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We study the spectrum, eigenstates and transport properties of a simple PT-

symmetric model consisting in a finite, complex, square well potential with a delta

potential at the origin. We show that as the strength of the delta potential increases,

the system exhibits exceptional points accompanied by an accumulation of density

associated with the break in the PT-symmetry. We also obtain the density and en-

ergy density fluxes and analyze their transport properties. We find that in the PT−

symmetric phase transport is efficient, in the sense that all the density that flows

into the system at the source, flows out at the sink, which is sufficient to derive a

generalized unitary relation for the transmission and reflection coefficients.

I. INTRODUCTION

Since its introduction by Bender and Boettcher [1], PT-symmetric quantum mechanics

has attracted much interest due to the phenomena and applications that it can describe, see,

for example [2–5] and references therein. One of the most studied aspects of non-Hermitian

PT-symmetric Hamiltonians is the appearance of exceptional points as a parameter of

the system is varied. At such points, the PT symmetry of the solutions breaks, the

eigenvalues become complex [6], and two or more eigenvectors coalescence. As a result,
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the spectral decomposition of operators fails, and the Hamiltonian becomes defective [5, 7, 8].

To gain insight on the phenomenology that can arise in this kind of systems, it is

desirable to have analytical models in which a system with a PT-symmetric potential

can be solved analytically (see for instance [9] and references therein for a general ref-

erence on non-Hermitian systems). For instance [10] addresses central potentials while

references below address one-dimensional square well and step potentials. However, only

a few PT-symmetric potentials are solvable [5], perhaps the most explored have been

one-dimensional square wells in their distinct versions. The first system of this type was

a complex extension of the finite potential well where its bound states were calculated

[11]. Due to the simplicity of this kind of systems, they have been studied in frameworks

such as pseudo-Hermitian quantum mechanics [12] as well as from the perspective of

supersymmetry [13], while other studies have focused on aspects such as the breaking of

the PT-symmetry in a step potential [14]. Later, modifications with periodic boundary

conditions [15], discrete systems [16], two coupled PT-symmetric square wells [17] and spa-

tially antisymmetric [18] versions also have been investigated. Surprisingly, PT−symmetric

finite wells in an infinite interval, whose Hermitian form is traditionally addressed in

almost any standard mechanics course[19], have barely been studied [20]. This model is

interesting because it presents scattering states as well as an infinite set of bound state

solutions [20]. In this work we consider a generalization of this model that includes a

delta-potential at the origin, which gives rise to the appearance of exceptional points as well.

Traditionally, the physical meaning of the imaginary part of the potential is that it

acts as source or drain of probability; thus, even in stationary states, fluxes are present

in the system. Some studies on this subject have found that the transport of probability

density in the PT-symmetric phase in tight binding models is efficient, this is to say that

in the PT-symmetric phase the gain and loss of probability density in the system are

globally balanced [21], whereas breaking the PT symmetry causes the system to exhibit

accumulation or depletion of density within the system [22, 23].

Regarding the scattering aspects of the non-Hermitian PT-symmetric potential, it

turns out that the transmission and reflection coefficients do not obey the usual unitary
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rule. Instead, other “conservation rules” have been established [24–28]. Also, it has been

reported that these coefficients present anomalous behaviour, i.e. they can take values

greater than one [29], or even be infinite at certain values in the continuous spectrum [30, 31].

In this work, we study an extension of the (PT)-symmetric square potential well pre-

sented by Znojil [32] and Lévai [20]. Yet, unlike those systems, ours exhibits a broken

PT-symmetry phase. Our system consists of a finite PT-symmetric complex potential well

and a delta-potential at the origin modulated by a (real) coupling constant λ. This enables

the system to exhibit a complexification of its eigenvalues as a function of this parameter,

thereby displaying the characteristics specific to this phenomenon, such as the appearance of

exceptional points. In addition to its spectral properties, we take also analyze its transport

properties. For this, we compute the associated density currents for bound and scattering

states, as well as the associated energy densities.

The outline of the paper is as follows: in Sec. II we present the solutions of the respective

Schrödinger equations for bound and scattering states. For the bound states we discuss

the spectra as a function of the parameters of the system. For scattering states, we find

the reflection and transmission coefficients and we analyze their behavior. In Sec. III, first

we discuss the continuity equations for the different quantum densities that are studied.

