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We propose a geometric series modulated non-Hermitian quasiperiodic lattice model, and explore
its localization and topological properties. The results show that with the ever-increasing summation
terms of the geometric series, multiple mobility edges and non-Hermitian point gaps with high
winding number can be induced in the system. The point gap spectrum of the system has a
Matryoshka doll-like structure in the complex plane, resulting in a high winding number. In addition,
we analyze the limit case of summation of infinite terms. The results show that the mobility edges
merge together as only one mobility edge when summation terms are pushed to the limit. Meanwhile,
the corresponding point gaps are merged into a ring with winding number equal to one. Through
Avila’s global theory, we give an analytical expression for mobility edges in the limit of infinite
summation, reconfirming that mobility edges and point gaps do merge and will result in a winding
number that is indeed equal to one.

I. INTRODUCTION

Anderson localization reveals the phenomenon of how
electron Bloch wave diffusion is suppressed by random
disorder [1]. To this day, the discussion of localization
problems remains a dynamic field in condensed matter
physics. The scaling theory established in the middle
of last century fully reveals that Anderson localization
caused by disorder is dependent on system dimension [2–
5]. Specifically, in low dimensions (D < 3), arbitrarily
small disorder suffices to localize the system [2]. For the
case of D = 3, extended and localized states can coexist,
separated by the so called mobility edge (ME) [5–8]. This
implies that, the localization phase transition depends on
the disorder strength and energy in 3D system.

Different from random disorder, quasiperiodic systems,
which are intermediate between disorder and order sys-
tem, are widely used to study localization phase transi-
tions and MEs in low-dimensional systems. A widely
known 1D quasiperiodic system is called the Aubry-
André (AA) model, whose transition point from ex-
tended to localized phases can be exactly determined
by self-duality conditions [9, 10]. The self-duality con-
dition also predicts that the extended and localized
states cannot coexist and that there are no MEs. Con-
sequently, generalized versions of the AA model have
been proposed to study MEs, including modulated lat-
tice structures, modified quasiperiodic potentials [11–24],
and the introduction of long-range hopping [25–29]. Be-
yond these, the AA model has found widespread appli-
cations in exploring topological Anderson insulators [30–
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33], transport properties [34–36], entanglement transi-
tions [37–40], and multifractal phases [16, 23, 29, 41–
45]. These remarkable properties can be experimentally
realized using cold atomic systems [46–51], optical lat-
tices [36, 47, 49, 50, 52–57], photonic crystals [58–61],
and superconducting qubits [62].

Recently, there has been a growing interest in localiza-
tion and topological phase transitions in non-Hermitian
quasiperiodic systems [31, 63–87], where non-Hermiticity
can stem from non-reciprocal hopping or complex on-
site potential [68–70]. Essentially, the two types of non-
Hermitian modulations are related. One can uncover this
relation through the dual transformation, that complex
on-site potential is equivalent to non-reciprocal hopping
in the dual space, vice versa. Furthermore, when there
are MEs in the system, the above two non-Hermitian
modulation will exhibit the dual relationship. Specif-
ically, under the condition of complex on-site poten-
tial (non-reciprocal hopping) modulation, the extended
states (localized states) possess the real spectra, while
the localized states (extended states) correspond to the
complex spectra. Such complex spectra form closed loops
in the complex plane and cause the system to exhibit
non-zero topological winding numbers [88–90]. The An-
derson transition point in energy coincides with the PT
symmetry breaking [28, 67, 70, 75–77, 91–93].

So far, although a lot of efforts have been made in
the study of the traditional point gap with winding
number equal to one [69, 70, 94, 95], few papers dis-
cuss the point gap with higher-spectrum winding num-
bers [76, 87]. This work, therefore, is devoted to study-
ing the non-Hermitian topological point gap with higher-
spectrum winding numbers, the corresponding localiza-
tion properties and MEs.

The main findings of this manuscript are as follows.

ar
X

iv
:2

41
0.

04
46

9v
1 

 [
co

nd
-m

at
.d

is
-n

n]
  6

 O
ct

 2
02

4

mailto:szhongli@m.scnu.edu.cn
mailto:lizphys@m.scnu.edu.cn


2

Multiple MEs and Matryoshka doll-like higher-spectrum
point gap can emerge in non-Hermitian quasiperiodic lat-
tice system.

The rest of the paper is structured as follows. In
Sec. II, we give a brief introduction to the theoreti-
cal model and the main findings. In Sec. III, through
three cases, we provide the evidence of the emergent Ma-
tryoshka doll-like point gaps. By Avila’s global theory,
we analytially discuss the case of infinity summation limit
in Sec. IV. We summarize this manuscript in Sec. V.

