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Non-Hermitian quantum mechanics with parity-time (PT ) symmetry offers a powerful framework
for exploring the complex interplay of dissipation and coherent interactions in open quantum systems.
While PT -symmetry breaking has been studied in various physical systems, its observation on a quantum
many-body level remains elusive. Here, we experimentally realize a non-Hermitian 𝑋𝑌 model in a strongly-
interacting Rydberg-atom array. By measuring the Loschmidt Echo of a fully polarized state, we observe
distinct dynamical signatures of a PT -symmetry-breaking phase transition. Dipole interactions are found
to play a crucial role, not only determining the transition point but also triggering a non-Hermitian many-
body blockade effect that protects the Loschmidt Echo from decay with a non-monotonic dependence on
the system size. Our results reveal intricate interaction-induced effects on PT -symmetry breaking and
open the door for exploring non-Hermitian many-body dynamics beyond single-particle and mean-field
paradigms.

Non-Hermitian physics, complementary to the conventional
Hermitian quantum theory, provides a unique framework for
understanding open quantum systems [1]. Although dissi-
pative operators appear in their Hamiltonian, non-Hermitian
systems exhibit real spectra and unitary dynamics when PT
symmetry (PTS) is preserved [2, 3]. PT -symmetry break-
ing (PTSB) occurs at exceptional points (EPs), signaled by
complex-valued spectra [4, 5]. Broad explorations of these
features have revealed rich physical phenomena [6–11] and
suggest promising applications [12–15]. Inspired by these
prospects, non-Hermitian physics has been demonstrated in
different settings [16–26]. These seminal experiments have
revealed exotic single-particle effects that are otherwise ab-
sent in Hermitian systems.

On the other hand, recent theoretical work on the many-body
regime predicts fascinating effects, such as Yang-Lee edge sin-
gularities [27, 28], topological states [29–32], and phase tran-
sitions [33–35], to emerge from the interplay of inter-particle
interactions and dissipation. Experiments have discovered in-
triguing nonlinear behavior that emerges from mean field in-
teractions in a non-Hermitian system of atomic quantum gases
in optical microcavities [36, 37]. Despite these advances, the
realization and probing of PT -symmetry breaking in a many-
body system has remained an outstanding challenge.

In this work, we report such an experimental realization
by implementing a non-Hermitian quantum spin chain in an
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array of strongly interacting Rydberg atoms. This is made
possible by independently controlling dissipation and interac-
tion, to engineer a fully tunable non-Hermitian 𝑋𝑌 spin model.
Through state-selective probing of the atoms, we measure the
Loschmidt Echo (LE) of a polarized spin state as a hallmark
for many-body PT -symmetry-breaking transition. The LE
exhibits a distinct time evolution, from highly oscillatory dy-
namics to exponential decay upon breaking PT symmetry.
Remarkably, the LE displays an anomalous non-monotonic
dependence on system size, which highlights the complex role
of Rydberg interactions in the realized non-Hermitian spin
chain. Moreover, we discover a non-Hermitian many-body
blockade effect that protects quantum state against spreading
and decay in a high-dimensional Hilbert space.

Non-Hermitian 𝑋𝑌 model in a Rydberg atom ar-
ray

In our experiment, individual 87Rb atoms are trapped
in a one-dimensional programmable optical tweezer array
(Fig. 1A). The atoms are laser-excited to Rydberg state
|𝑟1⟩ = |68𝐷5/2, 𝑚𝐽 = 5/2⟩ from the electronic ground state
|𝑔⟩ via two-photon stimulated Raman adiabatic passage (STI-
RAP) [38]. A microwave (MW) field transfers atoms from
|𝑟1⟩ to another Rydberg state |𝑟2⟩ = |69𝑃3/2, 𝑚𝐽 = 3/2⟩ via
a π-pulse. State-dependent dissipation is engineered by cou-
pling |𝑟1⟩ to a low-lying state, |𝑒⟩, using a resonant laser. This
creates a dressed state |↓⟩ = 1√

2
( |𝑒⟩ + |𝑟1⟩) that decays to state

|𝑔⟩ (Fig. 1, B and C). By selectively coupling the Rydberg
state to either the state |𝑒⟩ = |5𝑃3/2⟩ or |6𝑃3/2⟩, the decay
rate of the dressed state can be tuned to Γ = 2π × 3.0 MHz
or 2π × 0.7 MHz, respectively (see Supplementary Materials).
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Fig. 1. Experimental protocol. (A) One-dimensional array of 87Rb atoms. Atoms are initialized in the Rydberg state |↑⟩ = |𝑟2⟩ =
|69𝑃3/2, 𝑚𝐽 = 3/2⟩. The state |↑⟩ is coupled to a dressed Rydberg state |↓⟩ = 1√

2
( |𝑒⟩ + |𝑟1⟩) via a microwave (MW) field with Rabi frequency

Ω. The dressed state is a superposition of the Rydberg state |𝑟1⟩ = |68𝐷5/2, 𝑚𝐽 = 5/2⟩ and a low-lying state |𝑒⟩. The insets show the
electronic (B) and encoded (C) energy levels. By choosing state |𝑒⟩ = |5𝑃3/2⟩ or |6𝑃3/2⟩, the effective decay rate of the dressed state |↓⟩ is
Γ = 2π × 3.0 MHz or 2π × 0.7 MHz, respectively. The exchange interaction is controlled by varying the distance between the Rydberg atoms.
(D) Timing sequence. LE is measured via a two-step projective protocol: after the evolution, atoms in state |↓⟩ spontaneously decay to state |𝑔⟩
and are subsequently removed by a push-out laser, while those remaining in state |↑⟩ are transferred back to state |𝑔⟩ for fluorescence detection.
Successful detection of all atoms confirms that state |ψ𝑁 (𝑡)⟩ returns to the initial state |0𝑁 ⟩, giving the survival probability of the initial state,
i.e., the LE, normalized with respect to the initial state (see Supplementary Materials).

Spontaneous decay rates of the bare Rydberg states are much
smaller than Γ and thus have a negligible impact on the dy-
namics. The states |↑⟩ = |𝑟2⟩ and |↓⟩ are then coupled using a
resonant MW field with Rabi frequency Ω.

Dynamics of states |↑⟩ and |↓⟩ are governed by a spin-
1/2 many-body 𝑋𝑌 Hamiltonian incorporating a local non-
Hermitian operation, 𝐻nh = 𝐻pt + 𝐻im. Here,

𝐻pt =

𝑁∑︁
𝑖=1

(
Ω

2
σx
𝑖 + i

Γ

4
σz
𝑖

)
+

∑︁
𝑖< 𝑗

𝑉𝑖 𝑗

2

(
σx
𝑖 σ

x
𝑗 + σ

y
𝑖
σ

y
𝑗

)
, (1)

where σx,y,z
𝑖

are Pauli operators of the 𝑖-th atom, correspond-
ingly. The state-dependent dissipation generates an imaginary
detuning iΓ/2 to each atom. The dipolar exchange interaction
between the Rydberg atoms, 𝑉𝑖 𝑗 = 1

2𝐶3/𝑟3
𝑖 𝑗

, depends on sepa-
ration 𝑟𝑖 𝑗 between the 𝑖-th and 𝑗-th atoms, and resonant dipole
coefficient 𝐶3 (see Supplementary Materials). 𝐻im = −i 𝑁Γ4 I
is a homogeneous imaginary field, whose strength is linearly
proportional to the system size 𝑁 . The Hamiltonian𝐻pt isPT -
symmetric, as [PT , 𝐻pt] = 0 (see Supplementary Materials).
This can be verified using the parity operator P = Π𝑖σ

𝑥
𝑖

, and
the time-reversal operator T , which performs complex conju-
gation [39].

To explore the PT -symmetric physics in the non-Hermitian
dynamics, we employ the Loschmidt Echo—defined as the
survival probability of the initial state |0𝑁 ⟩ after time evolu-
tion [40–43]. The experimental protocol is shown in Fig. 1D.
The atoms are prepared in a fully polarized many-body state
|0𝑁 ⟩ = |↑↑ · · · ↑⟩. Subsequently, dissipative Rydberg dress-
ing and MW driving are applied, and the system evolves un-

der the non-Hermitian Hamiltonian 𝐻nh. After time 𝑡, LE
is measured by projecting the time-evolved state |ψ𝑁 (𝑡)⟩ =
exp(−i𝐻nh𝑡) |0𝑁 ⟩ back onto the initial state |0𝑁 ⟩ and deter-
mining the survival probability 𝐹 (𝑡) = |⟨0𝑁 |ψ𝑁 (𝑡)⟩|2 (see
Supplementary Materials). Experimentally, 𝐹 (𝑡) corresponds
to the probability of simultaneously detecting all atoms in |↑⟩,
reflecting 𝑁-body coincidence events in the 2𝑁 -dimensional
Hilbert space.

Exceptional point and Loschmidt Echo
To elucidate how the interactions induce striking non-
Hermitian many-body effects, we first examine spectra and
dynamics of two Rydberg atoms, shown in Fig. 2. The eigen-
values of 𝐻nh are numerically calculated and shown in Fig. 2,
A and B. Through modulating the Rabi frequency and interac-
tion strength 𝑉 between the atoms (via the atomic separation),
the dynamics of the LE are measured, shown in Fig. 2, C to
E. To access the dynamics governed by the PT -symmetric
Hamiltonian 𝐻pt, the scaled LE, 𝐹 (𝑡)eΓ𝑡 , is employed to com-
pensate for the global decay induced by 𝐻im, as presented in
Fig. 2, F to H.

