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It is well-known that the standard bulk-boundary correspondence does not hold for non-Hermitian
systems in which also new phenomena such as exceptional points do occur. Here we study by analyt-
ical and numerical means a paradigmatic one-dimensional non-Hermitian model with dimerization,
asymmetric hopping, and imaginary staggered potentials. We present analytical solutions for the
eigenspectrum of this model with both open and closed boundary conditions as well as for the
singular-value spectrum. We explicitly demonstrate the proper bulk-boundary correspondence be-
tween topological winding numbers in the periodic case and singular values in the open case. We
also show that a non-trivial topology leads to protected eigenvalues in the entanglement spectrum.
In the PT-symmetric case, we find that the model has a phase where exceptional points become

dense in the thermodynamic limit.

I. INTRODUCTION

It is well known that fundamental principles in quan-
tum mechanics are formulated using Hermitian opera-
tors, which assure for example unitary time evolution of
closed systems. However, practically, no quantum system
is perfectly isolated. The way a system interacts with its
environment is often represented through a Master equa-
tion like the Lindblad equation [1]. If quantum jumps
can be neglected, then the time evolution described by a
Lindblad equation can be replaced by an effective non-
Hermitian (NH) Hamiltonian [2]. The validity of this
effective approach has been verified in different experi-
mental arrangements [3-5]. Strictly speaking, it requires
a post-selection of those time evolutions which stay in
the considered manifold [6].

Non-Hermitian systems exhibit distinct properties as-
sociated with their complex spectrum and the difference
between left and right eigenvectors [7]. In this context, as
with Hermitian systems, Gaussian non-Hermitian mod-
els can offer valuable insights into possible phases and
phenomena. In particular, the topological properties of
Gaussian non-Hermitian models have been studied and
new phenomena have been revealed [8-16]. For exam-
ple, non-hermiticity leads to a proliferation of possible
symmetry classes: the famous Altland-Zirnbauer ten-
fold classification [17] for Hermitian Gaussian models is
replaced by a 38-fold classification [8, 14] in the non-
Hermitian domain. The richer classification scheme is
a direct consequence of the distinction between trans-
position and conjugate transposition. Other distinctive
properties include the extreme sensitivity of the eigen-
spectrum to the boundary conditions [15] leading to the
skin effect and the breakdown of the conventional bulk-
boundary correspondence [10, 12, 18, 19]. Another re-
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FIG. 1. The considered minimal model has a two-site unit
cell, asymmetric intra- (Vz, Vg) and inter-cell (W, Wgr) hop-
ping as well as complex staggered potentials +iu.

markable aspect of non-Hermitian Hamiltonians is the
existence of so-called exceptional points [20] where both
eigenvalues and eigenvectors coalesce. Such exceptional
points can be detected in experiments [6].

In order to highlight the different phenomena possible
in Gaussian non-Hermitian models, we will study a min-
imal model which allows to turn various symmetries on
and off. In the Hermitian case, one of the best-known
one-dimensional systems with symmetry-protected topo-
logical order is the Su-Schrieffer-Heeger (SSH) model [21]
which has chiral symmetry and belongs to the BDI class.
This model has alternating strong and weak hoppings
and topological edge modes are present if the two sites
at the end of an open chain are weakly coupled to their
respective neighbors. Here we make the model non-
Hermitian by allowing for parity breaking hoppings, i.e.,
different hopping amplitudes to the left and to the right.
In addition, we also introduce staggered imaginary onsite
potentials to allow for a non-Hermitian, P7T-symmetric
limit. Physically, the parity breaking can arise in an effec-
tive description of an SSH model with gain and loss. This
phenomenon has been investigated in plasmonic chains
[22] and photonic lattices [23]. For equal hoppings to the
left and to the right, the model is P7 symmetric. The
model is depicted in Fig. 1 and can be viewed either as
a dimerized Hatano-Nelson model [24] or an SSH chain
with asymmetric hopping.

Our paper is organized as follows: In Sec. II, we in-
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troduce the model and the difference equations the right
and left eigenvectors have to fulfill. In Sec. III, we di-
agonalize the model for periodic and aperiodic boundary
conditions. Furthermore, we determine the parameters
for which the excitation gap closes and for which excep-
tional points do occur. We also introduce and determine
the two winding numbers for this system. In Sec. IV,
we then analytically study the open boundary case. As
expected, the spectrum and the eigenvectors change com-
pletely as compared to the closed boundary case. This
is also true for the conditions for the closing of the ex-
citation gap and for the location of exceptional points.
In Sec. V, we present some of the central results of our
paper. We analytically calculate the singular value spec-
trum of a finite open chain as well as the zero-energy
eigenstates of a semi-infinite chain. Based on these re-
sults we explicitly establish a bulk-boundary correspon-
dence for this specific model following results recently
proven in general in Ref. [25]. In Sec. VI, we then dis-
cuss the entanglement entropy when cutting the system
in half. The studied model is Gaussian and therefore its
correlation matrix can be obtained [26-30]. We find that
in topological phases there are topologically protected
eigenvalues in the entanglement spectrum. The last sec-
tion is devoted to a short summary and our conclusions.

II. THE DIMERIZED HATANO-NELSON
MODEL

We consider a model with a two-site unit cell with
asymmetric hopping in both intra (Vy,Vg) and inter
(Wr, Wg) cells, see Fig. 1. Complex staggered fields +iu
act on the sites of the chain. This model can be viewed
either as a dimerized Hatano-Nelson model or as a Su-
Schrieffer-Heeger (SSH) model with asymmetric hopping.
It is described by the Hamiltonian
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where ¢; and c} are fermionic operators satisfying the
algebra

{eiya) ={cl,cl} =0, {cjcf} =0

and |z ] denotes the floor function. By writing the Hamil-
tonian in the form (II.1), we can consider different bound-
ary conditions (controlled by the parameter v) in a uni-
form fashion. In most parts of the paper, we assume that

(I1.2)

the parameters W, g, Vi.r and u are real. However,
when discussing the exceptional points of this model it
makes sense to consider complex parameters as well.

The Hamiltonian (II.1) can be written in the compact
form

H=cTye (I1.3)

where Ty is an asymmetric (almost) tridiagonal matrix
with dimension N x N with matrix elements
t2j,2j = —iu,

toj—1,25 = Vi, t252j-1= Vg,

toj2i+1 = Wi, tajy12j = Wgr, toj_12j—1 = iu,

ti,vn =YWgr, tn1=Wi, (I1.4)
and cf = (cJ{7 A c}r\,), c=(ci,...,en)T with T denoting
transposition.

To make this paper self-contained, we will recall the
diagonalization of the asymmetric SSH chain for both
closed (v = +1) and open (y = 0) boundary conditions,
referred to respectively as CBC or OBC. In both cases,
the diagonalization of Tx with entries (I1.4) follows from
difference equations of the spectral problem. Here the
lack of hermiticity of the single body Hamiltonian implies
that left and right eigenvectors have to be considered.
The spectral problems read
(Tx)Tl =€l

TnF = €7, (IL5)

where ¥ = (z1,...,2n5)T are right (z = r) and left
(x = ) eigenvectors of Ty, while € is an eigenvalue. The
components of the right eigenvector satisfy the coupled
difference equations

Viraj + Wgrroj_o = (€ — iu)raj_1, (I1.6)
Wirrejt1 + Verej—1 = (e + iu)rej, (IL.7)

with the boundary conditions

ro =YrN, TN41 =71 (11.8)
Exchanging R <> L one obtains the analogous equations

for £;, namely

VRKQJ' + WLEQJ',Q = (6 — iu)fgj,l, (Hg)
WR€2j+1 + VLEQj_l = (6 + iu)égj, (H.lO)

with the boundary conditions,
bo=79lN, Lny1 =01 (H.ll)

For v = 0, we consider (IL.8, II.11) for both parities of
N, while for 7 # 0 we only consider the case where N is
even.

In the following sections, each boundary condition is
considered separately.



III. CLOSED BOUNDARY CONDITIONS
A. Diagonalization

Let us briefly recapitulate the diagonalization of Ty for
closed boundary conditions (CBC), that is, v = £1. In
this case, Ty is a block circulant matrix and can be easily
diagonalized. We only consider N even for CBC. The
difference equations (II.6,I1.7,I1.8) and (I1.9,II.10,I1.11)
are easily solved by the ansatz

T25—-1 = CLR(k)eiikj, 25 = bR(k)eiikj, (IIII)
loj = ar(k)e*,  lo; 1 = bp(k)e (I11.2)
where k is a free parameter. The parameters ar 1, (k) and

br,1(k) are fixed by the spectral problem of the two band
Bloch Hamiltonian

H(k) = (H;(Lk) Iﬁl(f) ) 7 (I11.3)
where
Hi(k) = Vi + Wge*, (I11.4)
Hy(k) = Vg + Wre . (I1.5)
That is
H(k)|r=(k)) = = (k)| (k)),
(€ (k)| H (k) = " (k) (€ (), (1IL.6)
where the quasienergies are given by
eF (k) = £1/H, (k)Ha (k) — u2, (ITL.7)

and the left and right eigenvectors by

+ _ 1 ai(k)
k) = m(b%k))

1 iu £ \/H; (k)Ha (k) — u?