Subsequently, the respective flows are calculated for this model for both the bound and

scattering states. These fluxes are evaluated at the edges of the well to determine the

efficiency of transport through the system. Finally, our results are summarized in Sec. IV.

II. THE MODEL AND ITS SOLUTIONS

We consider a finite, both in length and depth, PT−symmetric square potential well

[20, 32] in an infinite system, and add an extra term proportional to a Dirac delta function.

This delta-potential acts as a barrier that, as the parameter associated with it increases,

there comes a point where the transport from the source to the drain is no longer efficient,

leading to a breakdown of the PT−symmetry and the appearence of exceptional points.

Specifically, we consider the following time independent Schrödinger equation(
− ℏ2

2m

∂2

∂x2
+ V (x) + λδ(x)

)
ψ(x) = Eψ(x), (1)



4

where λ is a real constant (the strength of the delta-potential) and V (x) is the piecewise

potential,

V (x) =


0, |x| < b,

V0 + iVI , x ≤ −b,

V0 − iVI , x ≥ b.

(2)

In this system, the wave function is subject to the boundary (matching) conditions

ψ(−b−) = ψ(−b+), ψ′(−b−) = ψ′(−b+),

ψ(b−) = ψ(b+), ψ′(b−) = ψ′(b+),

ψ(0−) = ψ(0+), ψ′(0+)− ψ′(0−) = Λψ(0),

(3)

where we have defined Λ = 2mλ
ℏ2 and the signs ± denote the right or left limit, respectively,

of the wavefunction at a given x. The matching conditions at the origin allow us to identify

two types of basis functions: even (e) and odd (o) [33]

ψe(x) ∝ cos(kx) +
Λ

2k
sgn(x) sin(kx), (4)

ψo(x) ∝ sin(kx), (5)

where k =
√

2mE
ℏ2 . Thus, inside the well, the PT−symmetric wave function of the system

can be written as a linear combination of the even and odd basis functions as [32]

ψ(x) = C1ψe(x) + iC2ψo(x), (6)

with C1, C2 real constants. The complete solution of the Schödinger equations is

ψ(x) =


C1

(
cos(kx) + Λ

2k
sgn(x) sin(kx)

)
+ iC2 sin(kx), −b < x < b,

A1e
αx + A2e

−αx, x ≤ −b,

B1e
α̃x +B2e

−α̃x, x ≥ b,

(7)

where α =
√
v0 + ivI − k2, α̃ =

√
v0 − ivI − k2, vI = 2mVI

ℏ2 and v0 = 2mV0

ℏ2 . While in principle

k might be complex, in the PT−symmetric phase k is real and α̃ = α∗. Alternatively, we

can write the real (αR) and imaginary (αI) part of α as

αR =

√√√√√(v0 − k2)2 + v2I + (v0 − k2)

2
, (8)

αI =

√√√√√(v0 − k2)2 + v2I − (v0 − k2)

2
. (9)
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A. Discrete spectrum and bound states

The bound states are the normalizable solutions of the Schrödinger equation, therefore

the wave function must vanish as |x| → ∞. Taking the real parts of α, α̃ positive and making

the coefficients A2, B1 = 0 in Eq. (7), we have an asymptotically vanishing wave function

ψ(x) =


C1(cos(kx) +

Λ
2k

sgn(x) sin(kx)) + iC2 sin(kx), −b < x < b,

A1e
αx, x ≤ −b,

B2e
−α̃x, x ≥ b.

(10)

The pseudo momentum k can be obtained by solving its associated transcendental equa-

tion which is obtained via the computation of the determinant arising from the boundary

conditions Eq. (3). The equation is

(k2+αα̃)Λ+(2k2(α+α̃)+(k2−αα̃)Λ) cos(2kb)+k
(
2(αα̃−k2)+(α+α̃)Λ

)
sin(2kb) = 0. (11)

In the PT−symmetric phase this equation can be written as(
2Λ(k cos(kb)+αR sin(kb))+4k(αR cos(kb)−k sin(kb))

)(
k cos(kb)+αR sin(kb)

)︸ ︷︷ ︸
Hermitian

+2α2
I sin(kb)

(
2k cos(kb)+Λ sin(kb)

)︸ ︷︷ ︸
non-Hermitian

=0.

