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In this paper, we study the critical behaviors in the non-Hermitian disorder Aubry-André (DAA)
model, and we assume the non-Hermiticity is introduced by nonreciprocal hopping. We employ the
localization length ξ, the inverse participation ratio (IPR), and the energy gap ∆E as the character-
istic quantities to describe the critical properties of the localization transition. By performing scaling
analysis, the critical exponents of the non-Hermitian Anderson model and the non-Hermitian DAA
model are obtained, and these critical exponents are different from their Hermitian counterparts,
indicating that the Hermitian and non-Hermitian Anderson and DAA models belong to different
universality classes. The critical exponents of the non-Hermitian DAA model are remarkably differ-
ent from both the pure non-Hermitian AA model and the non-Hermitian Anderson model, showing
that disorder is an independent relevant direction at the non-Hermitian AA model critical point.
We further propose a hybrid scaling law to describe the critical behavior in the overlapping critical
region constituted by the critical regions of the non-Hermitian DAA model and the non-Hermitian
Anderson localization.

I. INTRODUCTION

In the process of material preparation and experiment,
disordered factors such as impurities and defects are in-
evitable. In 1958, Anderson proposed the famous Ander-
son model to investigate the effect of disorder on phases
and phase transitions [1]. Theoretically, one dimensional
(1D) or 2D Anderson model localizes for any infinites-
imal disorder amplitude, and in 3D Anderson model
the localization transition should emerge at some finite
nonzero disorder amplitude [2, 3]. In addition to disor-
der, quasiperiodic systems [4–8] where the translational
invariance is broken by the incommensurate period can
also lead to Anderson localization. Among many theoret-
ical quasiperiodic models, the Aubry-André model (AA)
is one of the most celebrated examples [9–21], partly
inspired by its realization in the pseudorandom optical
lattice [22] and ultracold atoms [23]. A remarkable fea-
ture of the AA model is self-duality, which manifests an
energy independent localization transition occurring at
finite quasi-periodic potential[24].

Although both disorder and quasi-periodicity can lead
to localization transitions, theoretical studies have un-
covered significant disparities between the two mecha-
nisms, e.g., the localization-extended transition can hap-
pen even in the 1D AA model [9]. Moreover, scaling
analysis showed that localization transitions in disorder
systems and in quasiperiodic systems belong to two dis-
tinct universality classes and present different critical be-
havior [4, 13, 19, 25–32]. For example, the critical expo-
nents of the 1D AA model and the 1D Anderson model
are different [13, 25–27]. For the many-body localiza-
tion (MBL) in interacting disorder or quasiperiodic sys-
tems, exact diagonalization and real space renormaliza-
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tion group studies indicated that MBL transitions can
also be categorized into different universality classes with
their specific critical exponents which depend on symme-
try class and dimensionality [19, 30–32]. Recently, Bu et
al. have introduced a disorder AA (DAA) model that
seamlessly merges the mechanisms of localization into a
unified framework [13, 14]. It was shown that disorder
and quasiperiodic potentials act as two different relevant
directions, and rich critical phenomena in the critical re-
gion spanned by the quasiperiodic and disorder potentials
were found. In particular, a remarkable characteristic of
this model is the presence of an overlapping critical re-
gion constructed from the critical regions of the DAA
model and Anderson localization.