= \/ﬁ< (0 > (IIL.8)
)] = —— (aE (), VER) ),

5
H

- (iu = /H (W) Ho(F) — 2, Hi(k).)

5

(I11.9)

Normalizing left and right eigenvectors according to the
biorthogonality condition

(e (k) (k)

fixes the normalization constant

= beers (I11.10)

NE =2 (Hl(k)Hg(k) —u? + fu/Hy (k) Ha (k) — u2) .
(IIL.11)

To conclude the solution, the parameter k is quantized
by (I1.8) and given by

27 (2 N
kgBC):w7 m=1...5, (IIL.12)

for periodic boundaries and

k‘%xPBC) = 72“27;4_ 1), m=1

for antiperiodic boundaries.

N
L)

B. Gap closing and exceptional points

The bands (II1.7) for the asymmetric SSH chain are
in general complex, and a band touching requires the
vanishing of both the real and the imaginary parts of the
complex gap

A= (e7(k) — e (k))/2 = VH(k)Ha (k) — u2. (I11.14)

The closing of both the real and the imaginary parts is
well captured by the non-Hermitian gap [31]

A = ming|A(k)]. (IT1.15)
The complex gap (II1.14) closes when,
H,y(k)Hy (k) —u? = 0. (I11.16)

For each value of k quantized by (II1.12,I11.13), the
condition (II1.16) leads to constraints in the model pa-
rameters and can determine a rich variety of phase
boundaries. Furthermore, it follows immediately from
Eqgs. (II1.8,I11.9) that at points where the complex gap
(I11.16) vanishes the eigenvectors {|r*(k)), |r~(k))} and
also {(¢T(k)|, (¢~ (k)|} coalesce. Gap closing points are
therefore also always exceptional points. Exceptional
points and their relation with the discriminant of the
characteristic polynomial of the hopping matrix Ty are
discussed further in App. B.

To analyze the manifold of exceptional points given by
Eq. (II1.16) it is convenient to first set v = 0. In this
case, the system has sublattice symmetry o*H (k)o* =
—H (k).! Then, for every allowed quantized k,, value and
relaxing the requirement of real couplings, the solutions
of Hi =0 or Hy =0 are

(VL> T (WL) T
Wr ) gp VR /) gp

where k,, is given by (IT1.12,I11.13). It follows that for
most values of k,, the coupling parameters which lead to
a gap closing/exceptional point are complex. For finite
N and periodic boundaries, one can see that m = N/2
(k = 2m) and m = N/4 (k = m, if N/2 is even) are the
only possible values of k that leads to real ratios,

<VL) =41 or (VVL) = +1.
Wr EP Vr EP

! In non-Hermitian systems, chiral and sublattice symmetries are
not equivalent [14]. Indeed for w = 0 the chiral symme-
try o*H(k)To? = —H(k) is not satisfied since o*H (k)To* =
—H(k)t.

(I11.17)

(IT1.18)



Fixing Vg = Wg = 1 (no loss in generality if u = 0),
these exceptional lines can be visualized as a function of
Vi and Wy, see the left panel in Fig. 2. For finite N
and antiperiodic boundaries, the ratios (III.17) are real
form=1/2(N/2—1) (k=m, if N/2—11is even). In the
thermodynamic limit, the unit circles are filled and real
ratios occur at k = 7 or k = 27 for both periodic and
antiperiodic boundary conditions. We remark that the
sublattice-symmetric model has been widely considered
in the literature, see e.g. Refs. [11, 13, 32-35]. Here we
emphasize that the gap closing points and exceptional
points coincide and that they can also occur in the com-
plex parameter plane for every allowed, quantized value
K.

Now we consider a nonzero real field u. The field cou-
ples Hy(k) and Hz(k) and Eq. (ITI.16) no longer factor-
izes, giving a constraint for all model parameters for ev-
ery possible value of k. Eq. (IT1.16) can be solved for any
of the model parameters, leading in general to a complex
number. As an example, in the central panel of Fig. 2,
the non-Hermitian gap (II1.15) is shown for fixed param-
eters Vg = Wi =1 and u = 0.5 as a function of V, and
Wr. In this case, we can observe the merging of the zero
field phases (v1,12) = (0,0) and (1,—1) (we discuss the
meaning of these numbers below) into a single phase as
well as the bending of the phases boundaries.

Another interesting case to consider is the P7T sym-
metric case with Vi, = Vg =V and Wy = Wi = W but
the real field w is arbitrary, such that c* H (k)o® = H(k)*.
In this case, the constraint (II1.16) reduces to,

V24 W2 4 2VW cos(kp) —u? = 0. (I11.19)

To visualize the gap closing, we can set © = 1 (no loss
of generality) and plot the gap (III.15) as a function of
V and W, see the right panel of Fig. 2. The dark blue
lines mark the the gap closing/ exceptional points, which
only occur within the regions |V —W| <1 < |V +W| or
[V+W]| <1< |V—W]| Inthe thermodynamic limit,
this region is gapless and filled with exceptional points.
It thus constitutes an entire exceptional phase.

We end this subsection remarking that in addition to
the collision of quasienergies A, = 0, another type of
degeneracy in the spectrum can also be found. This de-
generacy occurs within each band e* for different quasi-
momentum k. Namely, one can impose

Hy(k)Hy (k) = Hi (k') Hao(K) (II1.20)

which gives another constraint on the model parame-
ters. However, these degeneracies do not lead to excep-
tional points, as the eigenvectors do not coalesce, recall
(ITI1.8,IT1.9). This type of degeneracy, however, does ap-
pear as a factor in the discriminant of the characteristic
polynomial of Ty, see further remarks on this point in
App. B, in particular Eq. (B.3).

C. Winding numbers

The eigenvalues of a non-Hermitian Hamiltonian are
in general complex, and can trace a closed path around
an arbitrary reference complex energy Epg, in which case
a winding number can be assigned [18, 32, 36-38],

1 2w

I =

= — dk logdet(H (k) — E
3ri [,k losdet(H(k) — Bp),

(IT1.21)

provided that H (k) has a point gap, that is, det(H (k) —
Ep) # 0. For concreteness we will chose Eg = 0. Ob-
serve that the definition (III.21) is universal since no
symmetry requirements are made. Therefore, one dimen-
sional non-Hermitian systems—in contrast to Hermitian
ones—can have non-trivial topology in the absence of any
spatial or non-spatial symmetries.

If symmetries are present, then they lead to additional
topological invariants [14]. So far, mostly the case of
a two-band model with sub-lattice symmetry has been
considered [11, 38-42]. The Hamiltonian of such a model
takes the form

1= (g ")

Using the polar decomposition H;(k) = d;(k)q;(k) with
g;(k) unitary and d;(k) positive semi-definite, one can
define two winding numbers

1 1
T
Vi =5 /dk tr (qjakqj) =5 /dk Ok log det g; .
(I11.23)

Instead of the winding numbers 1 2, one can equivalently
consider [13, 43]

(I11.22)

.[1 = V1 + Vg, (11124)

which is consistent with the definition of I; in
Eq. (II1.21), and

IQ =lVy — U7 (11125)
as independent winding numbers. For our model with
u = 0, we have H;(k) = |H;(k)|e'?’ and evaluating the
integrals (II1.24,111.25) leads to

_ ; Wr
1, if ’VR

\%
> 1A |gE] > 1

Luw=0)=31 if \Vv% <1A\V% <1 (I11.26)
0, otherwise
and
2 i || <1 W] >0
L=q0 it |¥% >1A’VVV—; <1 (IT1.27)

—1 otherwise.



(a) u=0, Vgp=hg=1

(b) u=0.5, Vp=hg=1

(€) u=1, V,=Vg=V, W =Wg=W
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The non-Hermitian gap A as a function of the model parameters for N = 100 and periodic boundary conditions.

In panels (a) and (b) we set Vg = Wr = 1 and v = 0 and u = 0.5 respectively. In panel (c) we consider V = Vg =V,
Wi = Wr = W and the field w = 1. The numbers in panel (a) indicate the two winding numbers (v1,v2), the numbers in

panel (b) the winding number .

Clearly, the winding numbers are not defined when

A%
Wgr

ceptional lines discussed in the previous subsection. The
two winding numbers v, 5 are shown in the left panel of
Fig. 2 for parameters Vg = Wx = 1 (no loss of generality)
in each phase as a function of V;, and Wy,.