To realize the non-interacting regime, the atoms are placed
approximately 114 µm apart, resulting in a negligible in-
teraction strength of about 2π × 5 kHz compared to Γ =

2π×3.0 MHz. An exceptional point atΩc = Γ/2 separates the
PTS and PTSB phases. In the PTS phase (Ω > Ωc), the eigen-
values 𝐸± = ±

√︁
Ω2 − Γ2/4− iΓ/2 of 𝐻nh are complex (Fig. 2,

A and B): real parts have identical amplitude but opposite
signs that cause oscillations of the LE, while imaginary parts
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Fig. 2. Non-Hermitian spectra and dynamics of LE. Imaginary (A) and real (B) parts of the eigenvalues 𝐸 . When 𝑉 = 0, the four
eigenstates are degenerate, while the non-negligible interaction 𝑉 lifts some of the degeneracy in Re(𝐸). The initial state |↑↑⟩ does not couple
to the anti-symmetric dark state ∝ (|↑↓⟩ − |↓↑⟩) (gray dashed line). Im(𝐸) is shifted by −Γ/2 relative to the 𝐻pt spectrum due to 𝐻im.The
exceptional point (EP, star) shifts to higher Ω with increasing 𝑉 , as given by the yellow dashed curve obtained from diagonalization of 𝐻pt (see
Supplementary Materials). (C to E) Evolution of the LE 𝐹 (𝑡) for 𝑉 → 0 (C), 𝑉 = 0.73Γ (D), and Ω = 0.95Γ (E). The EPs are Ωc = 0.50Γ,
Ωc = 1.07Γ, and 𝑉c = 0.50Γ, respectively. Solid curves are numerical simulations using the experimental parameters, while dashed curves are
simulated results at the EPs. (F to H) Scaled LE, 𝐹 (𝑡)eΓ𝑡 , corresponding to the data in (C to E). The scaled LE exhibits oscillatory (monotonic)
behavior in the PTS (PTSB) phase. The experimental data agree well with numerical simulations (solid). To highlight the distinct dynamics
in the PTS and PTSB regimes, linear scales are used for LE values between 0 and 1, and logarithmic scales for values above 1. Error bars
represent the binomial standard deviation.

induce damping at the constant rate Γ/2 (Fig. 2C, diamonds
and circles). In the PTSB phase (Ω < Ωc), 𝐸± are purely imag-
inary, such that LE decays with time (Fig. 2C, squares). Our
initial state |↑↑⟩ primarily projects onto the slower-decaying
blue branch in Fig. 2A, resulting in the decay rate lower than
that in the PTS phase.

To investigate the interacting case, the distance between
the atoms is reduced to 15 µm, yielding a dipolar exchange
interaction strength 𝑉 = 2π × 2.2 MHz = 0.73Γ. The inter-
action shifts the EP to a higher value, as depicted in Fig. 2,
A and B. An analytical EP can be approximately obtained as:
Ωc ≈ Γ

√︃
1
4 + 𝑉

Γ
(see Supplementary Materials). The approxi-

matedΩc agrees well with the exact numerical result for a wide
range of parameters, which will be discussed later in Fig. 3.

The interaction lifts the eigenmode degeneracy, resulting

in three distinct branches relevant to our exchange-symmetric
initial state |↑↑⟩ (Fig. 2, A and B), leading to rich dynami-
cal features. In the PTS region, the three eigenvalues have
distinct real parts, contributing to more complex, non-single-
frequency oscillations. This is evident in the LE dynamics,
which exhibits irregular oscillatory patterns (Fig. 2D, dia-
monds). These complicated patterns arise from the interfer-
ence of different frequencies when the respective modes are
excited, as the interaction𝑉 couples the two-atom basis states.
In the PTSB region, the interaction decreases the magnitude
of the imaginary part of the blue branch in Fig. 2A, leading
to slower decay (Fig. 2D, squares and circles) compared to
the non-interacting case. Additionally, the Rydberg atom in-
teractions shift the real parts of eigenmodes away from zero,
causing weak oscillations in contrast to the previously pure
decay dynamics.
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PT -symmetry breaking by dipole-dipole inter-
actions
The dipolar interaction between the Rydberg atoms emerges as
a pivotal parameter for driving the dynamical phases. When
Ω > Γ/2, there is a critical interaction strength 𝑉c that marks
the boundary between the PTS and PTSB phases. To in-
vestigate this interaction-driven transition, experimental mea-
surements of the LE are performed by varying 𝑉 with a fixed
Ω = 0.95Γ. As shown in Fig. 2E, the LE changes from damped
oscillations (orange circles) in the PTS phase into monotonic
decay (green and purple circles) in the PTSB phase, as 𝑉

changes across the critical point 𝑉c = 0.50Γ (see Supplemen-
tary Materials).

Here, a key distinction between the two phases is that the
LE is much smaller in the PTS than in the PTSB regime.
This qualitative difference in dynamical patterns allows us to
probe the dynamical phase diagram arising from the interplay
among interaction, driving, and dissipation. To this end, the
Loschmidt rate function, λ(𝑡e) = − ln 𝐹 (𝑡e), is obtained from
the experimental data for a range of interaction𝑉 and Rabi fre-
quencyΩ, shown in Fig. 3A. Here 𝑡e is chosen sufficiently long
(Γ𝑡e = 2.3π ≫ 1) such that the LE dynamics are dominated by
exponential decay (Fig. 2, C to E)), leading to a significantly
larger decay rate λ(𝑡e) in the PTS phase. From the perspective
of 𝐻pt, this longtime evolution ensures that the dynamics are
governed by the exponential gain in the PTSB phase and the
oscillation in the PTS phase, as shown by the scaled LE (Fig. 2,
F to H).

In Fig. 3A, we observe a clear PTS–PTSB phase bound-
ary with a threshold value λ(𝑡e) ≈ 5. The measured phase
diagram reveals an interaction-induced shift of the phase tran-
sition point. In stark contrast to the non-interacting systems
where the phase boundary is fixed, here the critical driving
strength for PT -symmetry breaking is observed to increase
with the interaction strength, highlighting a unique many-body
effect on the system’s non-Hermitian properties. For a given

𝑉 , the decay rate increases with Ω, consistent with the grow-
ing magnitude of |Im(𝐸) | in the blue branch of the PTSB
phase (Fig. 2A). Our data confirm that the decay rate in the
PTSB phase is determined by the corresponding eigenmode,
whereas it remains Γ/2 in the PTS phase, aligning with the
spectral analysis. The numerical simulations based on the
non-Hermitian Hamiltonian 𝐻nh and experimental parameters
(see Supplementary Materials) match well with the measured
phase diagram, as shown in Fig. 3B. This excellent agree-
ment reflects the high-precision control over the atom array,
MW and laser fields, as well as the dipolar interaction in our
experiment.

Non-Hermitian phase transition in many-body
system

Increasing the number of Rydberg atoms 𝑁 qualitatively re-
shapes the phase structure of the interacting non-Hermitian
system. In particular, the PTS–PTSB phase boundary de-
pends sensitively on 𝑁 (see Supplementary Materials), re-
flecting genuine many-body effects. To explore the multi-atom
PT phase transition, we first diagonalize the Hamiltonian 𝐻pt
under a typical driving strength Ω/Γ = 1.2 with different
𝑉/Γ and 𝑁 . The phase boundary is determined by analyz-
ing the participation ratio of the symmetry-breaking modes—
i.e., eigenstates with complex eigenenergies [44]—defined as
𝑅 = 𝐷I/𝐷, where 𝐷I is the number of symmetry-breaking
modes and 𝐷 = 2𝑁 is the Hilbert-space dimension. The theo-
retical phase diagram is shown in Fig. 4A, with the PTS region
(𝑅 = 0) marked in white. The critical interaction strength gov-
erning the PT -symmetry-breaking transition, 𝑉c, falls steeply
with 𝑁 , from 𝑉c ≈ Γ for 𝑁 = 2, to 𝑉c ≈ 0.1Γ for 𝑁 > 10
(Fig. 4A), as numbers of collective symmetry-breaking modes
increase significantly in larger systems. In the PTSB phase,
although 𝑅 exhibits an overall increasing trend with 𝑁 at fixed
𝑉 , its behavior is non-monotonic and shows pronounced os-
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cillations with 𝑁 , especially in the strongly-interacting regime
(𝑉/Γ > 1). This oscillatory size dependence underscores the
role of interactions in the emergent multi-atom phase diagram.

To experimentally probe the size-dependent effects in the
PTSB phase in Fig. 4A, a linear array of 𝑁 Rydberg atoms
is prepared. In this multi-atom configuration, the Rydberg
state |𝑟1⟩ is coupled to state |𝑒⟩ = |6𝑃3/2⟩, reducing the decay
rate of the dressed state |↓⟩ to Γ = 2π × 0.7 MHz. This
enables increasing 𝑉/Γ without placing atoms too close, and
hence preventing excessive fluctuations in𝑉 . Starting from the
initial state |0𝑁 ⟩ = |↑↑ · · · ↑⟩, we let the system evolve over a
sufficiently long duration 𝑡e, such that Γ𝑡e = 2.1π ≫ 1, and
then measure the LE.