(12)

The first term in this expression, which we denote as the "Hermitian" part, factors into

two independent equations corresponding to the two types of states expected in that case.

These states can be identified as Λ-dependent (even) or -independent (odd) states. In the

PT-symmetric system, the imaginary part of the potential couples the two kind of states in

a new equation that cannot be factorized. This coupling, along with the strength of the

parameter Λ associated with the Dirac delta, allows for the existence of exceptional points

(Fig. 1). As the parameter Λ increases, the states coalesce, breaking the PT-symmetry. In

this figure, for reference, we have included the solutions for k when the delta-potential is

absent (Λ = 0) in gray lines. In this case, there is no PT-symmetry breaking, as noted in [20].

The exceptional points appear at different values of Λ as k grows. We can approximate

their behavior when k ≫ v0 as follows. Expanding αR and αI for large values of k we have

αR ∼ vI
2k
, (13)

αI ∼ k
(
1− v0

2k2

)
. (14)
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Substituting in Equation (12) and expanding to leading order in k we have

kΛ + (vI cos(2kb)− v0 sin(2kb)) = 0. (15)

This equation has solution if we take Λ ∼ χ/k, where χ is constant

χ+ (vI cos(2kb)− v0 sin(2kb)) = 0, (16)

and we find

sin(2kb) =
v0χ±

√
v2I (v

2
0 + v2I − χ2)

v20 + v2I
. (17)

From the square root, we note that real solutions only occur when

χ < |
√
v20 + v2I |. (18)

Hence the curve that describes the location of the exceptional points for k ≫ 0 is approxi-

mately κ(Λ) =
√
v20 + v2I/Λ. We show this curve in figure (1), dashed purple line.

Another important aspect that can be highlighted about this system, shown in Fig. 1,

is the presence of a discrete set of bound states with energy greater than V0. This fact

has been reported previously in similar systems [20, 34]. Such states do not exist in the

Hermitian case, which begs the question of what happens to them as the imaginary part

of the potential vanishes. To answer this question, fist we write the wave function in the

PT−symmetric phase obtaining the coefficients explicitly

ψ(x) = |C1|


(cos(kx)+ Λ

2k
sgn(x) sin(kx))(αR sin(kb)+k cos(kb))+iαI(cos(kb)+

Λ
2k

sin(kb)) sin(kx), −b < x < b,

eα(x+b)(k cos(kb) + α∗ sin(kb))
(
cos(kb) + Λ

2k
sin(kb)

)
, x ≤ −b,

e−α∗(x−b)(k cos(kb) + α sin(kb))
(
cos(kb) + Λ

2k
sin(kb)

)
, x ≥ b,

(19)

where the remaining constant C1 accounts for the wavefunction normalization. With this

expression we compute the probability density ρD(x) = |ψ(x)|2, and using Eq. (11) we obtain

ρD(x) = |C1|2


(cos(kx)+ Λ

2k
sgn(x) sin(kx))2(αR sin(kb)+k cos(kb))2+α2

I(cos(kb)+
Λ
2k

sin(kb))2 sin2(kx), −b < x < b,

e2αR(x+b)k
(
k cos(kb) + αR sin(kb)

)(
cos(kb) + Λ

2k
sin(kb)

)
, x ≤ −b,

e−2αR(x−b)k
(
k cos(kb) + αR sin(kb)

)(
cos(kb) + Λ

2k
sin(kb)

)
, x ≥ b.

(20)
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FIG. 1: The blue curves represent the pseudo-momentum k for the bound states as a

function of λ. These curves end at exceptional points at values approximated by κ(Λ) in

Eq.(18) (purple line), for states with energies greater than
√
v0 (red dashed line).

Additionally, we can see the solutions for Λ = 0 (gray lines). In the insets one can observe

the complexification of the spectrum of the first six states as a function of the parameter

Λ, here kR and kI denote the real and imaginary parts of k.