In recent years, there has been a surge in the devel-
opment of non-Hermitian physics, which has found ap-
plications across a broad spectrum of condensed matter
physics [33–45]. The interplay between non-Hermiticity
and disorder or quasiperiodicity also brings new per-
spectives to our understanding of localization transi-
tion [32, 46–70]. The non-Hermitian extension of the An-
derson model by Hatano and Nelson, discovered that a
mobility edge can indeed form even in 1D [46, 47]. For the
non-Hermitian quasiperiodic system, it has been demon-
strated that non-Hermiticity can induce reentrant local-
ization, i.e., the localization transition can appear twice
as the strength of the quasiperiodicity is increased [68].
For the non-Hermitian AA model with nonreciprocal
hopping or gain and loss, it has been observed that the
localization transition consistently occurs in tandem with
both a topological phase transition and a transition from
real to complex of energy spectra [54, 55, 57]. More im-
portantly, the introduction of non-Hermiticity can also
significantly alter the critical behavior of localization
transitions, e.g., the Hermitian and non-Hermitian AA
systems belong to different universality classes [25, 66].
However, the impact of non-Hermiticity on the critical
behaviors of the DAA model still remains unexplored.
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In this paper, we investigate the scaling properties
of the localization transition in a non-Hermitian DAA
model, and we assume that the non-Hermiticity of this
model is introduced by nonreciprocal hopping. We use
the localization length ξ, the inverse participation ratio
(IPR), and the energy gap ∆E (i.e. the difference be-
tween the second lowest value and the lowest value of the
real part of eigenenergy) as characteristic observables to
perform our scaling analysis. The scaling functions of
these quantities are established, and the critical expo-
nents for the pure non-Hermitian Anderson model and
the non-Hermitian DAA model are determined. We find
that the exponents of the non-Hermitian DAA model are
different from those of both the non-Hermitian Anderson
model and the non-Hermitian AA model, indicating that
the disorder is an independent relevant direction at the
non-Hermitian AA critical point. Our scaling analysis
also discovers that the non-Hermitian DAA model and
the Hermitian DAA model belong to different universal-
ity classes. Furthermore, an overlapping critical region,
constituted by the critical regions of the non-Hermitian
DAA model and the non-Hermitian Anderson localiza-
tion transition, is also found for the non-Hermitian DAA
model, and a hybrid scaling law for localization transition
in this overlapping critical region is proposed.

The rest of the paper is arranged as follows. The non-
Hermitian DAA model and the characteristic observables
are introduced in Sec. II. In Sec. III, we perform our scal-
ing analysis on the pure non-Hermitian Anderson model
and the non-Hermitian DAA model, and determine the
critical exponents. Then in Sec. IV, by taking disorder
and quaisperiodic potentials as scaling variables, the gen-
eral finite size scaling forms of these three observables are
established and verified. Moreover, a hybrid scaling law
in the overlapping region is also proposed and numeri-
cally verified. A summary is given in Sec. V.

II. THE NON-HERMITIAN DAA MODEL AND
THE CHARACTER OBSERVABLES

A. The non-Hermitian DAA Model

The Hamiltonian of the non-Hermitian DAA model
reads

H = −
L∑
j

(JLc
†
jcj+1 + JRc

†
j+1cj) + ∆

L∑
j

wjc
†
jcj (1)

+(2JR + δ)

L∑
j

cos [2π(γj + ϕ)]c†jcj ,

in which c†j(cj) is the creation (annihilation) operator of
the hard-core boson, J represents the hopping coefficient,
JL = Je−g and JR = Jeg are the asymmetry hopping co-
efficients, wj ∈ [−1, 1] gives the quenched disorder config-
uration, and ∆ measures the disorder strength; (2JR+δ)
measures the amplitude of the quasiperiodic potential, γ

is an irrational number, and ϕ ∈ [0, 1) is the phase of the
potential. The periodic boundary condition (PBC) is im-
posed in the following calculation. To satisfy PBC, γ has
to be approximated by a rational number Fn/Fn+1 where
Fn+1 = L and Fn are the Fibonacci numbers [57, 66]. In
the following, we assume J = 1 as the unit of energy.

For the non-Hermitian AA model, i.e., ∆ = 0 in
Eq. (1), previous studies have found that it undergoes
a localized-extended phase transition at δ = 0 [57, 66].
For the non-Hermitian Anderson model, i.e., δ = −2JR in
Eq. (1), its state with the lowest real part of the eigenen-
ergy remains localized at any finite values of ∆, indicat-
ing that the phase transition point is always located at
∆ = 0 [46, 47].