= ‘%‘ = 1 which are precisely the gapless/ex-

Next, we briefly discuss the P7T-symmetric case. The
Hamiltonian (I111.3) for V;, = Vg = V and W, = Wg =
W satisfies the PT symmetry o H(k)o® = H(k)* as well
as chiral symmetry o*H (k)'o* = —H(k), and this case
is part of the AZ symmetry class AIII [14]. The phase
diagram for v = 1 is shown in Fig. 2(c) and consists
of gapped phases and phases where exceptional points
become dense in the thermodynamic limit. These phases
will be discussed further in Sec. VI when we analyze the
entanglement spectrum.

IV. OPEN BOUNDARY CONDITIONS
A. Diagonalization

Let us also recall the diagonalization of Ty (11.4) for
open boundary conditions (OBC), that is, ¥ = 0. In
this case, Ty is an asymmetric tridiagonal 2-Toeplitz ma-
trix whose eigenvalue problem was solved from different
perspectives in Refs. [44, 45]. In App. A, we provide
some details on both approaches. The connection be-
tween these two approaches was pointed out in Ref. [46]
and the method [45] was previously applied to the Her-
mitian SSH chain in Refs. [47, 48].

The solution of the open boundary case can also be ob-
tained by a simple transformation to the standard (sym-
metric) SSH chain [12], namely,

STnS™! =T (IV.1)

where S is a diagonal matrix with entries

i—1 i—1 i i
VT W VEWE W,
sy = i, sy = AR (IV2)
V,Z W7 Vewg TR

and T39H is a symmetric hopping matrix of the standard
SSH chain with effective couplings,

Vet = VVLVR, Weg = VWi Whp. (Iv.3)
The quasienergies are then given by

e = j:\/ Hy(0)Hy(0) — u2, (IV.4)

where
Hi(0) = V(2 4 e71/2571/2), (IV.5)
Hy(0) = V(e /2 4 £9/2571/2), (IV.6)

with

N/ AL (IV.7)

VWLVWr'

and 6 is a parameter that is given by different expressions
depending on the parity of N. We remark that, for odd
N, there is an isolated root € = iu which is not contained

in (IV.4).
For odd N, the parameter 6 is simply
2wm N-—-1
9lOBC) — 2 =1,...,— IV.
m N _"_ 1 ) m b ) 2 ) ( V 8)

which gives N — 1 eigenvalues from (IV.4) and (IV.8).
Together with the isolated root € = iu, one has all the N
eigenvalues of the tridiagonal matrix when ~ = 0.

For even N, the parameter 6 is determined via the
transcendental equation

Vi sin ((g +1> 9) + sin (%9) =0.

(IV.9)



We remark that the transcendental equation (IV.9) has
the same form as the transcendental equation of the
quantum Ising chain with transverse field A = v/ and
L/2 sites [49]. Meanwhile, the eigenvector components
can be written as

Ton = VRn—l WIZL;I (6 - lu) S;?If,(nae)) ) (IV]'O)
V2 W,z
N VEWE (Sin(nﬁ) + 5‘1% sin((n — 1)0)) |
V,Z W, T Vi " sin(0)
(IV.11)
and
ty = Yem W™ () S;Efg;? (IV.12)
Vr* Wg
" VL—WL— (sin(ne) n 5—5 sin((n — 1)9)))
Vp? W7 Vi " sin(6)
(IV.13)

Note that all the eigenstates are, in general, localized at
the boundaries for the open case in contrast to the closed
case where they are extended Bloch waves. More specifi-
cally, the right eigenstates are localized at the left (right)
boundary for I' < 1 (I' > 1) with I' = VRWg/V,Wy.
Conversely, the left eigenstates are localized at the right
(left) boundary for T' < 1 (I' > 1). There is no local-
ization if I' = 1. The localization of all the eigenstates
when switching from closed to open boundary conditions
is called the non-Hermitian skin effect.

B. Gap closing and exceptional points

Similar to the case with closed boundary conditions,
one can define a complex gap

AEOBC) _ (€+(9) _ 6—(9))/2 = \/f{1(9)ﬁ2(9) —u?

Z\/VLVR +WiWgr + 2 Vi / Ve Wi/ Wg cos 0 — u?

(IV.14)
as well as a minimal gap
AOBO) — ming|ACB) (9)],

where 6 is given by (IV.8) or by a solution of (IV.9)
depending on the parity of N. A different analysis of
the complex gap is required for each parity of V.

(IV.15)

1. Odd N

Let us start with odd N where the parameter 6 — 6, is
explicitly given by (IV.8). Also, for clarity, let us consider

first w = 0. In this case, the complex gap (IV.14) will
vanish if Hq(0,,)H2(0,,) = 0, which happens if any of
the hopping parameters vanishes or if

(ﬁ) = —¢ ¥ or (\/3) _ —l% . (IV.16)

EP
Therefore, for non-vanishing hopping parameters, there
are N — 1 exceptional points. For finite N, these points
always have an imaginary part. In the thermodynamic
limit, however, the exceptional points will converge to
the real axis

==+l
EP

lim
N—o0

(Vo) (IV.17)

in the cases when 6,,, — 0 or 6,, — .

Similarly to the closed boundary case, turning on the
field u couples Hi(0,,) and H3(0,,). We observe that
introducing the rescaled field,

= u/(v/Wr W)

(IV.18)

one can write

Hy(0,) Hy(0) — 02 = Vo / VRV WL/ Wr

X <\/E+ %(1 — %) + 2c0s(0m)> . (IV.19)

The minimal gap (IV.15) as a function of @ and ¢ is shown
in Fig. 3. The exceptional points are therefore now given

2.0

|§ 1.0

0.5
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FIG. 3. The rescaled minimal gap A as a function of V&
and @ for N = 101 and open boundary conditions.

by

= —cos(b.,) =

w2 — sin?(6,,).
. (0

(Vo) (IV.20)
Interestingly, the expression (IV.20) implies that real
exceptional points do exist for finite N provided that

@ > |sin(fp,)| or @ < —|sin(fy,)]. In the thermodynamic
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FIG. 4. Loci of exceptional points (\/S) op for N = 41 and

different rescaled fields .

limit, critical fields & — £+1 emerge when 6,,, approaches
0 or w. In Fig. 4 some examples of the loci of excep-
tional points for different values of the rescaled field u
are shown.

Recall that when N is odd, there is, in addition, an
isolated root € = iu. We can impose that this root coin-
cides with the quasienergies (IV.4), that is, iu = e*. For
non-zero hopping parameters, this implies again the con-
dition (IV.16), but now associated with the degenerate
quasienergy iu.

2. Fven N

Similar to the previously discussed case of odd NV, the
complex gap (IV.14) will vanish if

Vi + %(1 —@%) +2cos(f) =0

but with 6 now given by by (IV.9). Since Eq. (IV.9)
also involves v/3, one has to consider both equations si-
multaneously. Note that both conditions are satisfied if
any of the hopping parameters vanishes similar to the

case of N odd. Otherwise, after some manipulation, the
intersection of (IV.21) and (IV.9) leads to,

sin(6) + @sin ((];] + 1) 9) =0,

whose solutions § = Ogp determine exceptional values
of v/ from either (IV.21) or (IV.9). That is, choosing
(IV.9), the exceptional points are given by,

(IV.21)

(IV.22)

(Vo) =- (IV.23)
EP

The transcendental equations (IV.22) can be solved nu-
merically for different rescaled fields . We observe
that each sign in (IV.22) has in general N/2 solutions
with Re(fgp) > 0 which determine N exceptional points

(other solutions with Re(fgp) < 0 do not produce new
exceptional points). An exception is the case 4 = 1 where
the number of solutions of Eq. (IV.22) with a negative
sign has one less solution. Nevertheless, all distinct ex-
ceptional points are obtained. We show some examples
in Fig. 5.
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FIG. 5. In the upper panel, solutions of the transcendental

equation (IV.22) for different fields @ and N = 40 are shown.
In the middle panel, we fix & = 1/2 and consider different
lattice sizes. In the bottom panel, we show the exceptional
points associated with (IV.22).

There is an additional possibility to cancel the discrim-
inant, first discovered in the study of exceptional points
of the Baxter free parafermionic model [50]. It consists
in imposing that the derivative of (IV.9) vanishes,

V(N +2) cos ((J;I + 1) 9) + N cos (J;fa> =0
(IV.24



in addition to (IV.9). The intersection of (IV.24) and
(IV.9) then gives [50],
sin((NV +1)0) — (N +1)sin(¢) =0 (IV.25)

whose solutions 6 = 6p give extra exceptional points

sin (%%P)
sin (5 +1)0gp)

(v3),  =- (IV.26)

EP

The transcendental equation (IV.25) is clearly indepen-
dent of the field u. It can be solved numerically; there
are N — 2 solutions [50] with Re(6gp) > 0 which fully
describe the field independent part of the discriminant.
The numerical solution for different lattice sizes is shown
in the upper panel of Fig. 6. Note that in this case the as-
sociated repeated quasienergy is not zero. Instead, they
trace interesting curves in the complex plane, see the ex-
amples shown in the bottom panel of Fig. 6.