Using the normalization condition [49]∫ ∞

−∞
ρd(x)dx = 1, (21)

we obtain

|C1|2 =
4αRk

3

D(k)
. (22)

where D(k) is given by

D(k) =αR

[
2 sin(kb)

(
(4k2 − Λ2) cos(kb) + 4kΛ sin(kb)

)
(k cos(kb) + αR sin(kb))2

− 4k2α2
I sin(2kb)

(
cos(kb) +

Λ

2k
sin(kb)

)2

+ 2kb

(
(4k2 + Λ2)(k cos(kb) + αR sin(kb))2 + 4k2α2

I

(
cos(kb) +

Λ

2k
sin(kb)

)2
)]

+ 8k4

[(
k cos(kb) + αR sin(kb)

)(
cos(kb) +

Λ

2k
sin(kb)

)]
.

(23)
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In order to understand how these states disappear while those with energies below V0 remain,

we focus on the behavior of the normalization constant Eq. (22) as vI → 0. Taking the limit

of small vI in Eq. (8) we find that

αR ∼

|v0 − k2|1/2, k2 ≤ v0,

vI
2|v0−k2|1/2 , k2 > v0.

(24)

Thus, as the imaginary potential decreases, αR, and hence |C1|2, vanish as vI decreases

for k2 > v0, but not for k2 < v0. This reflects the fact that as the potential becomes

real, the bound eigenstates with energies above V0 become increasingly extended and their

amplitude tends to zero to maintain normalization. This behaviour can be seen in Fig. 2.

In this figure, one can see in a) the probability densities for bound states with k2 < v0 and

for three different values of the imaginary part of the potential vI = 0.5, 5, 10; even if the

potential increases, the wavefunction remains more or less invariant. On the other hand,

b) shows the case where k2 > v0, i.e. bound states above the maximum of the real part of

the potential, again using the same values for vI as in a); in this case, as vI decreases, the

wavefunctions become flatter.

-5 0 5
x

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

;
d
(x

)

a)

-5 0 5
x

b)

vI=0.5
vI=5
vI=10

v0=10, $=0.5, b=1

FIG. 2: Density of the bound states for cases when k2 < V0 a) and k2 > V0 b) for some

values of vI . As the magnitude of the imaginary potential decreases, the bound states with

k2 > v0 become more extended and their magnitude decreases accordingly.
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B. Scattering States

In what follows we describe the properties of scattering states that occur in this system

[26, 35] . The specific scattering processes can be seen schematically in Fig. 3. The solution

a)

b)

FIG. 3: Scattering process. a) Left-to-right incidence and b) right-to-left incidence. The

figure also illustrates the meaning of the coefficients r+, r−, t+ and t−.

of the Schrödinger equation for the left-to-right scattering case can be obtained making the
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coefficient B1 = 0 in Eq. (7), thus

ψ+(x) =


C1(cos(kx) +

Λ
2k

sgn(x) sin(kx)) + iC2 sin(kx), |x| < b,

A1e
αx + A2e

−αx, x ≤ −b,

B2e
−α∗x, x ≥ b.

(25)

We define the left-to-right reflection and transmission coefficients as

r+ =
A2

A1

, (26)

t− =
B2

A1

. (27)

The scattering solutions are not PT−symmetric, and due to the presence of a source and

a sink, the relation |r+|2 + |t−|2 = 1 is not satisfied. Instead we must consider the inverse

process, i.e. the right-to-left scattering with wave function given by (c.f. Eq. (7))

ψ−(x) =


C1(cos(kx) +

Λ
2k

sgn(x) sin(kx)) + iC2 sin(kx), |x| < b,

A2e
−αx, x ≤ −b,

B1e
α∗x +B2e

−α∗x, x ≥ b.

(28)

The right-to-left reflection and transmission coefficients are

r− =
B2

B1

, (29)

t+ =
A2

B1

. (30)