Figure 4B shows the measured LE as a function of 𝑁 for
different interaction strengths. In the PTS phase (𝑉 ≪ Γ),
𝐹 (𝑡e) remains small—consistent with the linear increase in
decay rates with 𝑁 due to the homogeneous imaginary field
𝐻im ∝ 𝑁 , which reduces amplitudes of the LE at long times.
In contrast, in the PTSB phase, the LE not only reaches sub-
stantially higher values but also develops a pronounced non-
monotonic dependence on 𝑁 , as detailed below.

First, for sufficiently strong interactions (𝑉 > Γ), the mea-
sured LE is significantly enhanced compared to the non-
interacting case. For instance, at 𝑉 = 2Γ, 𝐹 (𝑡e) becomes
clearly visible, and at 𝑉 = 4.1Γ it rises to much higher val-
ues. In particular, even at 𝑁 = 12, the LE remains substantial,
𝐹 (𝑡e) = 0.44(5), which is highly non-trivial. For an open
quantum system with a Hilbert space of dimension 212, one
would typically expect the survival probability to be negligible
after prolonged evolution due to state spreading and dissipa-
tion. The anomalously high LE observed here suggests that
the interplay of dissipation and interactions in the many-body
PTSB phase strongly protects the initial quantum state against
delocalization and decay.

Moreover, beyond the overall enhancement, the LE exhibits
striking oscillatory patterns with 𝑁 . Local maxima occur
at 𝑁 = 3 and 7, and minima at 𝑁 = 5 and 10, forming
a clear non-monotonic profile that strengthens with 𝑉 (e.g.,
𝑉 = 4.1Γ). This oscillatory dependence is rather counterintu-
itive: generally, the survival probability of a many-body state is
expected to decay rapidly—typically exponentially—with in-
creasing system size, instead of exhibiting the oscillations. The
observed anomalous size dependence suggests the emergence
of a previously unexplored many-body dynamical mechanism.
Its origin is not immediately apparent from the phase diagram
in Fig. 4A alone, which is purely based on the eigenspectra.
This motivates us to develop the spin-wave analysis in the fol-
lowing section that provides a microscopic understanding of
these novel dynamics.

Non-Hermitian blockade of spin-wave states
We attribute the observed high LE values and their dependence
on 𝑁 to an emergent non-Hermitian many-body blockade ef-
fect. The microscopic mechanism behind this phenomenon
can be broken down into the level structure that closely de-
pends on the system size 𝑁 (Fig. 5, A and B), where the
Rydberg atoms form collective spin-wave states due to the
long-range exchange interaction (see Supplementary Materi-
als). In terms of the spin-wave basis of the 𝑋𝑌 model, state
|0𝑁 ⟩ is the vacuum state of the spin |↓⟩. It dominantly cou-
ples to spin-wave states consisting of a single excitation, |𝑘⟩ =√︃

2
𝑁+1

∑𝑁
𝑖=1 sin

(
𝑖𝑘π
𝑁+1

)
|1𝑖⟩ with state |1𝑖⟩ = σx

𝑖
|0𝑁 ⟩. The

coupling dynamics are described by an effective Hamiltonian,
𝐻eff ≈ ∑

𝑘

[
−(𝑈𝑘 + i Γ2 ) |𝑘⟩ ⟨𝑘 | +

Ω𝑘

2 ( |0𝑁 ⟩ ⟨𝑘 | + |𝑘⟩ ⟨0𝑁 |)
]
,

where𝑈𝑘 andΩ𝑘 are spin-wave energy and coupling strength,
respectively (Fig. 5B) (see Supplementary Materials). More-
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Fig. 5. Non-Hermitian blockade in the 𝑁-atom chain. (A) Synthesized images of the 𝑁-atom chain. The color scale indicates the relative
intensity of atomic fluorescence, rescaled by the corresponding measured LE in Fig. 4B. (B) Energy 𝑈𝑘 (orange) and coupling strength Ω𝑘 of
the spin-wave states. Arrow thickness shows the coupling strengthΩ𝑘 , with dashed arrows indicatingΩ𝑘 = 0. The red arrow marks the resonant
case 𝑈𝑘 = 0. (C) Illustration of the spin-wave function (orange) for 𝑁 = 7. The site-dependent coupling ⟨1𝑖 |𝑘⟩ is represented by the vertical
projection of the blue arrows. The wave function oscillates with increasing 𝑘 . (D) Non-Hermitian blockade dynamics. Simulated excitation
probability versus evolution time 𝑡 for different system sizes (see Supplementary Materials). The excitation probability is calculated by 1− 𝐹̃ (𝑡),
where 𝐹̃ (𝑡) denotes the LE normalized by the total population remaining in the Hilbert space {|↑⟩ , |↓⟩}⊗𝑁 at 𝑡. Excitation is strongly suppressed
for 𝑁 > 1 cases. Parameters: 𝑉/Γ = 4.1; other parameters as in Fig. 4B. (E) Suppression of multi-excitations. Accumulated population loss,
defined as Γ

∫ 𝑡

0 𝑝𝑚 (𝑡′)d𝑡′, for the single- (𝑚 = 1; solid lines) and double-excitation (𝑚 = 2; dashed lines) manifolds. Here, 𝑝𝑚 (𝑡′) represents
the instantaneous population in the 𝑚-excitation manifold at time 𝑡′. The significantly lower populations in the double-excitation manifold
show the quantum Zeno-like mechanism induced by dissipation.

over, all eigenenergies have an identical imaginary part iΓ/2,
which causes decay of the excited spin-wave states.

To understand the non-Hermitian blockade and the observed
𝑁-dependence of the LE in Fig. 4B, we analyze the energy
and coupling strength of the spin-wave states. Spin-wave en-
ergy 𝑈𝑘 = 2𝑉 cos

(
𝑘π
𝑁+1

)
depends on whether 𝑁 is even or

odd non-trivially. For even 𝑁 , all states |𝑘⟩ are shifted off
resonance when 𝑉 ≫ Ω, suppressing spin-wave excitation
and leading to the higher LE seen in Fig. 4B. For odd 𝑁 , the
state |𝑘 = (𝑁 + 1)/2⟩ is energetically resonant with state |0𝑁 ⟩,
but its coupling Ω𝑘 = Ω[1 − (−1)𝑘]

√︃
2

𝑁+1 cot
(

𝑘π
2𝑁+2

)
varies

strongly with 𝑁 . When 𝑁 = 3, 7, 11, . . . (with a period of
4), the state is spatially anti-symmetric, which diminishes the
coupling. Figure 5C illustrates the spatial profile of the 𝑘 = 4,
𝑁 = 7 spin-wave state. The vanishing coupling results in the
high LE values and local maxima observed at these 𝑁 under
𝑉 = 4.1Γ in Fig. 4B. In contrast, for 𝑁 = 5, 9, 13, . . . , the
coupling becomes non-negligible, allowing spin-wave excita-
tion and reducing the LE—consistent with the measured local
minima in the experiment.

The non-Hermitian blockade is further illustrated by the
simulated excitation probability for different system sizes
(Fig. 5D). Compared to the single-particle case, the exci-

tation in an interacting Rydberg-atom chain is significantly
suppressed, analogous to the conventional Rydberg blockade.
However, it exhibits strong 𝑁-dependence, highlighting the
many-body nature of the non-Hermitian blockade effect.

We emphasize that the observed non-Hermitian blockade
originates from the long-range dipolar interaction. Simula-
tions using the full interaction quantitatively match the ex-
perimental data in Fig. 4B, whereas a nearest-neighbor (NN)
approximation only reproduces the qualitative trend. We
also note that while the simulations in Figs. 2–5 use a non-
Hermitian Schrödinger equation, the results are equivalent to
the master-equation approach, since the LE is a measure of
the probability in the no-jump subspace (see Supplementary
Materials).

The suppression of the multiple excitation may relate to the
quantum Zeno-like effect [45, 46], where dissipation acts as a
continuous measurement of the initial state and singly-excited
spin-wave states (see Supplementary Materials). The simu-
lation in Fig. 5E shows that, double excitations are strongly
suppressed, since frequent measurements (large Γ) effectively
confine the dynamics to the initial and single-excitation sub-
spaces (see Supplementary Materials). The non-Hermitian
many-body blockade thus emerges from the interplay of this
Zeno-like effect and dipolar exchange interactions, further dis-
tinguishing it from conventional Rydberg blockade.
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Summary and outlook
In summary, we have realized quantum simulation of non-
Hermitian many-body physics by programming the geometry,
dipolar interaction, and dissipation in a Rydberg atom array.
We have observed rich non-Hermitian phenomena in the quan-
tum many-body regime, ranging from interaction-driven PT -
symmetry-breaking transition with anomalous system-size de-
pendence, to the robust protection of quantum state against
spreading and decay in large Hilbert space, to the emergent
non-Hermitian many-body blockade effect. These results es-
tablish a dynamic pathway to probe non-Hermitian physics
beyond the single-particle and mean-field paradigms.