V. BULK-BOUNDARY CORRESPONDENCE

It is well-known that the standard bulk-boundary cor-
respondence for topological Hermitian systems breaks
down in the non-Hermitian case. Mathematically, the
fundamental issue is that the eigenvalues of a finite non-
Hermitian matrix do, in general, not converge to the
eigenvalues of the semi-infinite case. This is similar to a
discontinuous point. More specifically, in the Hermitian
case we can connect the topological invariant calculated
for a periodic system with the number of edge states in a
finite system. The energy of these edge states converges
exponentially to zero with system size. This is what is
known as the standard bulk-boundary correspondence.

In the non-Hermitian case, the eigenspectrum cannot
be used to construct a bulk boundary correspondence for
a finite system. Instead, it is known from Toeplitz theory
that the singular value spectrum has to be used. The K-
splitting theorem states [51] that a system with winding
number I has K > |I| singular values which will converge
to zero with increasing system size and which belong to
states which are exponentially localized at the bound-
ary. In the semi-infinite case these states become exact
eigenstates with exactly zero energy but for finite system
size they only get mapped exponentially close to zero
by the Hamiltonian but are not exact eigenstates. I.e.,
in a finite non-Hermitian system the zero energy edge
modes are ’hidden’, in general, and constitute very long-
lived states. The proper bulk-boundary correspondence
for non-Hermitian systems was recently fully explored in
Ref. [25]. We note that this formalism does encompass
the Hermitian case because for a Hermitian matrix the
singular values are just the absolute values of the eigen-
values. Here we want to demonstrate the bulk-boundary
correspondence explicitly for the model under considera-
tion.
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FIG. 6. (a) The solution of Eq. (IV.26) leads to additional,
@ independent exceptional points. (b) The corresponding en-
ergies egp lie along non-trivial curves in the complex plane.

A. Singular values

To do so, we start by computing the eigenvalues of

Sy =TnTH (V.1)
when v = u = 0, that is, the open case with zero field.
The singular values o of Ty are given by the square roots
of the eigenvalues of ¥ which is a symmetric band ma-
trix with elements,

(XN)2j-1,2j41 = (EN)2j-1,2j-3 = VLW,
(En)2j2j—2 = (EN)2j2j+2 = WLVR,

(En)2j-1,2j-1 = VE + Why (En)2j2) = Wi + Vi
VZ, evenL

S (V2
W2, odd L V-2)

CEva=VE, (En)oeL= {



This means that Xy represents a hopping model with
next-nearest neighbour interaction.

The spectral problem (X )5 = o2

§ reads,

o’ — (VE + W3)

8253 + S2j41 = VilWn 5251
2 2 2
o — (Wi +V
S2j—2 + 82542 = %S% (VS)
LVR

with boundaries fixed by the last line in (V.2). Using the
method reviewed in App. A, we find that there are two
solutions to the difference equations (V.3).

In the first (second) solution the even (odd) compo-
nents of the vector § are zero sg; = 0 (sgj—1 = 0) and
the left boundary fixes the ratio ss/s1 (s4/s2). The first
solution has singular values

o5 = Vi + Wi+ 2V, Wg cos(¢) (V.4)
and vector components,
81 Vi sin(¢) sin(¢)
s _ Wa
P + 2 cos(o), (V.6)

where ¢ satisfies the transcendental equation,

n(20) (1 2eot) e (3 1)) o
(V.7)

The second solution has eigenvalues

02 = Wi+ Vi + 2WL Vg cos(w) (V.8)
and vector components,
S2 sin(w)
S4
— =2cos(w) (V.10)
So

with the parameter w satisfying,

sin ((JQV + 1) w) + %sin (];w> =0. (V.11)

The spectrum of (V.1) is given by the union of 03) and

02. Remarkably, the pairs of variables {Vz, Wgr} and

{Vg, W1} decouple from each other. This means that the
characteristic polynomial associated with (V.1) factorizes
into two independent factors depending solely on each of
these pairs.

The transcendental equations (V.7) and (V.11) can be
solved numerically. We find that (V.7) has N/2 real solu-
tions in the interval 0 < ¢ < 7 when |V, /Wgr| > 1. When
|V /Wgr| < 1 a complex conjugate pair emerges near .

This complex root produces an exponentially small singu-
lar value o4. Similarly, we find that (V.11) has N/2 real
solutions in the interval 0 < w < 7 when |Vg/W| > 1
and N/2— 1 real solutions plus a complex conjugate pair
solution when |Vg/Wr| < 1. In Fig. 7, we plot the small-
est two singular values coming from each transcendental
equation considering a lattice with IV = 100 sites.

1.0}

0.8}

0.6}

=
)
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0.2}

FIG. 7. The two smallest singular values from Eq. (V.4) (up-
per panel) and from Eq. (V.8) (lower panel). In both cases
the corresponding transcendental equation is solved numeri-
cally.

The Bloch Hamiltonian for the corresponding periodic
problem with u = 0 has block structure, see Eq. (II1.22).
There are therefore two winding numbers v; 5 defined
in Eq. (IT1.23). The k-splitting theorem then predicts
that there are K > |vi| + |vo| singular values o with
limy 00 0 = 0 [25, 51]. This is fully consistent with our
results, compare Fig. 7 with the phase diagram in the left
panel of Fig. 2.

B. Topological protection and hidden zero modes

In the limit of a semi-infinite chain, the system will
have K > |v1| 4 |v2] topologically protected edge modes
with exactly zero energy. However, these states will only
be eigenstates in this limit but not for a finite system. For
a finite system, the singular values have to be considered



FIG. 8. The smallest two singular values (top row) and the smallest two eigenvalues (bottom row) for Wz = 0.5 (left column)
and Wi = 1.5 (right column) with Vg = Wgr = 1 for a system with N = 200. The two eigenvalues are always degenerate.
The solid lines are for the unperturbed system, the dashed lines for a system where a random matrix with matrix elements
|ai;| < 0.02 has been added. The numbers in the top row indicate the sum of the winding numbers |v1| + |v2|.

as we have done above. Here we want to show explicitly
how the exact edge states in the semi-infinite limit arise
and that they become ’hidden’ if the system is finite.

For a semi-infinite chain, we can find zero modes by
looking for solutions of Hv = 0 and Hw = 0. Here H =
H(h; — h_;) is the reflected Hamiltonian with Fourier
components h;. The reason that we have to consider also
the reflected Hamiltonian is that we are thinking about a
system which extends up to infinity either from an edge
to the left or to the right.

The condition Hv = 0 leads to v, = 0 and Wrva; +
Vivaj+2 = 0 implying that all even vector components
are zero, vz; = 0. For the odd vector components we

find the recurrence relation Vgvaj_1 + Wrvojp1 = 0
J
with the solution vg;11 = (—X,—’Z) v1. In addition,

we have to demand that the solution is normalizable,
25
]2 = |2 52, (—v‘%) — 1. This is possible if

|Wr| > |Vg|. In this case, the semi-infinite chain has a
zero energy edge mode v exponentially localized at the
left edge with vector components

Ve’ ([ Ve’
V2541 = 1-— (VVL> <VVL> 5 V25 = 0. (V12)

Note that the only solution of Hv = 0 for a finite system
is the trivial vector v = 0.

Similarly, we can consider zero modes of the reflected
Hamiltonian, Hw = 0. In this case we find that an ex-
ponentially localized zero mode exists if |[Wg| > |V | and
has vector components

VL 2 VL J
Wojy1 =0, wojpo=1/1~— WR _WR )

(V.13)
Again, for a finite system the only solution to Hw = 0
is w = 0. The non-trivial edge mode with energy zero



only exists in the thermodynamic limit. We note that
we find the exact same separation of parameters as for
the singular values: the first zero mode depends only on
{VRr, W} and the second zero mode only on {V, Wg}.
For a finite system, we can truncate the vectors v, w.
They are then no longer eigenvectors, Hv # 0, but they
do get mapped exponentially close to zero, i.e. ||Hv|| — 0
for N — oo and similarly for w. This is what we mean
by hidden zero modes.

For the example considered in Fig. 8 with Vi =
Wgr = 1 this means that the first zero mode is stable
for —1 < V, < 1 and the second zero mode for [Wr| > 1.
This is fully consistent with the singular values as well as
with the winding numbers as is expected based on the K-
splitting theorem. We thus do have explicitly confirmed
the bulk-boundary correspondence in this case.