The complete set of reflection and transmission coefficients can be explicitly computed

through the transfer matrix method (see Appendix A), and yield

t+ = 4α∗k2
−2k sin(2kb)(|α|2+k2+iΛαI)+cos(2kb)(|α|2Λ+k2(−4iαI+Λ))+Λ(k2−|α|2)

e2ibαI ,

r− =(2k sin(2kb)(ΛαR−(|α|2−k2))+cos(2kb)(|α|2Λ+k2(4αR−Λ))−Λ(k2+|α|2))
−2k sin(2kb)(|α|2+k2+iΛαI)+cos(2kb)(|α|2Λ+k2(−4iαI+Λ))+Λ(k2−|α|2)

e2bα
∗
,

r+ =−
(2k sin(2kb)(ΛαR+(|α|2−k2))+cos(2kb)(k2(4αR+Λ)−|α|2Λ)+Λ(k2+|α|2))
−2k sin(2kb)(|α|2+k2+iΛαI)+cos(2kb)(|α|2Λ+k2(−4iαI+Λ))+Λ(k2−|α|2)

e−2bα,

t− =− 4αk2

−2k sin(2kb)(|α|2+k2+iΛαI)+cos(2kb)(|α|2Λ+k2(−4iαI+Λ))+Λ(k2−|α|2)
e2ibαI . (31)

From these equations we can compute the pseudo-transmissions T± = |t±|2 and

pseudo-reflections R± = |t±|2, which are shown in Fig. 4. We note that the the left and

right transmission are equal, |t+(k)|2 = |t−(k)|2. Actually, the pseudo-transmissions and
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FIG. 4: a) Pseudo-transmission T+/−, b) Left pseudo-reflection R+, c) Right

pseudo-reflection R− d) Module of the product of left and right pseudo-reflections as a

function of k for the parameter vI = 10, vI = 10 and b = 1.

pseudo-reflection can show anomalous behavior, taking values greater than one as can be

seen in Fig. 4. On the other hand, the left reflectivity (R+) vanishes at the bound states

as expected. This can be observed in Fig. 4 where we recover the spectrum plot in the

(Λ, k)-plane. The figure also shows that there is a set of discrete values of k at which R−

vanishes, which correspond to non integrable reflection-less states.

Finally, it can also be verified that the reflection and transmission coefficients satisfy the
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following identities reported in general for PT−symmetric systems [28, 36]

r±(−k) = r±(k), (32)

t±(−k) = t±(k). (33)

Indeed, the system satisfies the "generalized unitary relation" [24, 28]

|t±(k)|2 ± |r−(k)r+(k)| = 1. (34)

The sign is chosen according to whether the quantity, 1 − T = 1 − |t+(k)|2 [37] is positive

or negative: in the regions where the pseudo-transmission presents an anomalous behavior

T > 1, the negative sign will be chosen, otherwise, where T < 1 one chooses the positive

one.

III. TRANSPORT PROPERTIES

In this section we focus on the analysis of the transport properties of the system. We

discuss briefly how different definitions for the energy density yield different continuity equa-

tions, then we analyze both definitions in the context of our specific problem.

A. Probability density, energy density and their continuity equations

In general, we consider a particle in an arbitrary complex potential

V (x) = VR(x) + iVI(x). (35)

The particle is described by the wavefunction ψ(x, t) for which the probability density is

ρd(x, t) = |ψ(x, t)|2. This probability density satisfies the (standard) continuity equation

∂ρd(x, t)

∂t
+

∂

∂x
Jd(x, t) = Qd(x, t), (36)

where the probability current is

Jd(x, t) =
ℏ

2mi

[
ψ∗(x, t)

∂

∂x
ψ(x, t)− ψ(x, t)

∂

∂x
ψ∗(x, t)

]
, (37)

and

Qd(x, t) = 2
VI(x)ρd(x, t)

ℏ
, (38)
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accounts for the source/drain terms. Under this perspective, the imaginary part of the

potential is interpreted as giving rise to a source or sink of probability [38]. However, it

is important to mention that a self-consistent conservation law has been proposed for the

norm defined by the PT inner product [39, 40]. However, this norm usually presents certain

drawbacks, so for the purposes of this work, we will not adopt it. Instead, we will approach

the transport properties from the perspective of the continuity equation (36).

Another quantity that satisfies a continuity equation in quantum mechanics, and is less

explored, is the energy density [41–43]. Unlike the definition for the probability density, the

definition for the energy density in quantum mechanics is not unique, different definitions

yield different results and therefore different interpretations of the “flux” of energy in a

quantum system. An initial attempt to define the energy density could be simply as

ρE(x, t) = ψ∗(x, t)Hψ(x, t). (39)

However, this expression is not necessarily real, which makes its interpretation as a physical

density troublesome. However, for PT−symmetric states∫
VI(x)ρd(x, t)dx = 0. (40)

so VI does not contribute to the expectation value of the energy. Instead, we note that the

integrand of the previous equation is proportional to Qd(x, t) [27, 38, 44], thus, equation (40)

can be interpreted as saying that in PT−symmetric systems gain and loss of density is

globally balanced [21, 22].