Our 𝑋𝑌 spin model can be readily extended to the 𝑋𝑋𝑍

type with advanced Hamiltonian engineering techniques [47],
paving the way for observing complex Berry phases [48] and
topological excitations [49] in a non-Hermitian Hamiltonian.
Looking further ahead, as Rydberg-atom quantum simulators
advance—for instance, through the deep integration of analog
evolution and digital circuits—this progress will enable the ex-
ploration of a broader range of exotic non-Hermitian physics.
Specifically, phenomena such as topological states [29–32],
many-body quantum chaos [50], Dirac fermions [51], and
quantum scars [52] in many-body non-Hermitian systems may
come within experimental reach.
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S1. EXPERIMENTAL METHODS

Non-Hermitian physics has been extensively studied across a wide range of experimental platforms, such as photonic systems,
electronics, acoustics, superconducting circuits, cold and thermal atomic ensembles, NV centers, NMR, and trapped ions [16–
26, 53–68]. Programmable atom array [69–74] has emerged as a transformative platform for quantum simulation, enabling the
study of strongly correlated phases and quantum dynamics in a wide range of models [75–84]. Yet, the exploration of many-body
non-Hermitian physics with Rydberg-atom arrays remains an open frontier. In this work, we present an experimental realization
of a non-Hermitian 𝑋𝑌 spin model using a Rydberg-atom array. This section describes the preparation of the atom array, timing
sequences, state preparation and measurement procedures, as well as the tuning and calibration of parameters and efforts to
minimize evolution errors.

S1.1. Preparation of the atom array

The experiment is performed on 87Rb atoms trapped in optical tweezers. An optical tweezer array is generated using a spatial
light modulator (SLM, HED 6010-NIR-080-C, Holoeye) and homogenized via feedback based on real-time imaging. The
tweezers are loaded from a magneto-optical trap (MOT) followed by a rearrangement stage, where the target sites are fully loaded
using the atoms trapped in the reservoir sites with a moving tweezer generated by a pair of acousto-optic deflectors (AODs,
DTSX-400-800.850, AA Opto-Electronic) driven by an arbitrary waveform generator (AWG, M4i.6631-x8, Spectrum) with two
output channels according to the results of fluorescence imaging before the rearrangement. After the rearrangement, a second
fluorescence imaging is performed to ensure a defect-free array, i.e., all target sites occupied and no unwanted atoms remaining.
The pattern of the tweezers and the target array are fully programmable, which enables tuning of the dipole-dipole interactions
between Rydberg atoms by changing their separations. In this work, a one-dimensional chain of 𝑁 atoms is set as the target array,
with all atoms equally spaced at a distance 𝑟. The total length of the atomic chain (𝑁 − 1)𝑟 is limited by the field of view of the
microscopic imaging system.
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fig. S1. Experimental sequence. After arranging the atom array, we perform optical pumping (OP) using a σ+-polarized 795 nm laser
that prepares the atoms in the ground state |5𝑆1/2, 𝐹 = 2, 𝑚𝐹 = 2⟩ (denoted |𝑔⟩). The atoms are then transferred to state |68𝐷5/2, 𝑚𝐽 = 5/2⟩
(|𝑟1⟩) via the two-photon STIRAP scheme, followed by a resonant microwave (MW) pulse that transfers the atoms to state |69𝑃3/2, 𝑚𝐽 = 3/2⟩
(|𝑟2⟩). A resonant 480 nm Rydberg-dressing laser that couples states |𝑟1⟩ to |5𝑃3/2, 𝐹 = 3, 𝑚𝐹 = 3⟩ (|𝑒⟩) clears residual population in state
|𝑟1⟩, ensuring that the non-Hermitian dynamics start with all atoms in state |𝑟2⟩. Subsequently, the resonant 480 nm laser couples state |𝑟1⟩
to 1√

2
( |𝑟1⟩ ± |𝑒⟩) with Rabi frequency Ω480, while the MW field resonantly couples state |𝑟2⟩ with 1√

2
( |𝑟1⟩ + |𝑒⟩) with strength Ω. After an

evolution time 𝑡 under these two fields, a projective measurement reads out population in state |𝑟2⟩. The sequence consists of a resonant 480 nm
read-out pulse, a resonant 780 nm push-out pulse that removes atoms in state |𝑔⟩, and a final step where the 480 nm and MW fields are applied
simultaneously to transfer state |𝑟2⟩ to |𝑔⟩. Residual Rydberg atoms are cleared by a frequency-multiplied broadband Rydberg-clearing (RC)
MW pulse with multiple sidebands. During all stages involving Rydberg states, the optical tweezers are turned off. Final fluorescence imaging
reveals the measurement outcome: bright sites correspond to atoms in state |𝑟2⟩ at the end of the evolution, while dark sites indicate loss.
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fig. S2. STIRAP and Rydberg-clearing MW spectra. (A) Measured survival probability after the STIRAP, push-out, and read-out
sequences as a function of the 480 nm laser frequency. The fitted Gaussian curve yields a peak transfer efficiency of ∼95%. (B) Measured
survival probability (dark counts) after the STIRAP and Rydberg-clearing sequences as a function of the MW frequency at the input of the
frequency multiplier. The dark-count probability at the experimental condition of a 2.5 GHz input frequency is 0.003(2). Error bars denote the
binomial standard deviation.

S1.2. State preparation and measurement

A typical experimental sequence is shown in fig. S1. For the state preparation, non-Hermitian evolution and the state measurement
stages, the quantization axis is defined by a magnetic field of 30 G applied along the atom chain. The magnetic field is switched
off during the fluorescence imaging stages that occur before state preparation and after the non-Hermitian evolution to avoid
shifting the atomic transition frequencies and ensure clear imaging.

All atoms are prepared in state |𝑟2⟩ using a two-stage scheme. First, the STIRAP (stimulated Raman adiabatic passage)
scheme [38] excites the atoms from state |𝑔⟩ to |𝑟1⟩ with an efficiency of around 95% (fig. S2A). Then the MW pulse accomplishes
the transfer from state |𝑟1⟩ to |𝑟2⟩ with a probability that depends on the interaction strength 𝑉 . This leads to a 𝑉-dependent state
preparation efficiency that significantly affects the measurement of Loschmidt Echo (LE), denoted as 𝐹. The measured LE is
therefore normalized by 𝐹 (𝑉,Ω, 𝑡) = 𝐹raw (𝑉,Ω,𝑡 )

𝐹raw (𝑉,Ω,𝑡=0) or 𝐹 (𝑉,Ω, 𝑡) = 𝐹raw (𝑉,Ω,𝑡 )
𝐹raw (𝑉,Ω=0,𝑡 ) with raw data 𝐹raw.

After the Rydberg state transfer process, a Rydberg-clearing (RC) MW pulse is applied to clear out all atoms remaining in
Rydberg states that contribute to dark counts. It has a high clearing efficiency of ∼ 99.7% (fig. S2B). The overall dark counting
is around 0.005, arising from the Rydberg-state atoms which survive the RC MW pulse and decay into the ground state, and the
ground-state atoms which survive the push-out process. This dark-count effect is taken into account in numerical simulations
and fits well in Fig. 2C.
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fig. S3. Parameter calibration. (A) Example of Rabi oscillations between states |𝑟1⟩ and |𝑟2⟩. The sinusoidal fit yields the Rabi frequency
of the driving MW field. (B) Linearity of the Rabi frequency versus the set amplitude (a.u.: arbitrary units). (C) Spin-exchange interaction
between states |𝑟1⟩ and |𝑟2⟩ when the atoms are separated by 37 µm. Through fitting the data with a sinusoidal function, we obtain an interaction
strength 2π × 0.316(3) MHz, corresponding to twice the value of 𝑉 . Error bars denote the binomial standard deviation. (D) Spin-exchange
interaction between states |𝑟1⟩ and |𝑟2⟩ for atoms separated by 14 µm. Using a sinusoidal fitting with a Gaussian-decaying envelope, we find
an interaction strength 2π × 5.75(4) MHz with a 1/e decay time of τ = 0.59(3) µs. Error bars denote the binomial standard deviation.

S1.3. Calibration of experimental parameters

The driving MW is generated by mixing a local MW source (SMB 100A, Rohde&Schwarz) with a radio-frequency (RF) signal
from an AWG (M4i.6631-x8, Spectrum) using a frequency mixer (ZX05-153LH-S+, Mini-Circuits). The two output channels of
the AWG (for state preparation and dissipative evolution) are combined into one via a power splitter (ZFSC-2-1+, Mini-Circuits)
before being mixed with the local MW source. The Rabi frequency of the MW, Ω, during the dissipative evolution is calibrated
as follows. First, we measure the Rabi oscillation between |𝑟1⟩ and |𝑟2⟩ driven by the resonant MW (fig. S3A) under different
amplitudes set to the AWG to verify that the fitted Rabi frequency increases linearly with the set amplitude (fig. S3B), which
means the mixer works in the linear regime. Second, we change the driving MW frequency to resonance with the transition
between states |𝑟2⟩ and 1√

2
( |𝑟1⟩ + |𝑒⟩) with a large amplitude in the linear regime set to the AWG and measure the PTS dynamics

(Fig. 2C, diamonds) to extract Ω from the fitting curve with an oscillation frequency
√︁
Ω2 − Γ2/4 and a decay rate Γ/2. Finally,

the linear coefficient between Ω and the amplitude is determined and we accordingly set the amplitude to control Ω during
the dissipative evolution. Such calibration is free from the problem of non-uniform frequency response of the mixer and other
electronic elements.