To check that the singular values with limy .o, 0 =0
are topologically protected while zero eigenvalues are, in
general, not protected for a finite non-Hermitian system,
we also show in Fig. 8 both quantities when calculated
for a finite Hamiltonian H (N = 200) with a random
complex matrix A with elements |a;;| < 0.02 added. The
results show that the singular values are stable and thus
indeed topologically protected while the eigenvalues are,
in general, not protected. More specifically, we find that
for the case W, = 0.5 shown in the lower left panel there
are two degenerate zero eigenvalues in the unperturbed
system for —0.4 < Vp < 0.5. However, the small pertur-
bation immediately moves them away from zero energy.
They are not protected.

The situation is slightly more complicated in the case
W1, = 1.5 shown in the lower right panel of Fig. 8. In the
unperturbed case, there are two degenerate zero energy
eigenvalues for —1.3 < Vi < 1.5. Interestingly, adding
a perturbation does not completely remove them from
zero energy. Instead, they are stable for —1 < V, < 1.
This can be understood as follows: in this regime, the
non-Hermitian Hamiltonian with Vg = Wgr = 1 and
W, = 1.5 can be adiabatically connected to a chiral Her-
mitian Hamiltonian without closing the gap. This can be
achieved, for example, by Wr — 1.5 and then Vi — V.
For the obtained Hermitian Hamiltonian one can calcu-
late the winding number of the upper block which turns
out to be I = 1. The standard bulk-boundary correspon-
dence then predicts the existence of two protected zero-
energy edge modes. Since the gap never closes and the
sub-lattice symmetry remains intact, these zero modes
survive in the non-Hermitian case. However, the full
topology of the non-Hermitian model also in this case
is only captured by the singular values, not by the eigen-
values.

VI. ENTANGLEMENT ENTROPY

In this section we investigate the entanglement entropy
for the non-Hermitian model (I1.4) with periodic bound-
ary conditions. We use the reduced density matrix ap-
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proach for free fermions [52, 53] which has been extended
to the non-Hermitian realm [26-28, 54, 55] using the gen-
eralized density matrix p = |r)(¢| where (¢| and |r) are
bi-orthogonal left and right eigenstates of (II.4). The
key quantity is the two-point correlation matrix with el-
ements

Ci; = (f\c;rcj|r> =tr (pc;rcj) (VL1)
Restricting the indices to a given subsystem A, the von
Neumann entanglement entropy is given by,

Sa= —Zuj logv; + (1 —v;)log(1l — v;) (VI.2)
J

where v; are the eigenvalues of the correlation matrix
(VL.1) restricted to A. In this paper we only consider
A = {1,...,N/2}, that is, we cut the system in half.
For the model considered in this paper, in contrast to
Hermitian systems, the eigenvalues v; and S4 can be
complex. Nevertheless, we will indiscriminately call S 4
the entanglement entropy. In addition, we choose the
branch cut of the logarithm to be on the negative real
axis.

Also, in non-Hermitian systems, the notion of a ground
state is not well defined since the spectrum is complex in
general. We have to distinguish two cases. If there is a
line gap, then we fill the states on one side of the line gap
so that there is an excitation gap. If there is no line gap
then constructing a ground state is somewhat arbitrary
but we will describe in each case what the chosen ground
state is.

To evaluate (VI.1), we first organize the eigenvalues in
the desired ordering,

D= diag(e(ka(l))v ceey €(k‘l(r(N)))

where e(kzg(j)) denotes one of the IV possible quasiener-
gies. Accordingly, define the column vectors,

(VL3)

r1(Ko (5))

(ko)) = % " kza(j) : (VL.4)
TN(k;a(j))
fl(kn(j))

Z(k‘g(j)): % “ ?(j) , (VL5)
EN(k.U(j))

with components given by (I11.1,I11.2), which are respec-
tively right and left eigenvectors of Ty with eigenvalue
€(ko(;))- Introduce the matrices

R = (F(ks1)); - - - ,F(kU(N))) , (VL.6)

L= (ko) {kony) ) (VL)



It follows that,

=L"R=1.
(VL.8)
The diagonalized hopping matrix is then given by

TR =RD, LYTy=DLY, RLT

Tv=n'Dn, n=L"c, n'=c'R (VL)

implying the algebra (I1.2) also for the 1. We have,

N N
¢ = Z Rjmnm, cj = Z Linn,, (VI.10)
m=1 n=1
Finally, define the states,
II 7 1n= ]I #ilo), (VL.11)
acocc. acocc.
and compute,
Cij = (llclejlr) = > LiaRja- (VL.12)

agcocc.

We now investigate the spectrum of the correlation ma-
trix (VI.12) and the associated entanglement entropy for
indices in (VI.12) restricted to 4,5 € {1,...,N/2}. We
perform numerical calculations for large lattices, in which
case we only keep eigenvalues of the correlation matrix
that satisfy |v;| > 107°° and |1 — v;| > 107°0. Addi-
tionally, we set to zero real or imaginary parts of v; and

1 — v; that are individually smaller than 107°0. This
J
1
C= 2
VVi-D(-Wwr)  /(Ve+D)(Wr+1)
- 4(1-Wp) B 4(Wr+1)

which is non-Hermitian and can have complex eigenval-
ues. Indeed, we plot both real and imaginary parts of the
two eigenvalues of (VI.13) in Fig. 9 for some fixed values
of Wy, as function of V..

We observe that within the phases characterized by
(1,—1) the eigenvalues form conjugate pairs of the form
1/2 £ ia, see panels (a) and (c) in Fig. 9 for the fixed
values Wy = +£1.5. The same form of eigenvalues is
observed for other values of |[Wy| > 1. Thus, in this
phase, the entanglement entropy is real and given by,

1
Sy = —log <4+a2

where o depends on Vi, and Wy. We also note that
a — oo as the transition point V; = 1 is approached
and, as a consequence, Sy diverges at V, = 1. On the
other hand, deep inside the phase, taking V;, = 0 and
W, — oo, we have @ — 0 and therefore So — 2log 2.
Increasing V7, and crossing the transition point Vz, = 1,

) + 4o arctan(2aq) (VI.14)
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is particular important in cases where the eigenvalues of
the correlation matrix are negative with a tiny imagi-
nary part, whose sign can numerically oscillate around
the branch cut. Before considering numerics, as a warm-
up, we study the trivial 2-cell model (N = 4) analytically.
Both zero field u = 0 and P7T-symmetric cases are con-
sidered.

A. Sub-lattice symmetric case

For the zero field case, setting Vg = Wgr = 1, let us
consider transitions between the phases (v1,12) = (1,—1)
(with W, > 1) and (0, —1), between (1,0) and (0,0) and
between (1,—1) (with Wi < —1) and (0, —1), recall the
phase diagram shown in the left panel of Fig. 2. For
concreteness, let us consider only Vi > 0. Recall that
the spectrum of 7y in the phases (1,—1) and (0,0) is in
general composed of two lobes in the complex plane either
separated by the imaginary axis or real axis, therefore
being characterized by I; = 0. On the other hand, the
spectrum in the phases (1,0) and (0, —1) traces a closed
path around Ep = 0, therefore being characterized by
I, #0.

We start with the 2-cell model (N = 4). For this lattice
size, there is no lobe in the spectrum, and the eigenval-
ues are either purely real or purely imaginary. We fill
the states with energy —+/(Vz F1)(1 F Wp) and leave
empty the states with energy \/(VL FLHAFWL). The
associated correlation matrix is given by,

VVi-D(a-wr)
IV —1)

VL) (Wi +1)
4(Vp+1)

(VI.13)

(

we observe that the eigenvalues of the correlation matrix
in the phase (0, —1) are complex, with the form £ 2 £ia.
That is, the eigenvalues have imaginary parts with op-
posite signs but with different real parts 8y = 1 — 1.
This leads to complex values for the entanglement en-
tropy. However, for large |Wp| the imaginary part tends
to disappear when V7, increases. In the limit V;, — oo
and |Wr| — oo, the exact eigenvalues of the correla-
tion matrix are 1/2 + v/2/4, producing a real entropy
So =~ 0.832991.

In the phase (1, 0), the eigenvalues once more have the
form ;2 + i with S = 1 — 31, and the entanglement
entropy is complex (except if Vi, = W), see panel (b)
in Fig. 9 for the fixed value Wy = 0.1. Moving to the
phase (0,0), we observe that the eigenvalues of C are
real, however, they are greater than unity or smaller then
zero, and therefore also produce a complex entanglement
entropy. Only in the limit V — oo and Wy — 0, do
the eigenvalues of the correlation matrix tend to 1 and 0,



thus producing a zero entanglement entropy.

Now, we consider larger lattice sizes using numerical
diagonalization. We observe a variety of possible types
of eigenvalues in the correlation spectrum, similar to the
trivial 2-cell model. In some phases, we may find eigen-
values with Re(v;) > 1 as well as Im(v;) # 0. Also, we
note that near the transition points the behaviour of the
correlation matrix eigenvalues is more intricate. Let us
analyze each phase in details. Results are collected in
Fig. 10 for a lattice composed of N = 120 sites. In the
insets of Fig. 10, we show the typical form of the com-
plex spectrum indicating the filling adopted, as well as
the real part of the eigenvalues of the correlation ma-
trix, considering a smaller lattice with NV = 52 for better
visualization of the results.