For the non-Hermitian DAA model, we have delineated
the phase diagram within the δ-∆ parameter plane under
a specified value of g, as depicted in Fig. 1. When δ > 0,
the non-Hermitian DAA is in the localized phase. When
δ < 0 and ∆ = 0, this model reverts to the non-Hermitian
AA model, and all the eigenstates are extended. For the
pure 1D non-Hermitian Anderson model, the Anderson
transition of the state with the lowest real part of the
eigenenergy occurs at ∆ = 0 when L → ∞, which means
infinite disorder will localize the wave function for δ <
0. Around the critical point (δ,∆) = (0, 0), the critical
region of the non-Hermitian DAA model is spanned by ∆
and δ. For δ < 0 and infinitesimal ∆, there is a critical
region of Anderson localization. As a result, near the
critical point (δ,∆) = (0, 0) and δ < 0, these critical
regions inevitably overlap with each other.

In Fig. 2, we present the energy spectrum of the non-
Hermitian DAA model. Our findings indicate that the
energy spectra predominantly exhibit real values when
δ > 0, whereas they incorporate imaginary components
when δ < 0. This suggests that the introduction of
disorder disrupts the correspondence between the real-
complex transition of the energy spectrum and the local-
ization transition in the non-Hermitian AA model. It can
be observed that the characteristics of its energy spec-
trum are very similar to those of the non-Hermitian AA
model [66], indicating that one-dimensional quasiperiodic
systems are quite stable under perturbations by disor-
der [30, 71].

B. Character observables

Here, we employ the ξ, IPR, and ∆E to explore the
scaling law in the critical regions.

In the localized phase, the localization length ξ for the
non-Hermitian system is defined as [25, 66]

ξ =

√√√√ L∑
n>nc

[(n− nc)2]Pi, (2)

in which Pi is the probability of the wavefunction at site
i, and nc ≡

∑
nPi is the localization center. In the ther-

modynamic limit of L → ∞, ξ scales with the distance
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FIG. 1: Sketch of the phase diagram of the non-Hermitian
DAA model. The region A (violet region) denotes the critical
region of localization transition of the non-Hermitian DAA
model. The region B (yellow region) denotes the critical re-
gion of the Anderson localization transition. The intersection
of regions A and B represents the overlapping critical region
where non-Hermitian DAA and non-Hermitian Anderson lo-
calization critical regions coexist.

- 1 . 2 - 0 . 6 0 . 0 0 . 6- 6
- 3
0
3
6

- 1 . 2 - 0 . 6 0 . 0 0 . 6- 1 . 0
- 0 . 5
0 . 0
0 . 5
1 . 0

Re
(E)

δ

( a )

Im
(E)

δ

( b )

FIG. 2: (a) Real and (b) imaginary parts of energy spectra of
the model Eq. (1). The black curve that corresponds to the
states with the lowest real part of the eigenenergy, where the
energy spectrum is always real for all δ′s. Here, we choose
g = 0.5, ϕ = 0.2, ∆ = 0.8, and L = 377 in the calculation.

to the critical point ε as

ξ ∝ ε−ν , (3)

where ν is a critical exponent. For the pure non-
Hermitian AA model, ε = δ and ν = νδ = 1 under both
PBC and open boundary condition (OBC) [66, 72].

IPR is defined as [73, 74]

IPR =

∑L
j=1 ||Ψ(j)⟩|4∑L
j=1 ||Ψ(j)⟩|2

, (4)

where |Ψ(j)⟩ is the right eigenvector. For the extended
phase, IPR scales as IPR ∝ L−1. For the localized state,
IPR scales as IPR ∝ L0. At the critical point, IPR scales
as

IPR ∝ L−s/ν , (5)

where s is a critical exponent. When L → ∞, IPR scales
with the distance to the critical point ε as

IPR ∝ εs. (6)

For the non-Hermitian AA model, ε = δ and s = sδ =
0.1197 [65, 66].
At the critical point of localization transition, energy

gap ∆E scales with the lattice size L as

∆E ∝ L−z, (7)

where z is a critical exponent. For the non-Hermitian
AA model, ε = δ and z = zδ = 2 [66]. When L → ∞,
energy gap ∆E scales as

∆E ∝ ενz. (8)

By taking into account the finite-size effect, the general
scaling ansatz of a quantity Y reads

Y (ε) = Ly/νf(εL1/ν), (9)

where y is the critical exponent of Y defined according to
Y ∝ ε−y when L → ∞, and f(.) is the scaling function.