The dipole-dipole interaction strength between the Rydberg atoms and its fluctuation are determined as follows. By observing
the spin exchange of the two atoms prepared in state

(
1√
2
(|↑⟩ + i |↓⟩)

)
⊗

(
1√
2
(|↑⟩ + i |↓⟩)

)
with the initial expectation value of

operator σy equal to +1 for each atom (fig. S3C), the interaction strength 𝑉 is extracted from the fitting curve. The observed
oscillation frequency of ⟨σy⟩ corresponds to the dipole-dipole interaction strength between states |𝑟1⟩ and |𝑟2⟩, while that between
states 1√

2
( |𝑟1⟩ ± |𝑒⟩) and |𝑟2⟩—denoted as 𝑉—is half the value. The fluctuation of 𝑉 is attributed to the motion of the atoms

giving rise to uncertainty in 𝑟, which causes dephasing of the oscillation in the spin exchange dynamics. By fitting the dephasing
time τ, the fluctuation δ𝑉 is obtained as δ𝑉 =

√
2

2τ . A typical example is shown in fig. S3D, yielding 𝑉 = 2π × 2.87(2) MHz and
δ𝑉 = 2π × 0.19(2) MHz at an interatomic distance of 𝑟 = 14 µm, from which an uncertainty in 𝑟 of 0.3 µm is extracted. The
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fig. S4. MW spectra under light shifts. (A) Typical MW spectra of dressed Rydberg states. The survival probability is measured with atoms
prepared in state |𝑟2⟩ and driven by the MW field under the dressing of the 480 nm laser. The data are fitted with a sum of two Lorentzian peaks,
separated by the Autler-Townes splitting Ω480 ≈ 2π × 30 MHz. The spectrum shows a small bias due to the non-uniform frequency response of
the MW electronics. (B) MW spectra for differentΩ480. The parameters for acquiring the LE after dissipative evolution areΩ = 2π×2.1 MHz,
Γ = 2π × 3.0 MHz, and 𝑡 = 0.5 µs. In this regime, the LE is expected to approach zero on resonance according to the numerical simulations.
The data show that with increasing Ω480, the LE minimum rises, which we attribute to a nonzero real part of the σz term in the Hamiltonian
(and a larger maximum imaginary eigenvalue component), induced by fluctuations of the light shift Ω480/2 caused by atomic motions. Error
bars denote the binomial standard deviation.

interaction strengths in Fig. 2, C to H and Fig. 3 are calculated using 𝑉 = 1
2𝐶3/𝑟3 with 𝐶3 = 2π × 16 GHz µm3 extracted from

fig. S3C.

S1.4. Compensation for light shifts on the dressed state

The 480 nm dressing laser induces light shifts on the dressed Rydberg state |↓⟩, causing a nonzero real part of the term ∝ σz in
𝐻pt, which breaks its PT symmetry. Therefore, we need to compensate for this light shift in order to maintain the resonance of
the driving MW. We measure the Rabi frequency of the 480 nm laser beamΩ480 by MW spectroscopy of the transition from state
|𝑟2⟩ to the dressed state, see fig. S4A. The measured value of Ω480 is used to calibrate the resonant frequency of the driving MW
during the dissipative evolution. It is also used for the alignment of the 480 nm laser beam, which is controlled by two mirror
mounts with piezoelectric adjusters. A good alignment puts the atoms at the center of the laser beam and thus minimizes the
influence of the fluctuation ofΩ480 induced by the motion of the atoms. The influence remains negligible providedΩ480 does not
exceed 2π × 50 MHz (fig. S4B). It is estimated that the relative uncertainty of Ω480 is ∼ 5%, which is taken into consideration in
the numerical simulations. This uncertainty is attributed to the motion of the atoms, corresponding to an axial position spreading
of 1.3 µm relative to the 480 nm laser beam with a Gaussian radius of around 13 µm.

S1.5. Tuning the decay rate

We realize a large tuning range of the physical parameters Ω/Γ and 𝑉/Γ by switching between two different |𝑒⟩ states with
distinct spontaneous emission rates. When investigating the PT phase transition of a two-atom system, the |𝑒⟩ state is chosen to
be |5𝑃3/2⟩ which causes the |↓⟩ state to decay at a rate Γ = 2π × 3.0 MHz. This large decay rate enables a short evolution time
which is more than two orders of magnitude shorter than the lifetime of Rydberg states, and therefore keeps the dark count at
a low level. On the other hand, when studying the multi-spin chain, state |5𝑃3/2⟩ is replaced by |6𝑃3/2⟩ and reduces the decay
rate to Γ = 2π × 0.7 MHz, which enables the exploration of new phenomena such as the many-body blockade effect under the
strong interaction condition 𝑉 ≫ Γ. The main difference between the two different experimental settings is the dressing laser
field during the dissipative stage, switching between 480 nm and 1013 nm lasers, which couple the Rydberg state to |5𝑃3/2⟩ and
|6𝑃3/2⟩, respectively.

While an off-resonant weak dressing (with detuning Δ480 and Rabi frequencyΩ480) might seem to allow easier and continuous
tuning of Γ [46, 85], we prefer the resonant maximal dressing scheme for the following reasons. First, maximal dressing
minimizes the uncertainty in the decay rate of the dressed Rydberg state, Γ ∝ ρee (where ρee is the population of the intermediate
state |𝑒⟩ in the dressed state). This is because variations in Γ are of second order with respect to fluctuations in the dressing laser
intensity, unlike the off-resonant scheme, where the relationship is of first order. Second, maximal dressing similarly minimizes
fluctuations in the interaction strength 𝑉 ∝ ρrr (where ρrr is the population of the Rydberg state |𝑟1⟩ in the dressed state) and
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in Ω ∝ ρ1/2
𝑟𝑟 . By suppressing these fluctuations, we significantly reduce the number of Monte-Carlo runs required in numerical

simulations to account for variations in Ω480. Finally, the bandwidth of the acoustic-optical modulator (AOM) used to shift the
frequency of the dressing laser beam and the available 480 nm laser power do not support the set of required parameters where
Γ < 2π × 1 MHz and

√︃
Ω2

480 + Δ
2
480 ≫ 𝑉 because when we increase Δ480, Ω480 decreases so rapidly that Γ is decreased to around

2π × 1 MHz when both Δ480 and Ω480 are smaller than the chosen 𝑉 ≈ 4Γ.

S2. THEORETICAL MODELING

S2.1. Single-particle model

We start with theoretical analysis of the single-particle model to show the PTS–PTSB transition. The eigenvalues of the
single-particle PT -symmetric Hamiltonian 𝐻pt =

Ω
2 σ

x + i Γ4 σ
z are 𝐸 = ± 1

2

√︁
Ω2 − Γ2/4. When Ω > Γ

2 , the two eigenvalues
are real, and thus PT symmetry is preserved, where the dynamics (population, coherence, etc) exhibit oscillations at frequency√︁
Ω2 − Γ2/4. At the exceptional point (EP) with Ω = Γ

2 , both eigenvalues coalesce at zero. When Ω < Γ
2 , the two eigenvalues

are both purely imaginary (with opposite signs), and thus PT symmetry is broken, such that the dynamics show exponential
growth in the long term, dominated by the branch with positive imaginary part, while the other decays rapidly.

The Hamiltonian governing the experimental system is 𝐻nh = 𝐻pt +𝐻im, with an additional global decaying term 𝐻im = −i Γ4 I.
Therefore, as illustrated in Fig. 2C, the LE in the PTS phase is a damped oscillation decaying at rate Γ/2, while in the PTSB
regime a slower decay rate is observed.

Here, we prove the PT symmetry, [PT , 𝐻pt] = 0. Here T is the conjugate operator (TA = A∗ for any operator A). In the
matrix form, the parity operator reads,

P =

(
0 1
1 0

)
,

and the Hamiltonian is,

𝐻pt =

(
iΓ/4 Ω/2
Ω/2 −iΓ/4

)
.

We have T −1 = T and P−1 = P, and therefore one finds that,

PT𝐻pt (PT )−1 = PT𝐻ptT −1P−1 = PT𝐻ptTP = P(T𝐻pt) (TP)

=

(
0 1
1 0

) (
−iΓ/4 Ω/2
Ω/2 iΓ/4

) (
0 1
1 0

)
=

(
iΓ/4 Ω/2
Ω/2 −iΓ/4

)
= 𝐻pt.

This allows us to write down the commutation relation, [PT , 𝐻pt] = 0. Hence Hamiltonian 𝐻pt preserves the PT symmetry.

