse magnetic field. η is a real number which measures the deviation of H

from Hermiticity. If η is large enough to make complex some of the eigenvalues of H , this

symmetry is spontaneously broken [57].
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FIG. 1. The real and imaginary parts of the eigenvalues E3 and E4 as the functions of the

square of the imaginary magnetic field. (a) the real parts of E3 and E4, (b) the imaginary

parts of E3 and E4. η
2
0 < 1 is the PT -symmetric region and η20 > 1 is the PT -symmetric

broken one. The exceptional point occurs at η20=1.

In this section, we study the XY model with two sites when J > 0 whose Hamiltonian is

H = −J

2
[(1 + γ) (σx

1σ
x
2 + σx

2σ
x
1 ) + (1− γ) (σy

1σ
y
2 + σy

2σ
y
1)]− h(σz

1 + σz
2) + iη(−σz

1 + σz
2). (2)

The eigenvalues and corresponding eigenstates of the Hamiltonian (2) are written as

E1 = −2J
√

h2
0 + γ2, |ϕ1〉 =

1√
γ2 + d21

[d1 |↑↑〉+ γ |�〉] , (3a)

E2 = 2J
√
h2
0 + γ2, |ϕ2〉 =

1√
γ2 + d22

[d2 |↑↑〉+ γ |�〉] , (3b)

E3 = −2J
√

1− η20, |ϕ3〉 =
1√

1 + |d3|2
[d3 |↑↓〉+ |↓↑〉] , (3c)

E4 = 2J
√
1− η20, |ϕ4〉 =

1√
1 + |d4|2

[d4 |↑↓〉+ |↓↑〉] , (3d)

where h0 = h/J and η0 = η/J are the reduced real magnetic field and imaginary magnetic

field, respectively, as well as

d1 = h0 +
√

h2
0 + γ2, d2 = h0 −

√
h2
0 + γ2,

d3 = iη0 +
√
1− η20, d4 = iη0 −

√
1− η20. (4)

On the basis of the above statement, it is seen that all the eigenvalues of H are real if

and only if 1 − η20 ≥ 0. Fig. 1 gives the variations of the real and imaginary parts of E3
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FIG. 2. Ground-state phase diagrams of the XY model with two sites. The shaded areas

which are composed of transverse (blue) lines and vertical (purple) lines correspond to |ϕ1〉
and |ϕ3〉, respectively.

and E4 with η20, respectively. When η20 < 1, the eigenvalues E3 and E4 remain real and the

system is the PT -symmetric. When η20 > 1, the both eigenvalues are purely imaginary. At

the moment, the system is in the PT -symmetric broken region. The circle dot (blue) is the

exceptional point (EP) at which the real and the imaginary parts of the eigenvalues are both

zero and E3 = E4 when η20 = 1. Moreover, it also corresponds to the phase transition point

from the PT -symmetric phase to the broken one.

III. GROUND-STATE PHASE DIAGRAM

On account of the previous discussion, we find that the ground state must be |ϕ1〉 or

|ϕ3〉. In this section, we discuss the conditions in which |ϕ1〉 and |ϕ3〉 are the ground states

respectively or degenerate ground states. Fig. 2 is the ground-state phase diagram of the

system and shows graphically the two possible ground states when γ = 0, 0.5.

The ground-state phase diagram in the h0-η0 plane is shown when γ = 0 in Fig. 2(a)

where the shaded area consisting of transverse (blue) lines (excluding (0,1) and (0,-1)), that

is h2
0 + η20 > 1, corresponds to the ground state is |ϕ1〉. While h2

0 + η20 < 1, then |ϕ3〉 is the
ground state corresponding to the shaded area composing of vertical (purple) lines inside

the circle. It corresponds to the circle (orange) border (Not including black circle dots) that

|ϕ1〉 and |ϕ3〉 are degenerate ground states when h2
0 + η20 = 1.

In the case of 0 < |γ| < 1, |ϕ3〉 is the ground state, which is still possible. Without
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loss of generality, Fig. 2(b) shows the ground-state phase diagram in the h0-η0 plane when

|γ| = 0.5. In the case of h2
0 + η20 > 0.75, |ϕ1〉 is the ground state which corresponds to

the shaded area consisting of blue (transverse) lines. The shaded area consisting of purple

(vertical) lines inside the circle is the case of h2
0+η20 < 0.75, which corresponds to the ground

state is |ϕ3〉. When h2
0+ η20 = 0.75, both |ϕ1〉 and |ϕ3〉 are ground states, which corresponds

to the orange (circle) border in Fig. 2(b).