III. THE CRITICAL EXPONENTS

In this section, we study the scaling behaviors of the
characteristic observables, and obtain the corresponding
critical exponents for the pure non-Hermitian Anderson
model and the non-Hermitian DAA model.

A. The critical exponents for non-Hermitian
Anderson model

For the non-Hermitian Anderson model with δ = −2JR
in Eq. (1), the finite-size scaling functions for ξ, IPR, and
∆E can be derived from Eqs. (3), (6), (8) and (9). The
scaling function for ξ reads

ξ = Lf1(∆L1/νA), (10)

where νA is the critical exponent for the non-Hermitian
Anderson model, and fi is the scaling function. Similarly,
the scaling of IPR should satisfy

IPR = L−sA/νAf2(∆L1/νA), (11)

where sA is the critical exponent of IPR for the non-
Hermitian Anderson model. The scaling function for ∆E
reads

∆E = L−zAf3(∆L1/νA), (12)

where zA is the critical exponent of ∆E for the non-
Hermitian Anderson model.
To determine the critical exponents νA, sA and zA,

we numerically calculate these three characteristic ob-
servables versus disorder strength ∆, and rescale them
according to Eqs. (10)-(12), respectively, based on some
trial values for these variables. In Fig. 3(a1), we plot ξ
versus ∆ for different L. After rescaling ξ and ∆ as ξL−1
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FIG. 3: Scaling properties in the state with the lowest real
part of the eigenenergy for the pure non-Hermitian Anderson
model. The curves of ξ versus ∆ before (a1) and after (a2)
rescaled for different L′s. The curves of IPR versus ∆ before
(b1)and after (b2) rescaled for different L′s. The curves of
∆E versus ∆ before (c1)and after (c2) rescaled for different
L′s. We use g = 0.5, and the result is averaged for 1000
samples of disorder. The double-logarithmic scales are used.

and ∆L1/νA with νA = 1.99(9), we find that the rescaled
curves collapse onto each other very well, as shown in
Fig. 3(a2). The error estimation method employed is
identical to that described in Ref. [13], which relies on
the observation of a deviation between the rescaled curves
occurring when νA lies outside the range of 1.90 to 2.08.
In Figs. 3(b1) and (b2), the numerical results of IPR ver-
sus ∆ before and after rescaling to Eq. (11) are plotted.
We find that collapse of the rescaled curves is best when
sA = 1.99(1), by setting νA = 1.99(9) as an input. The
numerical results of ∆E versus ∆ and the rescaled curves
of ∆ELzA versus ∆L1/νA are plotted in Figs. 3(c1) and
(c2). By setting νA = 1.99(9) as an input, we find that
the best collapse of these rescaled curves appears when
zA = 2.00(1).

Hence, the critical exponent set of the 1D non-
Hermitian Anderson model is obtained as (ν, s, z) =
(νA, sA, zA) = (1.99, 1.99, 2.00). It is noteworthy that
the values of these critical exponents deviate from those
observed in the 1D Hermitian Anderson model. [13, 26].
This discrepancy indicates that non-Hermitian and Her-
mitian Anderson models are categorized under distinct

universality classes.
Accurately estimating the critical exponents as well as

the precision of those estimations is crucial for under-
standing the critical properties of the Anderson transi-
tion. Slevin and Ohtsuki proposed a correction method
for finite-size scaling at the Anderson transition, which
provides another possibility to further explore the relia-
bility of numerical analysis results [75].