S2.2. Interacting Rydberg atoms model

The Hamiltonian governing the interacting two-atom system, 𝐻 =
∑

𝑖

(
Ω
2 σ

x
𝑖
+ i Γ4 σ

z
𝑖
− i Γ4 I𝑖

)
+ ∑

𝑖< 𝑗 𝑉𝑖 𝑗

(
σ+
𝑖
σ−
𝑗
+ σ+

𝑗
σ−
𝑖

)
, is

rewritten in the matrix form as,

𝐻 =

©­­­«
0 Ω

2
Ω
2 0

Ω
2 −i Γ2 𝑉 Ω

2
Ω
2 𝑉 −i Γ2

Ω
2

0 Ω
2

Ω
2 −iΓ

ª®®®¬ , (S1)

in the atomic basis {|↑↑⟩ , |↑↓⟩ , |↓↑⟩ , |↓↓⟩}. Since the anti-symmetric state 1√
2
( |↓↑⟩ − |↑↓⟩) is a dark state, the Hamiltonian is

simplified as

𝐻 =
©­­«

0 Ω√
2

0
Ω√
2

𝑉 − i Γ2
Ω√
2

0 Ω√
2

−iΓ

ª®®¬ , (S2)
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fig. S5. Eigenvalues of the two-atom Hamiltonian. Imaginary and real parts of the eigenvalues of the Hamiltonian Eq. S2, for interaction
strengths 𝑉 = 0 (A), 𝑉 = 0.73Γ (B), and 𝑉 = 1.42Γ (C). The parameters are those used in Fig. 2, A and B.

in the basis {|↑↑⟩ , 1√
2
( |↑↓⟩ + |↓↑⟩), |↓↓⟩}. The dynamics can be readily obtained numerically. Representative results are shown in

fig. S5. Under the strong-interaction condition 𝑉 ≫ Ω, Γ, the single-excitation state 1√
2
( |↑↓⟩ + |↓↑⟩) is adiabatically eliminated.

The Hamiltonian is simplified to be

𝐻 =

(
0 Ωeff/2

Ωeff/2 −iΓeff/2

)
, (S3)

with Ωeff =
Ω2𝑉

𝑉2+Γ2/4 and Γeff = 2Γ(1 + Ω2/4
𝑉2+Γ2/4 ). This allows us to find the EP approximately,

Ω =

√︄
𝑉2 + Γ2/4
|𝑉 | − Γ/4

Γ ≈ Γ

2

√︂
1 + 4

|𝑉 |
Γ

. (S4)

Remarkably, the EP predicted by the strong-interaction approximation agrees with numerical solutions even at 𝑉 = 0.

S2.3. Quantum master equation and non-Hermitian Hamiltonian formalism

In light-atom interacting systems, dynamics of the electronic states are usually described by the Lindblad master equation. In
our experiment, two Rydberg states |𝑟1⟩ = |68𝐷5/2⟩ and |𝑟2⟩ = |69𝑃5/2⟩, as well as the two low-lying states |𝑒⟩ = |5𝑃3/2⟩ and
|𝑔⟩ = |5𝑆1/2⟩ are involved. The master equation is given by

𝜕

𝜕𝑡
ρ = −i [𝐻, ρ] +

∑︁
𝑖

ΓD[|𝑔𝑖⟩ ⟨𝑒𝑖 |]ρ, (S5)

where D[𝑜]ρ = 𝑜ρ𝑜† − 1
2
(
𝑜†𝑜ρ + ρ𝑜†𝑜

)
. In the rotating frame, the Hamiltonian reads

𝐻 =
∑︁
𝑖

Ω480
2

(
|𝑒𝑖⟩ ⟨𝑟2, 𝑗 | + |𝑟2, 𝑗⟩ ⟨𝑒𝑖 |

)
+
Ωμw

2
(
|𝑟1, 𝑗⟩ ⟨𝑟2, 𝑗 | + |𝑟2, 𝑗⟩ ⟨𝑟1, 𝑗 |

)
+ Δ |𝑟2, 𝑗⟩ ⟨𝑟2, 𝑗 |

+
∑︁
𝑖< 𝑗

𝑉dd (r𝑖 − r𝑘)
(
|𝑟1, 𝑗𝑟2,𝑘⟩ ⟨𝑟2, 𝑗𝑟1,𝑘 | + |𝑟2, 𝑗𝑟1,𝑘⟩ ⟨𝑟1, 𝑗𝑟2,𝑘 |

)
. (S6)

The MW field resonantly couples states |𝑟2⟩ and |↓⟩ = ( |𝑟1⟩ + |𝑒⟩)/
√

2. The qubit states are encoded in states |↑⟩ = |𝑟2⟩ and |↓⟩.
State |𝑑⟩ = ( |𝑟1⟩ − |𝑒⟩)/

√
2 is effectively decoupled due to the large detuning Δ′ = Ω480. In the qubit basis, the Hamiltonian is

𝐻 = 𝐻0 + 𝐻d, where

𝐻0 =
∑︁
𝑖

Ω

2
( |↑𝑖⟩ ⟨↓𝑖 | + |↓𝑖⟩ ⟨↑𝑖 |) +

∑︁
𝑖< 𝑗

𝑉𝑖 𝑗
(
|↑𝑖↓ 𝑗⟩ ⟨↓𝑖↑ 𝑗 | + |↓𝑖↑ 𝑗⟩ ⟨↑𝑖↓ 𝑗 |

)
, (S7)

𝐻d =
∑︁
𝑖

Δ′ |𝑑𝑖⟩ ⟨𝑑𝑖 | +
Ω

2
( |↑𝑖⟩ ⟨𝑑𝑖 | + |𝑑𝑖⟩ ⟨↑𝑖 |) +

∑︁
𝑖< 𝑗

𝑉𝑖 𝑗
(
|↑𝑖 𝑑 𝑗⟩ ⟨𝑑𝑖 ↑ 𝑗 | + |𝑑𝑖 ↑ 𝑗⟩ ⟨↑𝑖 𝑑 𝑗 |

)
, (S8)
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fig. S6. Comparison between master-equation and non-Hermitian approaches. Thin gray lines show 1000 realizations of Monte Carlo
wave functions (MCWFs); their average is indicated by the bold gray line. The dashed red line gives the result from numerically solving the
non-Hermitian (nH) Schrödinger equation. Results are shown for 𝑁 = 1–4 in (A to D), respectively, with parameters Ω = 1.2Γ and 𝑉 = 2.0Γ.

where Ω = Ωμw/
√

2 and 𝑉𝑖 𝑗 = 𝑉dd (r𝑖 − r 𝑗 )/2 ∝ | 𝑗 − 𝑘 |−3. States |↓⟩ and |𝑑⟩ decay to the ground state with rate Γ = γ/2.
In our system, state |𝑑⟩ is adiabatically eliminated as it is energetically far-detuned. We obtain the 𝑁-atom Hilbert space

ℋ = {|↑⟩ , |↓⟩ , |𝑔⟩}⊗𝑁 , and the space 𝒬 = {|↑⟩ , |↓⟩}⊗𝑁 which excludes |𝑔⟩ state. Since there is no coherent coupling between
subspaces 𝒬 and ℋ\𝒬, the density matrix is decomposed to the form,

ρ = ρ𝒬 ⊕ ρℋ\𝒬 . (S9)

Dynamics of the space 𝒬 is governed by the master equation,

𝜕

𝜕𝑡
ρ𝒬 = −i [𝐻0, ρ𝒬] −

∑︁
𝑖

Γ

2
( |↓𝑖⟩ ⟨↓𝑖 | ρ𝒬 + ρ𝒬 |↓𝑖⟩ ⟨↓𝑖 |) , (S10)

which allows us to decompose the density matrix with the unnormalized wave function, ρ𝒬 = |ψ⟩ ⟨ψ |. We then obtain the
non-Hermitian Schrödinger equation

i
𝜕

𝜕𝑡
|ψ⟩ =

(
𝐻0 − i

Γ

2

∑︁
𝑖

|↓𝑖⟩ ⟨↓𝑖 |
)
|ψ⟩ , (S11)

which has been used in the main text. It is one of the key results for exploring non-Hermitian many-body physics using the
Rydberg atom array.

To confirm the validity of the non-Hermitian model (fig. S6, red dashed lines), we solve the master equation (Eq. S5, gray solid
lines) numerically by unraveling it through the Monte Carlo wave function (MCWF) approach [1]. The MCWF approach is one
of the standard methods to solve the master equation. Starting from the initial state, one evolves the many-body wave function
with quantum jumps that occur randomly at each time step. Many stochastic trajectories (MCWFs) are generated, with which
expectation values of operators can be calculated as the ensemble average. In fig. S6, we show dynamics of the LE obtained
from the MCWF and non-Hermitian Hamiltonian situations. In the MCWF simulation, we have realized over 1000 trajectories
with the given parameters. The averaged LE from the MCWF simulation shows almost identical results to the non-Hermitian
calculation. The minor differences result from the finite number of the trajectories.

While our analysis in the main text has been presented in terms of the Schrödinger equation (SE) with an effective non-Hermitian
Hamiltonian, this description is fully equivalent to the master-equation (ME) formalism in the regime of interest. Specifically,
the non-Hermitian term in the SE arises from tracing over quantum jump processes in the ME and restricting to the no-jump
subspace, which exactly captures the dynamics of LE—an observable that becomes zero if any quantum jump occurs—making
the no-jump description directly relevant. The SE formalism thus provides a compact and transparent representation of the
same physical dynamics encoded in the full ME, while avoiding the additional computational overhead of tracking the stochastic
jump trajectories or the full density matrix. This simplification allows us to highlight the essential interplay of coherent driving,
dissipation, and interactions responsible for the novel effects observed in our experiment, without loss of generality and accuracy
in interpreting the results.