The condition (40) allows us to obtain a first acceptable definition of the energy density

(ρE1 ) for the PT−symmetric phase as

ρE1 (x, t) =
1

2

(
ψ∗(x, t)Hψ(x, t) + ψ(x, t)H†ψ∗(x, t)

)
. (41)

This definition yields real density, but has the drawback of not being necessarily positive

even for non-negative potentials. Alternatively, another definition of energy density is

ρE2 (x, t) =
ℏ2

2m

∣∣∣∣ ∂∂xψ(x, t)
∣∣∣∣2 + VR(x)|ψ(x, t)|2, (42)

as can be checked by integrating by parts and using that the wave function vanishes at

infinity.
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Following the procedure shown in [43], it is possible to derive continuity equations for the

two definitions of energy density,

∂ρE1 (x, t)

∂t
+

∂

∂x
JE
1 (x, t) = QE(x, t), (43)

∂ρE2 (x, t)

∂t
+

∂

∂x
JE
2 (x, t) = QE(x, t), (44)

where QE(x, t) = 2
VI(x,t)ρ

E
2 (x,t)

ℏ is the same in both cases, and the respective energy density

fluxes JE
1 and JE

2 are given by

JE
1 (x, t) =

ℏ
4mi

[
ψ∗(x, t)

∂

∂x
[Hψ(x, t)]− ψ(x, t)

∂

∂x
[Hψ(x, t)]∗ (45)

−
( ∂
∂x
ψ∗(x, t)

)
Hψ(x, t) +

( ∂
∂x
ψ(x, t)

)
[Hψ(x, t)]∗

]
,

JE
2 (x, t) =

ℏ
2mi

[(
∂

∂x
ψ(x, t)

)
[Hψ(x, t)]∗ −

(
∂

∂x
ψ(x, t)∗

)
Hψ(x, t)

]
, (46)

which are similar to the energy density fluxes that appear in the Hermitian case [41–43].

Now we analyze first Sec. IIIA 1 the probability and energy transport properties of the

bound states. Subsequently in Sec. IIIA 2, we apply this analysis for the scattering states.

1. Bound states

First we compute the probability density flux in the PT−symmetric phase, i.e.

Jd(x) = |C1|2
αIℏ
m

k
(
k cos(kb)+αR sin(kb)

)(
cos(kb)+

Λ

2k
sin(kb)

)
×


1, −b < x < b,

e2αR(x+b), x ≤ −b,

e−2αR(x−b), x ≥ b.

(47)

where |C1|2 is given in Eq.(22). We can see in this expression that the flux on the side of

the source (x ≤ b) increases as it approaches the edge of the well. Once there, it remains

constant across the well, and it decreases on the other side of the well.

As a consequence of the stationary Schrödinger equation, the energy density fluxes in

Eqs. (45) and (46) are

JE
1 (x) = JE

2 (x) =
ℏ2k2

2m
Jd(x). (48)
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The source/drain terms of probability density and energy density are given by

Qd(x) =
2VI |C1|2

ℏ


0, |x| < b,

e2αR(x+b)k

(
k cos(kb)+αR sin(kb)

)(
cos(kb)+ Λ

2k
sin(kb)

)
, x ≤ −b,

−e−2αR(x−b)k

(
k cos(kb)+αR sin(kb)

)(
cos(kb)+ Λ

2k
sin(kb)

)
, x ≥ b,

(49)

and

QE(x) =
ℏ2k2

2m
Qd(x). (50)

The integral of this quantity over the entire system vanishes, which means there is no net

gain nor loss of density or energy, as expected in the PT-symmetric phase.