B. The critical exponents for the non-Hermitian
DAA model

For the non-Hermitian DAA model, the critical expo-
nents along the δ and ∆ directions should be different,
since δ and ∆ are two distinct relevant directions. The
non-Hermitian DAA model returns to the non-Hermitian
AA model when ∆ = 0, hence, the critical exponents
along the direction of δ should be (ν, s, z) = (νδ, sδ, zδ) =
(1, 0.1197, 2) [66]. The scaling exponents along the ∆ di-
rection (ν, s, z) = (ν∆, s∆, z∆) should be a distinct set
from those in the non-Hermitian Anderson model. This
is due to the nature of the critical point at (∆, δ) = (0, 0)
being different from the extended state scenario.
Along the ∆ direction, localization length ξ scales with

∆ as ξ ∝ ∆−ν∆ . Similarly, by taking into account the
finite-size effect, the scaling ansatz of ξ reads

ξ = Lf4(∆L1/ν∆). (13)

The curves of ξ versus ∆ for various L’s at δ = 0 are
plotted in Fig. 4(a). After rescaling ξ and ∆ according
to Eq. (13), we find that the rescaled curves exhibit a
quite good collapse onto each other when ν∆ = 0.52(2),
as plotted in Fig. 4(b). This new critical exponent ν∆
indicates that the disorder contributes a new relevant
direction at the non-Hermitian AA critical point.

From Eq. (7), it is shown that ∆E ∝ L−zδ and ∆E ∝
L−z∆ should be applicable simultaneously. Hence, we
have z∆ = zδ = 2. While for IPR, the simultaneous
applicability of Eq. (5) in both directions provides the
following relationship

s∆ = sδ
ν∆
νδ

. (14)

Therefore, along the ∆ direction, ε = ∆ and s = s∆,
Eq. (6) becomes

IPR ∝ ∆s∆ = ∆sδν∆/νδ . (15)

By studying the scaling properties of IPR with L → ∞,
we can determine s∆ and further verify the critical expo-
nent ν∆.
In Fig. 5, IPR versus ∆ at δ = 0 for different g values

are plotted. The lattice size is L = 4181, which is large
enough so that the size effects are tiny. We find that the
plots of IPR versus ∆ are parallel lines in the double-
logarithmic coordinates. Notably, the average slope of
these lines is s∆ = 0.0642 with the fitting error of the
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FIG. 4: (a)Curves of ξ versus ∆ for the non-Hermitian DAA
model at δ = 0 for various L′s. (b)The rescaled curves of ξL−1

versus ∆L1/ν∆ according to Eq. (13). We use g = 0.5, and the
result is averaged for 1000 samples. The double-logarithmic
scales are used.
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FIG. 5: Curves of IPR versus ∆ for the non-Hermitian DAA
model at δ = 0 for various g′s. We use L = 4181 and the
result is averaged for 1000 samples. The dashed lines are
fitting lines. The fitting error of the exponent is ±0.0004.
The double-logarithmic scales are used.

exponent being ±0.0004, aligning close to the theoretical
prediction value of s∆ = sδν∆/νδ = 0.0623(24) by setting
ν∆ = 0.52(2) as an input. This consistency also confirms
the correctness of the value of ν∆ within the error bar.
In addition, since we have calculated the results for dif-
ferent g values and they all fit well with the theoretical
predictions, this indicates that the obtained exponent is

universally applicable to the non-Hermitian DAA model.

Thus, we obtain the set of critical exponents for
the non-Hermitian DAA model in the ∆ direction as
(ν, s, z) = (ν∆, s∆, z∆) = (0.52, 0.0642, 2). These ex-
ponents are different from that of the Hermitian DAA
model [13]. This also indicates that the non-Hermitian
DAA and the Hermitian DAA models belong to different
universality classes.
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FIG. 6: Scaling properties in the state with the lowest real
part of the eigenenergy for fixed δL1/νδ = 1. The curves of ξ
versus ∆ before (a1) and after (a2) rescaled for different L′s.
The curves of IPR versus ∆ before (b1) and after (b2) rescaled
for different L′s. The curves of ∆E versus ∆ before (c1) and
after (c2) rescaled for different L′s. Here, g = 0.5, and the
result is averaged for 1000 samples. The double-logarithmic
scales are used.