S3. DYNAMICS OF THE NON-HERMITIAN MANY-BODY 𝑋𝑌 MODEL

Diagonalizing the non-Hermitian Hamiltonian 𝐻, the right and left eigenvectors, |𝑣𝑘⟩ and ⟨𝑤𝑘 |, can be obtained. They satisfy
the eigenvalue equations, 𝐻 |𝑣𝑘⟩ = 𝐸𝑘 |𝑣𝑘⟩ and ⟨𝑤𝑘 | 𝐻 = 𝐸𝑘 ⟨𝑤𝑘 |, with eigenvalue 𝐸𝑘 . The basis |𝑣𝑘⟩ and ⟨𝑤𝑘 | form the
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fig. S7. PT phase diagram for two Rydberg atoms at various evolution times. Rate function λ(𝑡e) at Γ𝑡e = 7.14 (A), 14.3 (B), and 28.6
(C), shown in the color scale. Gray solid curves mark the EPs obtained from eigenvalue analysis of the Hamiltonian (see Sec. S2 S2.2), while
purple dashed lines are contours at λ = 4.7, 10.8, and 23.7, respectively. (D) Maximal imaginary part of the eigenvalues Im(𝐸) (gray dashed
line, right axis) and the rate function λ(𝑡e) (colored solid lines, left axis). The shaded region denotes the PTSB phase, where λ decreases with
increasing 𝑉 , while in the PTS phase λ exhibits oscillatory behavior. Simulations use a fixed Ω/Γ = 1.

biorthonormal condition, ∑︁
𝑘

|𝑣𝑘⟩ ⟨𝑤𝑘 | = I. (S12)

Depending on the symmetry of the Hamiltonian, the spectrum can be real-valued or complex. With the eigenvalues and
eigenvectors, we evaluate state |ψ𝑁 (𝑡)⟩ at time 𝑡 via |ψ𝑁 (𝑡)⟩ = ∑

𝑘 ⟨𝑤𝑘 | 0𝑁 ⟩ e−i𝐸𝑘 𝑡 |𝑣𝑘⟩ with initial state |0𝑁 ⟩.

S3.1. Loschmidt Echo

The strong correlation between the Loschmidt Echo (LE) and the maximum imaginary part of the eigenvalues arises because the
system evolves predominantly into the eigenstate that decays most slowly when the evolution time is sufficiently long. This is
explained by the following analysis of the Hamiltonian and its eigenvalues of this non-Hermitian system. The LE quantifies the
survival probability of the initial state |0𝑁 ⟩,

𝐹 =
��⟨0𝑁 | e−i𝐻𝑡 |0𝑁 ⟩

��2
=

�����∑︁
𝑘

e−i𝐸𝑘 𝑡 ⟨0𝑁 | 𝑣𝑘⟩ ⟨𝑤𝑘 | 0𝑁 ⟩
�����2

=
∑︁
𝑘

ei(𝐸∗
𝑘
−𝐸𝑘 )𝑡 |⟨𝑤𝑘 |0𝑁 ⟩|2 |⟨0𝑁 |𝑣𝑘⟩|2 +

∑︁
𝑖 𝑗

ei(𝐸∗
𝑗
−𝐸𝑖 )𝑡 ⟨0𝑁 |𝑣𝑖⟩ ⟨𝑣 𝑗 |0𝑁 ⟩ ⟨𝑤𝑖 |0𝑁 ⟩ ⟨0𝑁 |𝑤 𝑗⟩ , (S13)

where ⟨0𝑁 |𝑤𝑘⟩ (⟨0𝑁 |𝑣𝑘⟩) is the projection of the initial state to eigenstate |𝑤𝑘⟩ (|𝑣𝑘⟩). The first term in Eq. S13 gives the
diagonal coupling of the eigenstate, while the second term is the off-diagonal coupling of between different eigenstates. When
the Hamiltonian is PT -symmetric and the entire spectrum is real-valued, the diagonal coupling becomes time-independent,
while the off-diagonal coupling terms oscillates in time. In this case, the LE is bounded by 1. If the PT symmetry is broken,
exponentially growing terms will appear in the LE due to complex 𝐸𝑘 . However, this will not happen in our experiment, as
dynamics of the atoms are governed by Hamiltonian 𝐻nh = 𝐻pt − i 𝑁Γ4 I. This gives a global decay term, e−𝑁Γ𝑡/2, to 𝐹 (𝑡). In the
PTS phase, the oscillation amplitude damps with time when 𝑡 → ∞. In the PTSB phase, the exponentially growing term, on the
other hand, counteracts the decay in the long-term evolution. We use the rate function λ(𝑡) = − ln 𝐹 (𝑡) to capture the different
exponential decay behaviors of the LE in PTS and PTSB phases. Since the oscillation in the PTS phase is bounded, we can
apply a single time measurement to distinguish the PTS and PTSB phases within the tolerance that |Im(𝐸𝑘) | < ϵ for all 𝐸𝑘 . The
minimal time is approximately given by,

𝑡min ∼ ln 2
ϵ

. (S14)
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fig. S8. PT phase diagram for three Rydberg atoms at various evolution times. Rate function λ(𝑡e) at Γ𝑡e = 14.3 (A), 28.6 (B), and 57.1
(C), shown in the color scale. Gray solid curves mark the EPs obtained from eigenvalue analysis of the Hamiltonian, while purple dashed lines
are contours at λ = 19.5, 39.5, and 81.7, respectively. (D) Maximal imaginary part of the eigenvalues Im(𝐸) (gray dashed line, right axis) and
the rate function λ(𝑡e) (colored solid lines, left axis). The shaded region denotes the PTSB phase, where λ decreases with increasing 𝑉 . In the
PTS phase λ exhibits oscillatory behavior. In the simulations we fix Ω/Γ = 5.

In fig. S7, A to C, rate functions at different time 𝑡e are shown. Fixing𝑉 , one can see that the rate decreases when increasingΩ.
We define a critical λ as the boundary between the PTS and PTSB phase. This boundary is compared with the one obtained from
analyzing the eigenvalues of the Hamiltonian discussed in Sec. S2 S2.2. When 𝑡e is small (fig. S7A), the rate function prediction
deviates slightly from the one from the eigenvalues. The cause of the minor discrepancy arises from the oscillations of the LE in
the regime where Ω ≫ 𝑉 . Increasing the evolution time, the oscillation decays. As a result, the phase boundary obtained from
the two methods agrees well (see panels B and C). Figure S7D elucidates how the LE characterizes the PT phase transitions:
Within the PTSB regime, the rate function decreases as the maximum imaginary component of eigenvalues increases, while in
the PTS regime, oscillatory behaviors of the rate function depend on 𝑉 . In practice, a larger 𝑡e (or equivalently, λ) is required to
determine the phase boundary reliably.

Increasing the system size 𝑁 , the required evolution time is much longer to distinguish between the PTS and PTSB phases
based on the LE as the phase diagram becomes more complex with more branches of the PTSB phase [35]. As shown in fig. S8, A
and B, insufficient evolution time may impede the resolution of fine-grained bifurcation patterns in the PT phase transition of the
three-atom case. A selected evolution time to achieve marginal distinguishability between PTS and PTSB phases is Γ𝑡e = 57.1
(fig. S8C), corresponding to λ(𝑡e) = 85, which presents substantial experimental challenges. The capability of the LE as a PT
phase indicator is further demonstrated in fig. S8D, where both the amplitudes and the oscillatory characteristics exhibit strong
correlations with PT phase transitions.

Further increasing the system size 𝑁 , there are more tiny PTSB branches, as shown in the contour plot of the participation
ratio 𝑅, i.e., the fraction of eigenvalues that are imaginary (fig. S9A). Larger λ is needed to distinguish these branches as the
system size increases, because the decay rate of the LE is multiplied by 𝑁 . The balanced rate function, defined by λ/𝑁 , is able
to characterize the phase transition (fig. S9B). An approximate phase boundary is traced by the contour plot of λ/𝑁 . The PTSB
area with a relatively small value of λ/𝑁 (light green) largely overlaps with the dark purple area in fig. S9A. This results from
the fact that the initial state exhibits a small projection onto the eigenstate whose eigenenergy has the largest imaginary part in
this area. Hence it takes longer evolution time to distinguish this branch that decays slightly slower than the PTS phase. A clear
distinction between the two phases requires evolving the system under dissipation for sufficiently long times, at which point the
LE decays to values too small to be faithfully captured within the numerical accuracy of our simulations.

S3.2. Inverse participation ratio

The dependence of the LE on 𝑁 shows that the initial state will predominantly couple to a few spin-wave states in the singly
excitation sector. The “localization” of the wave function can be quantified by the inverse participation ratio (IPR) [86],

I(𝑡) =
∑︁
𝑘

|⟨𝑣𝑘 |ψ𝑁 (𝑡)⟩|4 , (S15)

where |𝑣𝑘⟩ is some many-body basis of Hamiltonian 𝐻. It thus measures the spreading of the initial state |0𝑁 ⟩ over the many-body
space. Larger (smaller) IPRs indicate that an initial state couples to many (few) different many-body states. In Hermitian systems,
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fig. S9. Multi-atom PT phase diagram. (A) Contour plot of the participation ratio 𝑅, corresponding to Fig. 4A. The gray line delineates the
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evolution time Γ𝑡e = 7.14. The gray line is the same phase boundary as in (A). The color scale captures the phase boundary only approximately,
as the evolution time is not sufficiently long. (C) Rate function λ(𝑡e) obtained from the experimental data in Fig. 4B. Solid lines show linear
fits, with larger slopes for smaller 𝑉/Γ. While the fits agree with data points in the PTS phase (𝑉/Γ = 0), they become increasingly inaccurate
in the PTSB phase (𝑉/Γ > 1.0) due to the non-Hermitian many-body blockade effect.