When |γ| = 1, If real and imaginary magnetic fields are not zero simultaneously, then

|ϕ1〉 is the ground state. Otherwise E1 = E3, the ground states are degenerate. When γ > 1,

h2
0 + η20 > 1− γ2, |ϕ1〉 is the ground state certainly.

IV. GROUND-STATE ENTANGLEMENT

The previous section has discussed the ground state phase diagram of the system. The

ground-state entanglement of the system is studied by using concurrence in this section.

The concurrence is defined as [58]

C = max
[
0,
√
λ1 −

√
λ2 −

√
λ3 −

√
λ4

]
, (5)

where λj (j = 1, 2, 3, 4) are the eigenvalues, in decreasing order, of the non-Hermitian matrix

R = ρρ̃. Note that each λj is a non-negative real number [58]. ρ is the density matrix, and ρ̃

is the spin-flipped density matrix which can be written as ρ̃ = (σy ⊗ σy) ρ∗ (σy ⊗ σy), where

ρ∗ is the complex conjugate of ρ.

(1) The case of h2
0 + η20 > 1− γ2

In this situation, |ϕ1〉 is the ground state which only depends on h0 and γ. The ground-

state density matrix of the system is obtained as

ρ01 =




a1 0 0 a2

0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0

a3 0 0 a4




, (6)

where

a1 =
d21

γ2 + d21
, a2 = a3 =

γd1
γ2 + d21

, a4 =
γ2

γ2 + d21
. (7)

Base on the definition, when the ground state is |ϕ1〉, the concurrence can be written as

C01 =
|γ|√

h2
0 + γ2

. (8)
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FIG. 3. Concurrence C01 versus the real magnetic field for different the anisotropy

parameters and imaginary magnetic fields: (b) the entanglement behavior in the range of

|h0| < 0.15 when η0 = 0, γ = 1. The range of h0 between the marked dashed line and the

dashed line cannot take a value. Concurrence is zero (Square dot line) between two spins

when γ = 0.

It can be seen that there is no entanglement between two spins when γ = 0 and h0 6= 0

within the value ranges of parameters discussed in the previous section. In this situation,

|ϕ1〉 = |⇈〉 is a direct product state, which is consistent with the above case.

In the case of 0 < |γ| < ∞, if h0 = 0, then C01 = 1 and |ϕ1〉 = 1√
2
[|⇈〉+ |�〉], the system

is in the Bell state; the entanglement disappears, which occurs in |h0| → ∞. In addition,

the entanglement between two spins also is the largest, which takes place when |γ| → ∞
and 0 ≤ |h0| < ∞.

The above results can be seen more obviously in Fig. 3 which is the variations of con-

currence with h0 for different γ. We also find that the anisotropic parameter enhances

entanglement, while the real magnetic field weakens entanglement, and η0 only affects the

value range of h0. In the PT -symmetric broken region, the ground state is |ϕ1〉 due to the
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FIG. 4. Concurrence versus the imaginary magnetic field. The illustration shows

concurrence when the system is in the PT -symmetry broken region.

real part of E3 is zero and E1 is always less than zero when h0 and γ are not simultaneously

zero [59]. Specially, the ground-state concurrence has the maximum when h0 = 0 at the

exceptional point.

(2) The case of h2
0 + η20 < 1− γ2

In this case, |ϕ3〉 which only depends on η0, is the ground state. The ground-state density

matrix of the system is

ρ02 =




0 0 0 0

0 b1 b2 0

0 b3 b4 0

0 0 0 0




, (9)

where

b1 = b4 =
1

1 + |d3|2
, b2 =

d∗3
1 + |d3|2

, b3 =
d3

1 + |d3|2
, (10)

in which d∗3 is the complex conjugate of d3.

In terms of Eq. (5), the ground-state concurrence is obtained as C02 = 1. In this case,

the concurrence is always the maximum within the acceptable ranges of parameters and the

system is in the Bell state. What’s interesting is that concurrence is independent of the

anisotropic parameter, real and imaginary magnetic fields.
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FIG. 5. The mixed-state and the pure-state entanglements of two ground-states. When

η0 =
√
1− h2

0 − γ2, the variations of concurrence with h0 and γ: (a) The contour plot of

pure-state entanglement. (b) The contour plot of mixed-state entanglement. The black

area is a area where γ and h0 cannot take a value. (c) and (d) The entanglements of the

mixed state and the pure state as functions of h0 when γ = 0.1 and γ = 0.5 and as

functions of γ when h0 = 0.1 and h0 = 0.5.