IV. HYBRID SCALING PROPERTIES AROUND
THE CRITICAL POINT OF THE
NON-HERMITIAN DAA MODEL

In this section, we study the scaling properties around
the critical point of the non-Hermitian DAA model. In
particular, a hybrid scaling law is proposed to charac-
terize the scaling properties in the overlapping critical
region constructed by the non-Hermitian DAA critical
region and the Anderson localization transition.
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FIG. 7: Scaling properties in the state with the lowest real
part of the eigenenergy for fixed δL1/νδ = −1. The curves of
ξ versus ∆ before (a1) and after (a2) rescaled for different L′s.
The curves of IPR versus ∆ before (b1) and after (b2) rescaled
for different L′s. The curves of ∆E versus ∆ before (c1) and
after (c2) rescaled for different L′s. Here, g = 0.5, and the
result is averaged for 1000 samples. The double-logarithmic
scales are used.

A. Full scaling forms in the critical regions

By taking ∆ and δ as scaling variables, the general
finite size scaling forms of these three observables are

ξ = Lf5(δL
1/νδ ,∆L1/ν∆), (16)

IPR = L−sδ/νδf6(δL
1/νδ ,∆L1/ν∆), (17)

∆E = L−zδf7(δL
1/νδ ,∆L1/ν∆). (18)

In the critical region of the non-Hermitian DAA model,
the scaling functions Eqs. (16) to (18) should be applica-
ble.

In the overlapping critical region where δ < 0, both the
scaling functions of the non-Hermitian Anderson transi-
tions and the non-Hermitian DAA model should play sig-
nificant roles. Here, to study the scaling behavior in this
overlapping critical region, the following hybrid scaling
law is proposed. In a typical scenario in which the over-
lapping critical region is postulated to be composed of
critical region A and critical region B, the hybrid scaling
law proposes the following hypotheses: First, within the

overlapping critical region, the critical properties should
be concurrently describable by the critical theories per-
taining to both region A and region B. Second, a con-
straint should be imposed between the scaling functions
of both region A and region B.
It’s worth noting that overlapping critical regions are

a common phenomenon in condensed matter physics [13,
76–80], and this hybrid scaling law has a general and
universal significance. For instance, both the Hermitian
DAA and AA-Stark models exhibit overlapping critical
regions of localization transition, and they have also con-
firmed the correctness of this hybrid scaling law [13, 76].
Similarly, in the study of the nonequilibrium dynamics
in the Yang-Lee edge singularity, a hybrid Kibble-Zurek
scaling has been proposed to describe the behavior of
driven dynamics in overlapping critical regions [77, 78].
Here, we take the critical properties of ξ to illustrate

this hybrid scaling law. According to this hybrid scaling
law, both the scaling functions of ξ, i.e., Eqs. (10) and
(16), are applicable in the critical region where δ < 0.
Combining Eqs. (10) and (16), the constraint between
these two scaling functions should satisfy

f5(δL
1/νδ ,∆L1/ν∆) = f1[∆L1/ν∆(δL1/νδ)κ], (19)

where κ ≡ νδ(1/νA − 1/ν∆). We find that κ includes
both the critical exponents of non-Hermitian DAA model
and non-Hermitian Anderson model, which gives the con-
straint between these scaling functions.
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FIG. 8: (a) The curves of ξ versus ∆ for different L′s at

δ = −0.5. (b) Rescaled curves of ξL−1 versus ∆L1/νA collapse
onto each other. Here, g = 0.5, and the result is averaged for
1000 samples of ϕ. The double-logarithmic scales are used.
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FIG. 9: (a)The curves of ξL−1 versus ∆L1/ν∆ for differ-
ent δ′s at L = 987. (b) Rescaled curves of ξL−1 versus

∆L1/ν∆(δL1/νδ )κ collapse onto each other. Here, g = 0.5,
and the result is averaged for 1000 samples. The double-
logarithmic scales are used.