Starting with the phases (—1,1), see panels (a) and
(c) in Fig. 10 for the fixed values W, = £1.5, we observe
that most of the eigenvalues of the correlation matrix are
either close to 1 or 0. Some of the eigenvalues have the
property v; > 1 or v; < 0, and there are two eigenval-
ues sitting at 1/2 + ia. As the lattice size increases, we
observe that those eigenvalues with v; > 1 or v; < 0
tend to unity or zero, while a decreases. For instance,
for N = 52, the lattice size considered in the insets, the
highest eigenvalue is vpy,,x &= 1.000000000290214, the low-
est Vmin = 1 — Vmax and a ~ 4.275663 x 10~%, while
for N = 120 the highest eigenvalue for Wy = 1.5 and
Vi = 0.5 18 vmax &~ 1.00000000000000000265940, the low-
est Umin = 1 — Vmax and a & 2.955440 x 10~7. Therefore,
the entanglement entropy comes essentially from the con-
jugate eigenvalues 1/2 +ic, and its value is also given by
(VI.14). For a fixed length of the chain, but going deeper
into the phase by increasing |Wp|, we also note that «
decreases. Then, in the limit o« — 0, the entanglement
entropy has the finite value Sy, — 2log2 deep inside
the phase. Similar considerations can be made for the
phase (1, —1) with W < —1; note however that a differ-
ent filling must be used in this case.

Moving to the phases (0, —1), see once more panels (a)
and (c) in Fig. 10, we note that all eigenvalues of the cor-
relation matrix satisfy 0 < Re(v;) < 1, with most eigen-
values being either close to unity or zero. Some interme-
diate eigenvalues appear, and these carry a small imagi-
nary part. They produce a finite entanglement entropy,
also complex, but with a small imaginary part. However,
the number of intermediate states actually grows with
the length of the chain. This implies a scaling of the en-
tanglement entropy, see Fig. 11, where we fix Wy = 1.5

J
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and some values of V, deep inside the phase. We observe
a scaling of the form Re(Sy) ~ (¢/3)log(N) with ¢ =1,
as well as a decay Im(Sn) ~ exp(—log(N)) of the imag-
inary part. It follows that, remarkably, this phase may
be described by a CFT with central charge ¢ = 1, even
though it has a point gapped spectrum. Similar results
can be obtained for Wy, < —1 in the same phase (0, —1).

The phase (1,0), see panel (b) in Fig. 10, is similar to
the phases (0, —1). The scaling of the entanglement en-
tropy for this case is shown in Fig. 12. Also in this phase
the scaling of the entanglement entropy is consistent with
a central charge ¢ = 1.

The last phase to be discussed in this subsection is the
phase (0,0). Here, we observe eigenvalues of the correla-
tion matrix with Re(v;) > 1 and also some eigenvalues
with a small imaginary part. We note that, for fixed pa-
rameters Wy, and Vp, in this phase, the imaginary part
of the entanglement entropy decreases with the length
of the chain, while the real part slightly increases and
saturates. However, as we go deeper into this phase by
increasing V7, the entanglement entropy tends to disap-
pear. This phase is therefore trivial.

In summary, for the zero field case and in the ther-
modynamic limit, the entanglement entropy is real deep
inside the quantum phases, and discontinuous near the
transition points. The gapped non-trivial phases have
two protected eigenvalues at 1/2, contributing Sy =
2log 2 to the entanglement entropy.

B. PT-symmetric case

Let us now consider the P77 symmetric case with PBC,
setting w = 1. For simplicity, we will restrict ourselves
to the quadrant with V' > 0 and W > 0 in the phase
diagram shown in the right panel of Fig. 2. Then, four
regions must be analyzed. The region [W — V| <1 <
W +V is the exceptional phase, characterized by a large
number of exceptional points (recall Sec. IIIB). In this
phase, the PT-symmetry is broken. The regions W—-V <
—1 and W — V > 1 are adiabatically connected to the
standard SSH model via v — 0. Then, the former is
called the PT-unbroken trivial phase and the latter the
PT -unbroken topological phase. In the phase W+V < 1
the spectrum is purely imaginary, and we name it the
complex phase.

As before, we start our analysis by the simple 2-cell
model (N = 4), which has the following correlation ma-
trix,

(V—W)? 4 (V+W)? wW-V _ V+W
C— L[ (v—wyr—14i/(V—w)2—1 ' (V4W)2—1+i\/(V+W)2—1 VIV=-w)2-1 L /(V+W)2-1
“q W-V _ VW (V=W)2 n (V+W)?
VV=-w)z-1  (V+w)2-1 (V-W)2—iy/(V-W)2—1-1  (V4+W)2—iy/(V+W)2-1-1

associated with the filled states —/(V FW)2 — 1 and

(

empty states \/(V FW)2 —1. We plot in Fig. 13 the
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FIG. 9. Eigenvalues of the correlation matrix (top and middle panels) and entanglement entropy (bottom panels) for the trivial
two-cell model (N = 4) with zero field u = 0, Wg = Vg = 1 and some fixed values of Wy, indicated in the labels (a)-(c) as a

function of V..

eigenvalues of C' and the associated entanglement entropy
for some fixed values of V' as a function of W, covering
all the four regions of the phase diagram.

For V. =0and 0 < W < 1 that is, within the complex
phase, see panel (a) in Fig. 13, we can observe that the
eigenvalues of the correlation matrix are real with v; > 1
or v; < 0 until the phase transition point W = 1 is
reached. As a consequence, the entanglement entropy
is complex in this phase. Crossing the transition point
(W = 1) towards the PT-unbroken topological phase, we
note that the eigenvalues have the form 1/2+iw, and the
entanglement entropy is given by (VI.14). In the limit
W — oo, a becomes negligible and the entanglement
entropy tends to Sy — 2log(2), indeed characteristic of
a topological phase with winding I = 1.

Increasing V to V' = 0.5, see panel (b) in Fig. 13,
the behaviour of the eigenvalues v; is the same as for
V = 0 until the exceptional phase is reached at W =
0.5. Within the exceptional phase, the eigenvalues v;
have the form /5 2 *ia, that is, the eigenvalues have the

same imaginary part with opposite signs but different
real parts related by fo = 1 — 8. As a consequence,
the entanglement entropy is complex in the exceptional
phase. This phase ends at W = 1.5 from which point the
PT-unbroken topological phase is again reached being
characterized by a real entanglement entropy which tends
to Se — 2log(2) deep inside the phase.

To conclude the analysis of the 2-cell model, we con-
sider V' = 1.5 such that the P7T-unbroken trivial phase
is considered. This phase for V' = 1.5 occurs when
0 < W < 0.5, and we note that there the eigenvalues
are real with v; > 1 or v; < 0, producing again a com-
plex entanglement entropy except if W = 0. However,
deep inside the phase (V — o0), the eigenvalues tend
to 0 and 1, leading to a null entanglement, as expected
from a trivial phase. For 0.5 < W < 2.5 we encounter
once more the exceptional phase and for W > 2.5 the
PT-unbroken topological phase.

Finally, we consider the P7T case for large lattice sizes.
Results for the correlation spectrum are collected in
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FIG. 10. Entanglement entropy for the model with sublattice symmetry (zero field u = 0) for Vg = Wr = 1 and some fixed
values of Wy, indicated in the labels (a)—(c), as a function of Vz. The lattice size is N = 120. In the insets, the typical form of
the complex spectrum is shown; the occupied states are indicated by filled circles while the unoccupied states by open circles.
The typical eigenvalues of the correlation matrix are represented by empty up triangles (only the real part is shown since the
complex part when present is small). For better visualization, in the insets we consider N = 52.

Fig. 14 (where N = 52) and for the entanglement en-
tropy in Fig. 15 (where N = 120). The same four regions
considered for the 2-cell model are analyzed.

First, let us consider V' =0 and vary W. For 0 < W <
1, we note that the correlation matrix has real eigenval-
ues, most of them 0 or 1, but there is one eigenvalue
Vmax > 1 and one eigenvalue v, < 0. Remarkably,
these eigenvalues do not depend on the lattice size, and
therefore correspond to the two eigenvalues of the 2-cell
model. For instance, for V =0, W = 0.5, the eigenvalues
are Vmax ~ 1.077350 and vpmi, ~ —0.077350, which pro-
duces a finite entanglement entropy with negative real
part and positive imaginary part, precisely the same as
the 2-cell model, recall panel (a) in Fig. 13. Crossing the
transition point W = 1, we note that most of the eigen-
values of the correlation matrix are 0 or 1, but there are
a couple of eigenvalues of the form 1/2+ia, where « also
does not depend on the lattice size. However, we note
that for a fixed length o« — 0 when W — oo. Therefore,
like in some of the previously considered cases, the en-
tanglement approaches Sy/, — 2log(2) deep inside this
phase.