In order to study the properties of entanglement in the PT -symmetric broken region [50],

Fig. 4 shows that the concurrence of |ϕ3〉 varies with η0. In the PT -symmetric region, the

concurrence is a constant, while it decreases with the increase of the imaginary magnetic

field and tends to zero infinitely in the PT -symmetric broken region (η0 > 1). Moreover,

the concurrence shows the non-analytic behavior at the exceptional point.

(3) The case of h2
0 + η20 = 1− γ2

On the basis of the Hamiltonian and the above results, it is found that the entanglement

curves are axially symmetric concerning zero. Without loss of generality, the following

discussions only focus on the case where each parameter is greater than zero. Next, we
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study the ground-state entanglement when |ϕ1〉 and |ϕ3〉 are degenerate ground states.

When the superposition of ground states |ϕ1〉 and |ϕ3〉 is a pure state, that is, |ϕ0〉 =

d1 |ϕ1〉 + d2 |ϕ3〉, where d1 and d2 are constants, thus the density matrix is ρ = |ϕ0〉 〈ϕ0|.
Moreover, we obtain the entanglement of the pure state when d1 = d2.

When the superposition of |ϕ1〉 and |ϕ3〉 is a mixed state, the density matrix is written

as ρ = |ϕ1〉 p1 〈ϕ1| + |ϕ3〉 p2 〈ϕ3|. Assume that p1 = p2, the mixed-state entanglement is

obtained.

We show the variation of pure-state entanglement with h0 and γ when η0 =
√

1− h2
0 − γ2(0 < h2

0 + γ2 ≤ 1) in Fig. 5(a) and find that the concurrence decreases with

the increasing h0, which is opposite of the entanglement of the mixed state in Fig. 5(b). Fig.

5(c) is the variations of the pure-state entanglement and the mixed-state one with h0 when

γ = 0 and γ = 0.5, and we find that the former is greater than the latter. Furthermore,

the pure-state entanglement first increases and then decreases with the increasing γ when

h0 = 0.1 in Fig. 5(d), which is also consistent with the change rule of Fig. 5(a).

V. BI-ORTHOGONAL BASIS

Due to non-Hermitian Hamiltonian H 6= H†, the eigenvalue equations of H and H† are

given by [60, 61]

H |ϕn〉 = En |ϕn〉 , 〈ϕn|H† = 〈ϕn|E∗
n (11)

H† |φm〉 = E
′

m |φm〉 , 〈φm|H = 〈φm|E
′∗
m (12)

where

〈φm|ϕn〉 = δmn. (13)

On the basis, the biorthogonal density matrix can be written as

ρ = |ϕn〉 〈φn| . (14)
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range of η0 between zero and the marked dashed line can take values. (d) The concurrence

of |ϕ3〉. The illustration shows concurrence when the system is in the PT -symmetry

broken region.

The eigenvalues and corresponding eigenstates of H† are obtained as

E
′

1 = −2J
√

h2
0 + γ2, |φ1〉 =

1√
γ2 + d21

[d1 |↑↑〉+ γ |�〉] , (15a)

E
′

2 = 2J
√
h2
0 + γ2, |φ2〉 =

1√
γ2 + d22

[d2 |↑↑〉+ γ |�〉] , (15b)

E
′

3 = −2J
√

1− η20 , |φ3〉 =
1√

1 + |d∗3|2
[d∗3 |↑↓〉+ |↓↑〉] , (15c)

E
′

4 = 2J
√
1− η20, |φ4〉 =

1√
1 + |d∗4|2

[d∗4 |↑↓〉+ |↓↑〉] . (15d)
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When |ϕ3〉 is the ground state, the biorthogonal density matrix is

ρ03 =




0 0 0 0

0 x1 x2 0

0 x3 x4 0

0 0 0 0




, (16)

where

x1 =
d23√

(1 + |d3|) (1 + |d∗3|)
, x2 =

d3√
(1 + |d3|) (1 + |d∗3|)

,

x3 =
d3√

(1 + |d3|) (1 + |d∗3|)
, x4 =

1√
(1 + |d3|) (1 + |d∗3|)

. (17)