B. Numerical results

In this section, we numerically verify these scaling the-
ories. By fixing δL1/νδ at a constant value, Eqs. (16)-(18)
are first verified. In Fig. 6, the scaling properties of ξ,
IPR, and ∆E versus ∆ for δL1/νδ = 1 are plotted. After
rescaling according to Eqs. (16)-(18), the rescaled curves
collapse onto each other well, confirming Eqs. (16)-(18).
In the overlapping critical region with δ < 0, the simi-
lar numerical results for fixing δL1/νδ = −1 are plotted
in Fig. 7. The collapse of the rescaled curves shown in
Figs. 7(a2), (b2), and (c2) also confirms Eqs. (16)-(18).

Then, we take δ = −0.5 as an example to examine the
applicability of Eq. (10) in the overlapping region, and
the numerical results are plotted in Fig. 8. We find that
the rescaled curves collapse onto each other well, indi-
cating that Eq. (10) is still applicable in this overlapping

region. Therefore, numerical results in Figs. 7(a1) and
(a2) as well as Fig. 8 confirm the first hypothesis of the
hybrid scaling law.
The numerical results of f5 = ξL−1 as a function of

∆L1/ν∆ for various δ < 0 are plotted in Fig. 9(a). By
rescaling ∆L1/ν∆ as ∆L1/ν∆(δL1/νδ)κ, we find that the
rescaled curves collapse very well, verifying Eq. (19) and
the second hypothesis of the hybrid scaling law.

V. SUMMARY

In summary, we have studied the critical behaviors of
the non-Hermitian DAA model, where non-Hermiticity
is induced by nonreciprocal hopping. The scaling func-
tions of these quantities for the non-Hermitian Anderson
model and the non-Hermitian DAA model have been ob-
tained, and the critical exponents of these models have
been determined. We have discovered that the critical
exponents of the non-Hermitian DAA differ from the
non-Hermitian Anderson model and the non-Hermitian
AA model, which indicates that disorder introduces a
new relevant direction at the non-Hermitian AA critical
point. Critical properties in the critical region spanned
by the disorder and quasiperiodic potentials have been
explored in detail. Especially, in the overlapping region
constituted by the critical regions of the non-Hermitian
DAA model and the non-Hermitian Anderson model, a
hybrid scaling law is proposed and numerically verified.
On-site gain and loss is another important form of non-

Hermiticity, and many studies have shown that the effects
of this non-Hermiticity on the localization are quite dif-
ferent from those of nonreciprocal effects [54, 81]. There-
fore, as a potential extension of this paper, it is also worth
investigating the non-Hermitian DAA model with on-site
gain and loss. Additionally, since the non-Hermitian dis-
order or quasiperiodic models are also highly sensitive
to boundary conditions [45, 82], it is also necessary to
discuss the critical properties of the non-Hermitian DAA
model under OBC. This could also be a possible exten-
sion of this paper.
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Lemâıtre, L. L. Gratiet, A. Harouri, I. Sagnes, S. Ravets,
A. Amo, J. Bloch, and O. Zilberberg, Emergence of crit-
icality through a cascade of delocalization transitions in
quasiperiodic chains, Nat. Phys. 16, 832 (2020).

[6] S. Roy, S. Chattopadhyay, T. Mishra, and S. Basu, Crit-
ical analysis of the reentrant localization transition in
a one-dimensional dimerized quasiperiodic lattice, Phys.
Rev. B 105, 214203 (2022).

[7] U. Agrawal, R. Vasseur, and S. Gopalakrishnan,
Quasiperiodic many-body localization transition in di-
mension d>1, Phys. Rev. B 106, 094206 (2022).

[8] X.-C. Zhou, Y.-J. Wang, T.-F. J. Poon, Q. Zhou, and X.-
J. Liu, Exact New Mobility Edges between Critical and
Localized States, Phys. Rev. Lett. 131, 176401 (2023).
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[16] A. Štrkalj, E. V. H. Doggen, I. V. Gornyi, and O. Zilber-
berg, Many-body localization in the interpolating Aubry-
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