II. MODEL

Let’s start at a non-Hermitian geometric series modu-
lated (GSM) qusiperiodic potential [see Fig. 1(a)]. The
corresponding Hamiltonian reads

H =

L−1∑
j=1

(Jc†jcj+1 +H.c.) +

L∑
j=1

Vjc
†
jcj , (1)

where

Vj =

N∑
n=1

λe−(n−1)qein(2παj+θ), (2)

and c†j (cj) denotes the fermion creation (annihilation)
operator on site j. J represents the nearest-neighboring
hopping strength and L is the system size. Vj is the
GSM potential with quasiperiodic strength λ. N is the
number of summation terms of the geometric series. The
corresponding common ratio of the geometric series is
e−qei(2παj+θ), where α is an irrational number to garan-
tee that the potential energy has a quasiperiodic struc-
ture and θ is the phase offset. When θ = 0, one has V−j =

(a) GSM quasiperiodic lattice

(b) Matryoshka doll-like point gaps 

FIG. 1. The scheme diagram of GSM lattice model (a) and
Matryoshka doll-like point gaps spectra (b).

V ∗
j and the system is PT symmetric in rigorous periodic

boundary conditions (PBCs). Without loss of generality,
in numerical computation, we set J = 1 as unit energy,
θ = 0, q = 0.2 and α = limm→∞ Fm−1/Fm = (

√
5− 1)/2

with Fm being the m-th Fibonacci number. For finite

size cases, we set system size L = Fm and α = Fm−1/Fm

to ensure rigorous PBCs.
We focus on the properties of MEs and topology point

gaps. To this end, we calculate two key quantities.
One is the fractal dimension, which constitutes the core

quantity describing the localization properties and MEs.
The fractal dimension can be defined as [19]

Γm = − lim
L→∞

ln ξm
lnL

, (3)

where ξm =
∑L

j=1 |ψj,m|4 is the corresponding inverse
participation ratio. ψj,m denotes the amplitude for the
mth eigenstate at the jth site. For the localized (ex-
tended) state, Γ = 0 (Γ = 1), while the critical state
corresponds to Γ ∈ (0, 1). Note that, Γ tending to 1(0)
would indicate the extended (localized) state at finite
size.
The other is the winding number, which represents a

key quantity that reflects the topological properties and
can be defined as

ω(Eb) = lim
L→∞

1

2πi

∫ 2π

0

dθ
∂

∂θ
ln

{
det[H(θ → θ

L
)− Eb]

}
,

(4)
which describes the number of times the spectrum revolv-
ing around the base point Eb in the complex plane [70,
89]. Below, we exhibit that Matryoshka doll-like point
gaps [see Fig. 1(b)] emerge in the lattice model (1).

III. MATRYOSHKA DOLL-LIKE POINT GAPS

A. Traditional point gap with ω = 1

First, we consider the case ofN = 1. The quasiperiodic
potential contains only the first term of the geometric
series (2), i.e.,

Vj = λe(i2παj+θ). (5)

Under such circumstance, the model is an integrable sys-
tem. The critical point of Anderson transition is lo-
cated at λc = J . The corresponding Lyapunov expo-
nent γ = ln(λ/J) [70, 76, 95]. When λ < J (λ > J),
the system is extended (localized) and the eigenenergy
spectrum E(k) = 2 cos(k) [E(k) = λeik + λe−ik] with
k ∈ (0, 2π], which corresponds to the trivial (topological)
phase. In the topological phase, the maximum winding
number ω = 1, which equals to the summation number
of the GSM potential.

B. The point gap with ω = 2

Now, let’s turn to point gaps with hight winding num-
bers. Under the condition of N = 2, the corresponding
quasiperiodic potential reads

Vj = λei(2παj+θ) + λe−qei2(2πα+j+θ). (6)
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(b) 𝜆 = 0.2

(d) 𝜆 = 1

(c) 𝜆 = 0.7

(e) 𝜆 = 1.7

(a) (f)
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FIG. 2. (a) The phase diagram of fractal dimension Γ in the λ−E plane. Eigenenergies in the complex plane with λ = 0.2 (b),
λ = 0.7 (c), λ = 1 (d) and λ = 1.7 (e). (f) Arg[det(H −Eb)] versus θ, where we set Eb = 1, 1, 1, − 0.95 [marked as rhombus
in (b)-(e)]. Throughout, we set L = 610, α = 377/610 and N = 2.