According to the definition Eq. (5), the ground-state concurrence of the system can be

obtained in the case of biorthogonal basis in Figs. 6(a)−(c), and it decreases with increasing

η0. In this case, the entanglement of this non-Hermitian system is smaller than that of the

Hermitian system (η0 = 0), which is different from the case of the density matrix of |ϕ3〉 in
the region of PT symmetry. When |ϕ1〉 is the ground state, the concurrence is identical with

the case of ρ01 due to |ϕ1〉 = |φ1〉.
The variations of concurrence in biorthogonal basis of |ϕ3〉 are shown in Fig. 6(d). It is

found that the trends of entanglement in the PT -symmetry region and broken region are

inverse. At the exceptional point, the entanglement is reduced to the minimum, which is

the opposite of the result in Fig. 4, and has the non-analytic behavior.

VI. THERMAL ENTANGLEMENT

In this section, the thermal entanglement of the system is studied in the PT -symmetry

region. The density matrix is defined as ρ = exp (−βH)�Z, in which β = 1�kBT , kB is

the Boltzmann constant, T is temperature, and Z =Tr[exp (−βH)] is the partition function

in the canonical ensemble. In this way, we obtain the density matrix and concurrence of the

system.

Fig. 7 shows the variations of the concurrence with temperature for different η0 and γ.

We find that the concurrence decreases with the increase of η0 at the same temperature

when γ = 0, and the larger η0 is, the faster the concurrence decreases. When γ = 0.5, the

concurrence first decreases then increases with the increase of η0, which can be seen more
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FIG. 7. The thermal entanglements between two spins for different values of the

anisotropy parameters and imaginary magnetic fields when h0 = 0.1: (a) γ = 0,

entanglement is the maximum when η0 = 0. (b) γ = 0.5, the thermal entanglement as a

function of temperature. (c) γ = 0.5, the thermal entanglement as functions of η0 for

different values of temperature. (d) γ = 1, entanglement is the minimum when η0 = 0.

intuitively in Fig. 7(c), and it reduces to a minimum when η0 = 0.86 due to the ground

state is degenerate in this point. For γ = 1, the concurrence increases with the increase of

η0, and it indicates that the entanglement of this non-Hermitian system is greater than that

of the Hermitian system (η0 = 0), which is opposite of the case when γ = 0.

Fig. 8(a) shows the variations of the concurrence with temperature for different h0 and

η0 when γ = 0. Due to the energy level crossing, the concurrence can change suddenly when

the magnetic field near 0.99 as kBT/J → 0. In addition, it decreases with the increase of

h0 at the same temperature when η0 = 0.1 and reduces directly to zero with the increase of

temperature when 0 ≤ h0 ≤ 0.99. It is worth noticing that the concurrence first increases

and then decreases with the increasing temperature when h0 > 0.99. We can obviously

see that the concurrence under different external magnetic fields becomes zero at the same

temperature in the illustration, which indicates that the threshold temperature is indepen-
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FIG. 8. The thermal entanglements between two spins as the functions of temperature for

different values of real and imaginary magnetic fields when γ = 0, 0.5 and 1. (a), (c) and

(e) are η0 = 0.1 and (b), (d) and (f) are η0 = 0.5. (a) the illustration shows the behavior of

concurrence at a temperature around 2.1 to 2.3. (b) the illustration shows the behavior of

concurrence at a temperature around 1.8 to 2. (d) the illustration shows variation of

concurrence with h0 when γ = 0.5, kBT/J = 0.1. (e) the illustration shows variation of

concurrence with h0 when γ = 1, kBT/J = 0.5.

dent of h0. When η0 = 0.5, the variations of concurrence with temperature are shown in

Fig. 8(b), which is similar to the case when η0 = 0.1, and the point of sudden change is

in h0 = 0.87. The concurrence decreases faster with the increase of temperature, and the

temperature at which eventually becomes zero is smaller than that in Fig. 8(a), which is

consistent with the result when γ = 0 in Fig. 7. Furthermore, we find that the larger η0 is,
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FIG. 9. The comparison between thermal entanglement as kBT/J → 0, the pure-state,

mixed-state and non-degenerate ground-state entanglements. (a) and (c): Black (Solid)

and red (star) lines correspond to h0 = 0.1. Blue (dotted) and green (chain) lines

correspond to h0 =
√

1− η20 − γ2. (b) and (d): Black (Solid) and red (star) lines

correspond to η0 = 0.1. Dotted (blue) and chain (green) lines correspond to

η0 =
√
1− h2

0 − γ2.

the smaller h0 corresponding to the point of sudden change of concurrence.