Now we consider V' # 0. Similarly to the 2-cell model,
by fixing 0 < V < 1, we can reach the complex phase,
the exceptional phase and the PT-unbroken topological
phase by varying W. On the other hand, by fixing V" > 1
and varying W we can reach the P7T-unbroken trivial
phase, the exceptional phase and the P7T -unbroken topo-
logical phase.

Let us consider once more V = 0.5. Within the com-
plex phase (0 < W < 0.5 for V = 0.5), all the eigenvalues

of the correlation matrix jump above unity or below zero,
see panel (a) in Fig. 14 where the parameters W = 0.45
and V' = 0.5 are used. This results in a complex value
for Sy/o, see panel (a) in Fig. 15. We note that two
eigenvalues stand out, being significantly greater than 1
or less than 0. All the eigenvalues of the correlation ma-
trix in this phase seem to vary slowly with the size of
the chain, actually tending to stabilize. For example, the
difference between the largest eigenvalues for the lattices
with N = 52 and with N = 120 is of the order of 1077,
Therefore, the entanglement entropy in this phase seems
to be finite. However, it is difficult to verify this property
since the model parameters in this phase lie in a finite
interval. Also, the phase is surrounded by critical lines
that drive the entanglement entropy to high values.
Moving to the PT-unbroken topological phase, we note
that the correlation spectrum is composed by eigenvalues
close to 1 and 0, with some of them being slightly bigger
than 1 or smaller then 0, as well as a conjugate pair of
the form 1/2 + i, see panel (b) in Fig. 14 where the
parameters are set to W = 1.7,V = 0.5. As the lattice
size increases, we note that the eigenvalues tend to 1 or 0,
while a decreases slowly and seems to stabilize with the
length of the chain. The associated entanglement entropy
is real and finite. Going deep into the phase by increasing
W, as before, a decreases and the entanglement tends to
Sny2 —+ 2log2, see both panels (a) and (b) in Fig. 15.
In the PT-unbroken trivial phase, the correlation spec-
trum is also composed mostly of 0’s and 1’s, some of them
slightly bigger than 1 or smaller than 0. Also, some eigen-
values carry an imaginary part in the form of conjugate
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FIG. 11. Scaling of the entanglement entropy in the phase
(0,—1) for W = 1.5 and values of Vi, deep inside the phase.

pairs, see panel (d) in Fig. 14 for the model parameters
W = 0.5 and V = 1.8. Interestingly, similarly to previ-
ous cases, both real and imaginary part of the eigenvalues
vary slowly with the length of the chain. Nevertheless,
deep inside this phase (large V'), the eigenvalues tend to
0 or 1 and produces zero entanglement, as expected from
a trivial phase; see panel (b) in Fig. 15.

Let us briefly discuss the exceptional phase. In this
phase we observe an intricate behaviour of the correla-
tion spectrum, characterized by various complex eigen-
values, see panel (¢) in Fig. 14 where the parameters are
set to V = 0.5, W = 1.2. This behaviour is reflected in
an intricate evolution of the entanglement entropy, see
panels (a) and (b) in Fig. 15. Interestingly, the entangle-
ment entropy detects the presence of the real exceptional
points (indicated by dashed lines in Fig. 15). For clarity,
we only pick a few values of W between the exceptional
points. Note that in the thermodynamic limit the entan-
glement entropy is ill defined in the exceptional phase,
since it is filled with exceptional points. For finite sys-
tems, we expect a scaling of Sy 2. This is numerically
challenging and goes beyond the scope of this paper.

In brief, the entanglement entropy has a rich behaviour
in the P7T symmetric model and is capable of detecting
exceptional points and phase transitions. In the PT-
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(1,0) for W = 0.1 and some values of V7, inside the phase.
Note that for Vi, = 0 the imaginary part is negative, so it is
its absolute value that decreases with the length of the chain.

unbroken topological phase there are two protected eigen-
values at 1/2, contributing 2log2 to the entanglement
entropy.

VII. CONCLUSION

In this paper we have analytically studied a paradig-
matic one-dimensional, non-Hermitian lattice model.
Our goal was to illustrate many of the unique features
of non-Hermitian systems in a concrete model and to do
so largely based on analytical instead of purely numeri-
cal results. We derived the eigensystems both for closed
(periodic and anti-periodic) as well as open boundary
conditions. Our analytical results show how the Bloch
waves in the closed case change into localized eigen-
states for open boundaries thus explicitly demonstrating
the non-Hermitian skin effect. Another common feature
of non-Hermitian systems are exceptional points where
both eigenvalues and -vectors coalesce. In the consid-
ered model, we have shown that such points typically
occur when the complex gap closes and that the loca-
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FIG. 13. Eigenvalues of the correlation matrix (top and middle panels) and entanglement entropy (bottom panels) for the
trivial PT-symmetric two-cell model (N = 4) with v = 1, some fixed values of V indicated in the labels (a)-(c) as a function

of W.

tion of exceptional points, in general, differs between the
closed and the open case. Surprisingly, we found in the
PT-symmetric phase that exceptional points can even
become dense in the thermodynamic limit, forming an
entire “exceptional phase”.

One of the central results of this work is an ex-
plicit demonstration of a proper bulk-boundary corre-
spondence for a non-Hermitian system. This point has
lead to some confusion in the literature. Here we have
shown that the winding numbers for the periodic sys-
tem determine the number of protected singular values
which go to zero in the thermodynamic limit. This num-
ber also corresponds to the number of exact zero-energy
edge modes for a semi-infinite chain. However, the eigen-
spectrum of the finite chain does, in general, not converge
to that of the semi-infinite one. Thus, no bulk-boundary
correspondence between winding numbers and the eigen-
spectrum of a finite system exists, in contrast to Her-
mitian systems. The exact zero-energy edge states in
the semi-infinite non-Hermitian case are not exact eigen-
states for a finite system. They become hidden which

means that they correspond to metastable states which
are, however, very long-lived and thus highly relevant
for our understanding of non-Hermitian systems; see also
Ref. [25] where this issue was discussed more generally. It
is also important to note that even if zero-energy eigen-
states for a finite system do exist, they are typically
not topologically protected. For the studied model we
demonstrated this explicitly by adding a small perturba-
tion to the Hamiltonian and showing that the eigenener-
gies shift while the topologically protected singular values
are stable.

Another aspect of topological protection in non-
Hermitian systems which we explored here is the entan-
glement spectrum. For cases with a line gap we could,
in particular, define a half-filled system where occupied
and unoccupied bands are separated by a gap. Since the
studied system is Gaussian, the entanglement spectrum
is fully determined by the spectrum of the single-particle
correlation matrix. We found that phase transitions and
exceptional points are indicated by discontinuities in the
entanglement entropy. Furthermore, we demonstrated
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that in topologically non-trivial phases there are pro-
tected eigenvalues in the entanglement spectrum which
lead to lower, non-trivial entanglement bounds.

Non-trivial topology in the studied non-Hermitian sys-
tem thus leads to two observable and experimentally rel-
evant phenomena: (1) Extremely long-lived stable zero
energy states, and (2) non-trivial entanglement in sys-
tems with a gap between occupied and unoccupied en-
ergy bands.

Appendix A: Some details for the open boundary
case

To make this paper self-contained, we review some de-
tails of the diagonalization of Ty (I1.4) for open boundary
conditions, that is, v = 0, following [44, 45].

The approach in [44] is based on recurrence relations
satisfied by the characteristic polynomial,

Pn(z) = dz?/t (Tv — 2). (A1)

The roots Py(z) = 0 are the quasienergies of the Hamil-
tonian (II.1). The characteristic polynomial (A.1) for
~v = 0 is special as it satisfies the recurrence relations

PQj(Z) = (—1u - z)ng_l(z) - VLVRPQj_Q(Z),
P2j_1(2) = (1u — Z)ng_g(z) — WLWRPQj_3(ZXA.2)

depending on the parity of N. Note that one has an
additional recurrence relation for the characteristic poly-
nomial, namely

PJ(Z) = ((Z + 1u)(z — iu) — (VLVr + WLWR)) Pj_Q(Z)
- VLVRWLWRPJ‘,LL(Z), (Ag)

where appropriate initial conditions must be chosen.