On the other hand, the energy density ρE2 is

ρE2 (x) = |C1|2
ℏ2

2m



k2

[(
Λδ(x)+(− sin(kx)+ Λ

2k
sgn(x) cos(kx))2

)
(αR sin(kb)+k cos(kb))2

+α2
I(cos(kb)+

Λ
2k

sin(kb))2 cos2(kx)

]
, −b < x < b,

e2αR(x+b)(2α2
R+k2)k

(
k cos(kb)+αR sin(kb)

)(
cos(kb)+ Λ

2k
sin(kb)

)
, x ≤ −b,

e−2αR(x−b)(2α2
R+k2)k

(
k cos(kb)+αR sin(kb)

)(
cos(kb)+ Λ

2k
sin(kb)

)
, x ≥ b.

(51)

It is interesting to see how the potential induces a discontinuity in the energy density ρE2 ,

while the behavior of ρE1 is the same as that of the probability density.

2. Scattering states

In the scattering case, starting with the left to right incidence we have that the flux in

the source side can be written as

Jd+(x) =
|A1|2ℏ
m

[
αI

(
e2αRx − |r+(k)|2e−2αRx

)
+ iαR

(
r+(k)e

−2iαIx − r∗+(k)e
2iαIx

)]
(52)

and the flux in the right side is

Jd−(x) =
|A1|2|t−(k)|2ℏαIe

−2αRx

m
. (53)

Similarly, in the case of right to left incidence, the density flux on the right side of the well

is

Jd−(x) =
|B1|2ℏ
m

[
αI

(
|r−(k)|2e−2αRx − e2αRx

)
+ iαR(r−(k)e

2iαIx − r∗−(k)e
−2iαI)x)

]
, (54)
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and the flux on the left side, i.e. the flux for the transmitted wave is

Jd+(x) =
|B1|2|t+(k)|2ℏαIe

−2αRx

m
. (55)

Evaluating the fluxes at the edges of the well, we have the following conservation law

Jd+(−b) = Jd−(b). (56)

As in the case for bound states, we have efficient transport also in this case. Relation (56)

is also interesting because from it one can derive a kind of generalized unitary condition. In

order to do so, we start with condition (56) and we evaluate Eq. (52) in x = −b, this yields

Jd+(−b) =αI
|A1|

2ℏ
m

e−2αRb

[
1−(2k sin(2kb)(ΛαR−(|α|2−k2))+cos(2kb)(|α|2Λ+k2(4αR−Λ))−Λ(k2+|α|2))×

(2k sin(2kb)(ΛαR+(|α|2−k2))+cos(2kb)(k2(4αR+Λ)−|α|2Λ)+Λ(k2+|α|2))
((k2−|α|2)Λ−(k2+ |α|2)(−Λ cos(2bk)+2k sin(2bk)))2+(2kαI (2k cos(2bk)+Λ sin(2bk)))2

]
.

(57)

From Eq. (31) we can write

Jd+(−b) = αI
|A1|2ℏ
m

e−2αRb

[
1− |r+(k)r−(k)|

]
. (58)

Finally, equating the last equation with Eq. (53) we obtain again the unitary relation

Eq. (34), i.e.

|t±(k)|2 ± |r−(k)r+(k)| = 1. (59)

In the case of Hermitian systems, this relation reduces to the standard probability conser-

vation |t±(k)|2 + |r±(k)|2 = 1, in our case probability is not conserved in general.

IV. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

In this article, we investigate the spectral and transport properties of both energy and

density in a PT-symmetric system. For this purpose, we analyzed a relatively simple

system which possesses both bound and scattering states. Specifically, the system we

considered is a PT-symmetric finite potential well with a delta-potential at the origin

of strength λ. It is worth noting that without the delta potential, the eigenvalues of

the system remain real [20] for any value of VI , the imaginary part of the potential.

However, the combination of λ and VI allows the complexification of the eigenvalues and the
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breaking of the PT symmetry. This can be explained through the equation for the pseudo

momentum k, there the imaginary part of the potential couples the values corresponding

to eigenfunctions that would be odd (and hence independent of the delta potential) and

those that would be even in the abscence of VI . This coupling becomes stronger as we

increase the value of the parameters, finally producing exceptional points. We were also able

to describe the approximate value at which the exceptional points appear in the limit k ≫ v0.