In Fig. 8(c), the variations of the concurrence with temperature are shown for different

h0 and η0 when γ = 0.5. For η0 = 0.1, we find that the concurrence reduces directly to zero

with the increasing temperature when 0 ≤ h0 ≤ 0.86. When h0 > 0.86, the concurrence first

decreases, then increases, and then decreases to zero with the increase of temperature. When

h0 increases to around 1.65, the concurrence decreases directly to zero with the increase of

temperature. The concurrence first decreases, then increases, and then decreases with the

increase of h0 when kBT/J → 0, and this is more evident in the inset of Fig. 8(d). For

η0 = 0.5, the concurrence is similar to the case when η0 = 0.1. The point of sudden change

is obtained in h0 = 0.71. The temperature at which the concurrence eventually becomes

zero is smaller, and it is consistent with the result when γ = 0.5 in Fig. 7.
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Fig. 8(e) and Fig. 8(f) show the variations of concurrence with temperature for different

h0 and η0 when γ = 1, respectively. It is observed that the concurrence decreases with

the increase of h0 when kBT/J → 0, while the real magnetic field enhances entanglement

when the temperature becomes higher. It is also found that the smaller h0 is, the faster

the concurrence decreases. When h0 = 2, the variation of concurrence with temperature for

η0 = 0.1 is identical to that of η0 = 0.5, as a consequence the concurrence is independent

of η0 in this case, which can be seen more distinctly from the illustration in Fig. 8(e). The

concurrence decreases smoothly to zero with the increasing temperature when γ = 1, which

is different from γ = 0 and γ = 0.5, due to the system becomes Ising model at this moment.

In order to compare the thermal entanglement as kBT/J → 0, the pure-state, mixed-

state and non-degenerate ground-state entanglements, Fig. 9 shows their variations with

h0 and η0. It can be seen that, within the ranges of available values, the pure-state and

mixed-state entanglements are overlapped partially. When kBT/J → 0, the thermal and

the non-degenerate ground-state entanglements have overlapping parts. It is indicated that

the thermal entanglement is realized by non-degenerate ground states in this case.

VII. RESULT OF MEAN-FIELD THEORY

Based on the previous discussions of two-site spin system, we study the magnetization

and entanglement of the non-Hermitian spin-1/2 XY spin chain by using the mean-field

theory in this section. According to the two-spin cluster mean-field approximation [62, 63],

the many-body system is transformed into the two-body system, and the two-spin cluster

Hamiltonian can be written as

HMFA = −J

2
[(1 + γ) (σx

1σ
x
2 + σx

2σ
x
1 ) + (1− γ) (σy

1σ
y
2 + σy

2σ
y
1)] (18)

− h(σz
1 + σz

2) + iη(−σz
1 + σz

2)− Jm(q − 1)(σz
1 + σz

2),

where m =
〈
1
2
(σz

1 + σz
2)
〉
is the magnetization along the fixed direction z in space. In terms

of above method, the average effective Hamiltonian of two-spin cluster is

H̃MFA = −J

2
[(1 + γ) (σx

1σ
x
2 + σx

2σ
x
1 ) + (1− γ) (σy

1σ
y
2 + σy

2σ
y
1)]− h(σz

1 + σz
2) (19)

+ iη(−σz
1 + σz

2)− Jm(q − 1)(σz
1 + σz

2) + J(q − 1)m2,
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FIG. 10. The magnetization and concurrence as the functions of temperature for several

different the imaginary magnetic fields when γ = 0, 0.5 and h0 = 0.1. They have the

opposite change trends, that is, the magnetization increases when the concurrence

decreases, and change suddenly when η0 = 0.8. The insets of (c) and (d) show the

variations of the magnetization and the concurrence with temperature around η0 = 0.8.
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FIG. 11. The magnetization and concurrence as the functions of the magnetic field for

several different the anisotropy parameters as kBT/J → 0. They have the opposite change

trends, and their points of sudden change are the same.
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FIG. 12. The contour plots of the magnetization and the concurrence for three different

the anisotropy parameters when kBT/J = 0.5. (a), (c) and (e) are the contour plots of the

magnetization. (b), (d) and (f) are the contour plots of the concurrence.

and the free energy as a function of the temperature T and magnetization m is given by