On the other hand, following [45], one notes that equa-
tions (I1.6,I1.7) can be iterated to the same fourth order
difference equation,

VrWr
Tjt2 + mrj—z
_(_ (iu+€)(iv —€) + (VLVR + WL WR) r(A4)
VW,

The difference equation (A.4) can be compared to (A.3)
leading to the solution (IV.10).
In addition, following [45], introduce

an-‘,—l _ I@m-‘,—l

Tn(a, B) = g (A.5)
and the sequence
ant2 — (@ + B)ant1 + afa, = 0. (A.6)
Then, it follows that
an = Tn-s(a, B)az — aBTy—3(a, B)ar (A.7)
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is the solution of the difference equation (A.G). Now

choosing

(iu—€)(—iu—¢€) — (VL. Vg + WLWR%A.8)

ath= VWi,
VeWr
= A.
0B = (A.9)
it follows that
7‘2]‘ = j,Q(Oé,B)h; —OéﬁT};g(Oé,ﬁ)Tg, (AlO)

roj—1 = Tj_a(a, f)rs — affT;_3(c, B)r1, (A.11)

is a solution of (II.6,I1.7,A.4). The boundary conditions
determine,
ro = € — iu,

rn =V, ’/‘3=WR+VL(04+B),

ry = (e —iu) (2%+a+6>.

. (A.12)

where r; = Vi, is an arbitrary choice. The conditions
(A.8) give {e, B} in terms of a,

€ = i\/VLVR-I-WLWR‘FVLWL(a"’ﬁ)_u2>
VRWRl

= . Al
b= YW, a (A.13)
Using the parametrization
a= VVRVWr exp(if), (A.14)
VVivWy
and then
Tn a, VRWR l _ VREWE SIH((.TL + )9) (A15)
ViWr « VEW? sin(6)

in (A.10,A.11) we find (IV.10,IV.11) with the initial con-
ditions (A.12).

The boundary condition at the end of the chain gives a
condition on the parameter 8, which depends on whether
N is odd or even. For odd N, the condition xr41 =
0 comes from (IV.10) with 2n = L 4+ 1 and gives the
quantized solution (IV.8). For even N, the condition
xr+1 = 0 comes from (IV.11) with 2n —1 = L + 1 and
leads to the transcendental equation (IV.9). The solution
(IV.12,IV.13) is obtained analogously.

Appendix B: Discriminant of the characteristic
polynomial

We recall that a polynomial has repeated roots if and
only if its discriminant

disc(Py(z)) = disc (dﬁt (Tw — z)) (B.1)

vanishes. The discriminant is given by the determinant

of the Sylvester matrix [56], and it is in general an in-
tricate expression of the parameters of the model. The



vanishing of the discriminant (B.1) is a necessary condi-
tion for the existence of an exceptional point. Of course,
the discriminant vanishes when the quasienergies collide.
Additionally, for the model considered in this paper, the
eigenvectors always coalesce when the quasienergies col-
lide, recall the expressions (I11.8,I11.9,1V.10). Thus, the
collision of quasienergies is also sufficient for the existence
of an exceptional point.

In the main text, the conditions for gap closing/ex-
ceptional points are determined from the simple charac-
terization of the eigenvalues by (III.7) and (IV.4). Here
these results are verified by explicitly computing the dis-
criminant (B.1) using Mathematica for different bound-
ary conditions.

1. Closed boundary conditions

Let us consider v = 1 and u = 0. For a lattice with
N = 10 sites the discriminant (B.1) is given by,

disc(Ply ") (2)) = 10" (WS + V) (Vi + W3)
x (VEwg - vEWR)®. (B.2)

The roots of the factors (W7 +V3) (VP + W) are
clearly given by (I11.17). The extra factor comes from
(I11.20), which can be seen by writing (II1.20) like,

VWL _ itkr)

VeWr
with £+ ¢ = 1,...,5. As mentioned in the main text,
this last factor produce degenerate eigenvalues of Ty but
associated with different eigenvectors, thus they are not
exceptional points.

Now let us consider again N = 10, v = 1, but with
u # 0. In this case the discriminant is given by,

disc(P{EP9 (2)) = 100 (VPWE — viwy)®
X ((WL -+ VR) (VL + WR) - 7.L2) U(u)
(B.4)

eim(t+t) (B.3)

where
Uu) = u® +ub (VpWp + VeWg — 4V Vi — AW W)

+ ut(6VEVE — 3VEVRW L + VEW] = 3V L VAWR
VL VRW L Wy — 3VEWEW R — 3V WEWR
+VEWE — 3VRW, W3 + 6WEW3)

+ (= AVEVE + 3VEVEW, — 2VEVRWE + VEW}
+3VEVEWR — 6VAVAW L WR + AVEVRWEWR
—2VEWRWR — 2VLVEWE + AV VAW, W3
—6VL VRWEWE + 3V, WEW3E + VEW3
—2VAWL W} + 3VRWEWE — AW W3)

+ (~WLVE + WEVE = WiVe + Wi + V)

X (=VEWr + VEWg = VIWR + Vi + W) .
(B.5)
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The factor (VPW} — VEW3) is also present for the non-
zero field case, and is solved by (B.3), however it does
not lead to exceptional points. To analyze the factor
(W + Vg) (VL + Wg) — u?*) U(u) we recall (IIL.16) for
every possible quantized k (five for N = 10). For exam-
ple, for k = 2,

Hy(2m)Hy (2m)—u? = (Wp + Vg) (Vi + Wg)—u?. (B.6)

Actually, we can check by brute force the following fac-
torization,

((WL + VR) (VL + WR) — u2) U(u) =

5
H Hl(km)HQ(km) — u2 (B7)

and confirm that the exceptional points give the roots of
the discriminant.

2. Open boundary conditions

Now let us consider N =11, vy =0 (OBC) and v = 0.
In this case the discriminant (B.1) is given by,

disc(PLOB9) (2)) = 48922361856V 2OV2OW 2020 £3 43 £3

(B.8)
where
fi = ViV + W Wk
fo = VEVE = VLVRWLWg + WiWp
fa = VEVE+VLVRWLWr+WiW3.  (B.9)

Of course, the discriminant (B.8) vanishes when any of
the couplings vanishes, consistent with our findings in
the main text. The remaining factors can be verified by
rewriting

5\
Fifafs =VEVEY (ﬂ) (B.10)

=0

whose ten roots are given by (IV.16).
Next, we turn on the field . In this case, we have,

dise(PLOP9 (2)) = —48922361856V V220120
X f12f22f32919293 (B.11)
where f; is given by (B.9) and g; are given by
g = v’ — (VLVe + WL Wg),
g2 = u' =207 f1 + fo,
g3 = ut —2u%f1 + fs. (B.12)

Part of the roots remain the same as in the zero field case,
but field dependent factors g; appear. These are associ-
ated with (IV.20). Indeed, by brute force computation
we can verify

5

H u? — Hy () Ha(0,n) = 919293 (B.13)
m=1



where 6,, is given by (IV.8). Let us remark that the prod-

uct g192gs only depends on @ and V8, up to an overall
factor.

Finally, let us consider N = 12 with non-zero field w.
The discriminant is given by,

disc(P{P (2)) = 4096 VOV WOW O U U, (u)

(B.14)
where
Uy = 153664VSVE + 98000V VAW L Wr
+ 60152VEVEWERWE + 34T00VEVEW W
+ 17856V, VRW W 4+ 6912W ;W5 (B.15)
and
U (u) = u?— U10(6VLVR + 5WLWR)

+ 5ub(BVEVE + AV VRW L Wg + 2WEW3)

— 2uS(10VEVE + 15VEVEW L, Wg + 12V, VRWEW3E
+EWEWE)

+ ut(15VAVA 4+ 20VEVEWL Wg + 18VAVAWEWE
H12VLVRWEWE + 5WEWR)

— WA (6VPVE + SVAVAW L Wg + AVEVAWEWS
F3VEVEWEIW S + 2V, VRW W + WEW3)

+ VPV (B.16)
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Again, it is clear that the vanishing of any of the coupling
parameters leads to a null discriminant (B.14). The fac-
tor Uy can be written as

125 1 7519 1
Uo = 153664VEVA(1+ 0 — + ——g
196 /52 ' 19208 /5

34709 1 279 1 . 108 1

. (Ba
+153664 \/36 * 2401 \/58 + 2041 \/510> (B.17)

This factor is independent of the field u, and we can check
numerically that the ten roots are given by (IV.25,1V.26),
see summary in Table I. The field dependent factor
Ui(u) can also be written in terms of V4§ and @ =

u/(vVWiv/Wr), namely,

Ur(u) = VEVE (1 _ “(3\1;; 1) u(u+ 1)(\3/1;4 —u—1)
a(a—1)? u+1)3> <1_ a(3a— 1)

NCR 5
+ﬂ(ﬁ - 1)(\3/1;—1—u -1 B a(u + ]_\)/;((iu _ 1)3) (B18)

We verify numerically that (IV.22,1V.23) do provide the
roots of Uy(u) = 0. In Table IT we consider & = 1/2
and the associated solutions of (IV.22), as well as the

associated exceptional v/8’s.
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