IPR strongly connects to the LE as well as Rényi entropy, and is widely used as an indicator of quantum chaos. Projecting to
many-body basis |𝑣𝑘⟩, I is given by,

I(𝑡) =
∑︁
𝑘

e2i(𝐸∗
𝑘
−𝐸𝑘 ) |⟨𝑤𝑘 |0𝑁 ⟩|2 |⟨0𝑁 |𝑣𝑘⟩|2 . (S16)

At longer times, only slow decaying modes contribute to I(𝑡). This is particularly important in the PTSB phase, where the initial
state will predominantly couple to a few spin-wave states in the singly excitation sector. Note that the many-body blockade effect
is largely observed in the PTSB phase, and the IPR quantifies the “localization” of the wave function due to the blockade.

It is interesting to examine the LE in this regime. The off-diagonal coupling mixes the slow and fast decay modes. At later
times, the corresponding coupling makes less contribution to dynamics of the LE. Hence one could approximate LE as,

𝐹 (𝑡) ≈
∑︁
𝑘

ei(𝐸∗
𝑘
−𝐸𝑘 )𝑡 |⟨𝑤𝑘 |0𝑁 ⟩|2 |⟨0𝑁 |𝑣𝑘⟩|2 . (S17)

If only a few slow decay modes dominate, or eigenvalues of these modes have same (similar) imaginary parts, I(𝑡) and 𝐹 (𝑡)
would depend similarly on these slow modes, while I(𝑡) decays faster than 𝐹 (𝑡) (the rate differs by a factor of 2). This is
generally true for different system size 𝑁 when the dynamics are stable (e.g., Γ𝑡 = 6π in fig. S10A), as shown in fig. S10B. The
correlation between the IPR and LE suggests a way to estimate IPR through measuring the LE.
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fig. S11. Illustration of the quantum Zeno effect. (A) LE dynamics of the early stage of a Rabi oscillation with and without frequent
measurements. The measurements project the state onto the initial state with high probability, effectively “freezing” the LE near 1. (B) Real
and imaginary parts of the single-atom non-Hermitian Hamiltonian as a function of dissipation (measurement) strength Γ.

S3.3. Quantum Zeno effect

We offer an alternative perspective on dissipation, interpreting it as a continuous projection measurement of quantum states, with
leakage into the environment. As the dissipation rate Γ increases, the measurement action becomes strong, resulting in a more
significant quantum Zeno effect (QZE) [45]. This continuous measurement slows down the dynamics of the system that is driven
coherently (fig. S11A). This is seen in the decrease of the LE’s oscillation frequency, 2 |Re(𝐸) | =

√︁
Ω2 − Γ2/4, for a single atom

evolving in the PTS regime, as the decay rate Γ increases (fig. S11B, gray curve). The oscillation becomes “frozen” when the
dissipation (measurement) is sufficiently strong to drive the system into the PTSB regime, where |Re(𝐸) | = 0. Further increasing
Γ, even the decaying behavior is slowed down counterintuitively as the stabilized decay rate 2 |max Im(𝐸) | = Γ/2−

√︁
Γ2/4 −Ω2

becomes smaller, signifying the strengthening of the QZE (fig. S11B, red curve).
For a strongly interacting multi-atom system, the interplay of interactions and the QZE induced by dissipation creates intriguing

phenomena. The interactions slow down the evolution of the system. This significantly enhances the QZE, accompanied by
the interaction-driven PTS–PTSB phase transitions. The QZE also blockades the system from being excited to multi-excitation
manifolds more effectively, since the decay rate of multi-excitation states is multiplied by the excitation number, i.e., the
“measurement” frequency. The QZE confines the multi-atom system to the single-excitation subspace and facilitates the
observation of the non-Hermitian many-body blockade effect which exhibits significant dependence on the system size, where
the single-excitation subspace that forms collective spin-wave states plays an important role.

S3.4. Spin-wave analysis

In the multi-atom regime, we investigate many-body non-Hermitian physics under the single-excitation approximation as facil-
itated by the QZE. This approximation is supported by numerical simulations in Fig. 5E: the single-excitation probabilities are
significant, while contributions from double and higher excitations are negligible.

Inspired by the numerical simulation, we analyze the elementary excitations of the system using an effective non-Hermitian
Hamiltonian, 𝐻eff =

∑
𝑘 (𝑈𝑘 + iΓ) (|0𝑁 ⟩ ⟨0𝑁 | − |𝑘⟩ ⟨𝑘 |) + Ω𝑘 (|0𝑁 ⟩ ⟨𝑘 | + |𝑘⟩ ⟨0𝑁 |), where |𝑘⟩ is the spin-wave state in the

single-excitation manifold with 1 atom at |↓⟩ state. As illustrated in fig. S12A, the ground state |0𝑁 ⟩ = |↑⟩⊗𝑁 is coupled to the
single excited states in the computational basis {|1𝑖⟩} = {|↓↑↑ · · ·⟩ , |↑↓↑ · · ·⟩ , . . . , |· · · ↑↑↓⟩} with equal strengths and phases.
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fig. S12. Multi-atom spin-wave model. Energy level diagrams for 𝑁 = 3–7: (A) Computational basis states in the single-excitation manifold
(green lines) with decay rate Γ, σx

𝑖
|0𝑁 ⟩ = |↓↑↑ · · ·⟩ , |↑↓↑ · · ·⟩ , . . . , |· · · ↑↑↓⟩. States are coupled to each other by the NN interaction 𝑉 and to

the initial state |0𝑁 ⟩ (black line) via resonant driving with Rabi frequency Ω (blue bi-directional arrows). (B) Diagonalized spin-wave states
(orange lines) 𝑘 = 1, 2, . . . , 𝑁 under NN interactions, with individual energy shifts 𝑈𝑘 and couplings Ω𝑘 to |0𝑁 ⟩. (C) Diagonalized spin-wave
states under full-range interaction, with energy shifts 𝑈𝑘 and couplings Ω𝑘 to |0𝑁 ⟩. In (B) and (C), 𝑈𝑘 are referenced to the left axis, with
green shaded areas indicating the range [−2𝑉, 2𝑉]. Couplings Ω𝑘 are represented by the thickness of the bi-directional arrows (nonlinearly
scaled), with dashed arrows indicating zero coupling for anti-symmetric spin-wave states. (D) Comparison of normalized excitation probability
1 − 𝐹̃ (𝑡 → ∞) between non-interacting (𝑉 = 0) and strongly interacting (𝑉 = 4.1Γ) cases. For the non-interacting case, an average excitation
probability of 0.5 per atom yields 𝐹̃ = 0.5𝑁 .

These states are coupled to each other by the dipolar exchange interaction. We are able to analytically evaluate the energy shift
𝑈𝑘 = 2𝑉 cos

(
𝑘π
𝑁+1

)
and coupling strength to the ground state Ω𝑘 = Ω

∑
𝑖 sin[𝑖𝑘π/(𝑁+1) ]√∑
𝑖 sin2 [𝑖𝑘π/(𝑁+1) ]

= Ω
[
1 − (−1)𝑘

] √︃
2

𝑁+1 cot
[

𝑘π
2(𝑁+1)

]
by taking into account only the nearest neighbor (NN) interactions (fig. S12B and Fig. 5B).

With the full dipolar interaction, the zero-energy state for odd 𝑁 becomes detuned from resonance (fig. S12C), thus suppressing
resonant coupling channels and causing additional blockade effects for 𝑁 = 5, 9, . . . . The anti-symmetric forbidden channels
in the NN model—which exhibit the strongest blockade effects for 𝑁 = 3, 7, . . .—remain prohibited under the full interaction,
as the symmetry remains unchanged when long-range interactions are included. This dichotomy explains the differences in
LE between NN and full-range interaction models (Fig. 4B), as the long-range interactions enhance the LE for 𝑁 = 5, 9, . . .
through supplementary blockade mechanisms, while preserving the strong blockade effect for 𝑁 = 3, 7, . . . predicted by the NN
interaction model.

On the other hand, the blockade effect for even 𝑁 is also modified by the long-range interactions, with the two middle states
shifted in the same direction. For 𝑁 = 4, 8, . . . , the coupled state is shifted away from resonance, thus enhancing the blockade
effect. For 𝑁 = 6, 10, . . . , the coupled state moves closer to the resonance, thus reducing the blockade effect. As the energy shifts
induced by the long-range interaction become more significant with increasing 𝑁 , the nearly resonant state can move rightwards
as shown in fig. S12C, periodically modifying the blockade strength, which de-synchronizes the dynamical behavior from the
ideal period-4 oscillation predicted by the NN model.

We further characterize the strength of the non-Hermitian many-body blockade using the suppression of the excitation
probability for different system sizes (fig. S12D). Although the non-Hermitian blockade is weakened for 𝑁 = 5, 10, . . . due to
near-resonant coupling channels, it still strongly suppresses a large fraction of excitations.
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