F = −kBT ln Z̃ = J (q − 1)m2 − kBT lnZ, (20)

where Z̃ =Tr
[
exp

(
−βH̃MFA

)]
and Z =Tr[exp (−βHMFA)]. By the equilibrium condition

∂F/∂m = 0 of the system, the magnetization m is obtained as

m =

[h0 +m (q − 1)] sinh

(
2J
√

[h0+m(q−1)]2+γ2

kBT

)

√
[h0 +m (q − 1)]2 + γ2

[
cosh

(
2J
√

[h0+m(q−1)]2+γ2

kBT

)
+ cosh

(
2J
√

1−η2

kBT

)] . (21)

On the basis of the previous discussion, without loss of generality, we only calculate a

few outstanding results. In Fig. 10, we obtain the variations of the magnetization and the
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FIG. 13. The contour plots of the magnetization and the concurrence with the real

magnetic field and temperature when q = 4. (a) and (c) are the contour plots of the

magnetization. (b) and (d) are the contour plots of the concurrence.

concurrence with temperature for different η0 when γ = 0, 0.5 and h0 = 0.1 and find that

the magnetization increases and the concurrence decreases with the increase of η0 at the

same temperature in Figs. 10(a) and (b), furthermore, their variations have opposite trends

with temperature, which is caused by two-spin cluster mean-field approximation used in

Eq. (19). When η0 = 0.8, the magnetization and entanglement become 0.5 at kBT/J = 0

due to the ground states are degenerate, and their sudden change which is the result of the

self-consistent equation Eq. (21), which is different from the result of the two-site system.

In addition, the concurrence is maximum when η0 = 0, which implies that the entanglement

of this non-Hermitian system is smaller than one of the Hermitian system (η0 = 0). This is

similar to the case of the system of two sites. From Figs. 10(c) and (d), the magnetization

and the concurrence change suddenly as η0 increases to around 0.8, which can be seen more

clearly in the illustrations, and the maximum value of entanglement becomes smaller when

η0 > 0.86 and kBT/J = 0. Furthermore, the temperature at which entanglement finally

reduces to zero decreases and then increases with the increase of η0.

In Fig. 11, the magnetization and the concurrence are presented as functions of h0 for
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four different γ when η0 = 0.5 and kBT/J → 0, and their variations have opposite trends

with the magnetic field. As we can see in the figure, the discontinuities in the magnetization

and the entanglement occur when γ < 1 in which the system undergoes first-order quantum

phase transitions. Fig. 12 is the contour plots of the magnetization and the concurrence with

h0 and η0 for three different γ when kBT/J = 0.5. The magnetization increases with the

increase of the magnetic field, and the concurrence is consistent with the previous analysis

in Fig. 10 for the same case. Especially, the entanglement first decreases and then increases

with η0 when γ = 0.5 and h0 is small. In addition, the changes of the magnetization and the

concurrence have the same trends when γ = 1, which is different from the case of kBT/J → 0

in Fig. 11.

The properties of the one-dimensional systems have been introduced in the previous

sections, and the high-dimensional systems also can be discussed by this mean-field method.

In Fig. 13, the contour plots of the magnetization and the concurrence with h0 and kBT/J for

two different γ when η0 = 0.5 in the two-dimensional (q = 4) system are shown. We find that

it is similar to the one-dimensional case but the temperature at which the concurrence finally

reaches zero is higher in the two-dimensional case than in the one-dimensional case and the

entanglement of the three-dimensional system also is similar, whereas aforementioned the

temperature is higher.

VIII. CONCLUSIONS

In this manuscript, we have studied the ground-state and thermal entanglements of the

non-Hermitian spin-1/2 XY model. In PT -symmetric region, it is found that the two-site

entanglement of |ϕ3〉 is independent of the imaginary magnetic field η0, while η0 weakens the

entanglement for the case of the biorthogonal basis in the two-site system. Moreover, the

concurrence of |ϕ3〉 shows the non-analytic behavior at the exceptional point, and it indicates

that the concurrence can characterize the phase transition in this non-Hermitian system. In

addition, there are the first-order quantum phase transitions in this one-dimensional chain for

some anisotropic parameters in the region of PT symmetry, and the entanglement changes

suddenly at the quantum phase transition point. For thermal entanglement, the imaginary

magnetic field weakens it when the system is isotropic and enhances it when the anisotropy

parameter γ = 1 (Ising model).
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