Another interesting aspect of the spectrum of these PT-symmetric finite potential well

systems is the presence of bound states with energies E > V0. We also saw how these states

disappear when the imaginary part of the potential goes to zero, which has to occur as we

approach the Hermitian case. We found that the bound states with energy E > V0 become

infinitely extended causing their amplitude to vanish when the imaginary potential tends

to zero, whereas those with energies V0 > E remain localized.

Regarding the transport properties of the system, the transmission and reflection coef-

ficients were calculated. As expected, the zeros of the left reflection coefficient correspond

to the eigenvalues of the bound states, because the incident wave and the transmitted

wave both vanish asymptotically, so at the zeros of the transmission, the scattered and

bound wave functions are the same. In the inverse process, the scattering from right to

left, the states that correspond to the zeros of the reflection coefficient are a discrete set of

reflectionless states that diverge to infinity.

The transport efficiency of the system can be quantified by evaluating the density fluxes

at the edges of the well, that is, in the positions of the source and drain. In these regions,

we can observe that, everything that comes from the source reaches the sink, the gain and

loss balance, such that there is no accumulation or depletion of probability or energy in the

system. This characteristic has also been reported for tight-binding Hamiltonians with gain

and loss sites [22, 23]. However, as the strength of the delta increases it acts as a kind of

barrier, which modulates the flow of probability and energy, interfering with the transport

efficiency of the system, and leading to a break in the PT-symmetry.

Since the system studied here can be solved exactly, it would be of interest to use our

findings in extending the analysis to some other effects which might also be of potential



18

interest. These comprise, but are not limited to, the case of analyzing time-dependent

wavepackets (e.g. Gaussian wavepackets) and its evolution throughout the PT scattering

system, the so-called topological energy transfer with exceptional points [45], the study of

the jamming anomaly [46], etc.
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Appendix A: Transfer matrix

The matching conditions can be summarize using the transfer matrices M+(k), M−(k)

which are defined by the relations

M+(k)

A1

A2

 =

B2

B1

 , M−(k)

B2

B1

 =

A1

A2

 , (A1)

it can easily see that M+(k)−1 = M−(k). Thus the components of transfer matrix are

M+
1,1 =

e−2ibαI (2k sin(2kb)(2(|α|+k2)−iΛαI)−cos(2kb)(|α|2Λ+k2(4iαI+Λ))−Λ(k2−|α|2))
4α∗k2

,

M+
1,2 =

e2bαR(2k sin(2kb)(ΛαR−(|α|2−k2))+cos(2kb)(|α|2Λ+k2(4αR−Λ))−Λ(k2+|α|2))
4α∗k2

,

M+
2,1 =

e−2bαR(−2k sin(2kb)(ΛαR+(|α|2−k2))+cos(2kb)(k2(4αR+Λ)−|α|2Λ)+Λ(k2+|α|2))
4α∗k2

,

M+
2,2 =

e2ibαI (−2k sin(2kb)((|α|2+k2)+iΛαI)+cos(2kb)(|α|2Λ+k2(−4iαI+Λ))+Λ(k2−|α|2))
4α∗k2

, (A2)

Is well know that the transfer matrix (and its inverse) can be written in terms of the

transmission and reflection coefficients (denoted r, t respectively), and considering the above
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we have [35]

M+(k) =

t−(k)− r+(k)r−(k)/t+(k) r−(k)/t+(k)

−r+(k)/t+(k) 1/t+(k)

 , (A3)

M−(k) =

 1/t−(k) −r−(k)/t−(k)

r+(k)/t−(k) t+(k)− r+(k)r−(k)/t−(k)

 . (A4)

Also, the determinant of this matrix in this case is

det(M+) = − α

α∗ =
t−(k)

t+(k)
; (A5)

which means no reciprocity in transmission. Hence, we write the wave function of scattering

process as

ψ+(x) = A1



(
k cos(k(b−x))+α∗ sin(k(b−x)))

)
t−(k)e−α∗b

k
, |x| < b,

eαx + r+(k)e
−αx, x ≤ −b,

t−(k)e
−α∗x, x ≥ b,

(A6)

ψ−(x) = B1



(
k cos(k(x+b)−α sin(k(x+b)))

)
t+(k)eαb

k
, |x| < b,

t+(k)e
−αx, x ≤ −b,

eα
∗x + r−(k)e

−α∗x, x ≥ b.

(A7)
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