In Fig. 2(a) we exhibit the fractal dimensions Γ versus λ
and E. By contrast to the case of traditional point gap,
the Matryoshka doll-like point gaps emerge here accom-
panied by MEs. In concrete terms, for the former, there
is no ME, and only a clean critical point (λ = J) exists
between the localized and extended states. For the lat-
ter, however, the potential of one more summation term
cause the ME to be in the interval 0.48 < λ < 1.2 [see
Fig. 2(a)]. Furthermore, the localized states gradually
invade the extended region until all eigenstates become
localized with an increasing λ. Meanwhile, as the eigen-
spectrum changes from pure real to complex, the system’s
PT symmetry is gradually broken [see Fig. 2(b)-(e)]. One
can also see that the localized state forms two separated
circles at the maximum and minimum eigenvalues, which
are connected by the eigenvalues of the extended state.
And when all the eigenstates are localized, the two cir-
cles fuse to form a Matryoshka doll-like structure [see
Fig. 2(e)]. Fig. 2(f) exhibits the argument of the deter-
minants H − Eb as a function of the flux θ, where the
corresponding base points Eb are marked as a rhombus
in Fig. 2(b)-(e). One can find that the Arg[det(H −Eb)]
is always zero with θ for the extended phase (λ = 0.2),
corresponding to the trivial phase with winding number
ω = 0. Under the condition of λ = 0.7 and λ = 1, the
Arg[det(H − Eb)] forms a cycle with the θ, correspond-
ing to the topological phase with winding numbers ω = 1.
Under the condition of complete localization (λ = 1.7),
a topological phase with higher-order winding number
ω = 2 emerges with an increasing θ.

In other words, two stepwise phase transitions occur in
the system, i.e., localization and topological phase tran-
sition. These two phase transitions have exactly iden-
tical critical points and corresponding regions of differ-
ent phases. That is to say, when the system gradually
changes from the extended phase, through the interme-
diate phase, and finally into the localized phase, the topo-
logical properties of the system also gradually change
from the trival phase, through the topological phase of
ω = 1, and finally into the topological phase of ω = 2.

Meanwhile, the symmetry of the system will start with
PT symmetry, then enter a partial PT symmetry broken
region, and finally become a state where PT symmetry
is completely broken.

C. The point gap with ω = 3

For the case of N = 3, one more term is added into
the summation of GSM potential, which can be written
as

Vj = λei(2παj+θ) + λe−qe2i(2παj+θ) + λe−2qe3i(2παj+θ).
(7)

The corresponding fractal dimension Γ of all eigenstates
as a function of λ is plotted in the following Fig. 3(a).
One can find that there are more MEs and more cir-
cles of point gap spectrum [see Fig. 3(b)-(d)]. Further-
more, the point gap’s circles emerge one by one in the
complex plane. To be more specific, two circles will ap-
pear first at either end of the real energy, and then the
third circle structure appears from the middle of the en-
ergy spectrum [see Fig. 3(a)]. These circle structures
with complex values correspond to localized eigenstates,
which are connected together in the complex plane by
the pure real eigenspectrum of extended states. Later,
with the increase of disorder strength λ, the three dis-
crete circles will become increasingly larger. Finally, they
merge together to form a three-layer Matryoshka doll-like
point gap [see Fig. 3(b)-(d)]. The corresponding winding
numbers will gradually complete the transformation of
0 → 1 → 2 → 3. Again, accompanied by topological and
localization phase transitions, the PT symmetry gradu-
ally breaks. The corresponding arguments confirms the
conclusion as shown in Fig. 3(e).
Combining the above results of N = 2 and N = 3,

one can find that the winding number, the circle number
of point gaps and the number of MEs are all dominated
by the potential energy structure, i.e. the number of
summation terms N . In concrete terms, the number of
summation terms N corresponds to the winding number
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(a) (b) 𝜆 = 0.8 (c) 𝜆 = 1.2

(d) 𝜆 = 1.9 (e)

FIG. 3. (a) The phase diagram of fractal dimension Γ in the λ − E plane. Eigenenergies in the complex plane with λ = 0.8
(b), λ = 1.2 (c), λ = 1.9 (d). (f) Arg[det(H − Eb)] versus θ, where we set Eb = 0, 0, − 1.85 [marked as rhombus in (b)-(d)].
The other parameters L = 610, α = 377/610 and N = 3.

ω = N , the circle number of point gaps is equal to N ,
and the number of MEs is equal to 2(N − 1).

IV. THEORETICAL ANALYSIS IN INFINITE
LIMIT (N = ∞)

Now, let’s consider the limit case of N = ∞. Since
the common ratio satisfies |e−qei(2παj+θ)| ∈ (0, 1], the
corresponding geometric series converges. Then, by using
the geometric series’ summation formula, one can obtain

Vj =
λei(2παj+θ)

1− e−qei(2παj+θ)
. (8)

Note that, the expression Eq. (8) is a non-Hermitian ver-
sion Ganeshan-Pixley-Das Sarma potential [13], and the
corresponding MEs can likewise be solved exactly by the
Avila global theory.

Under the condition of N = ∞, the eigenequation for
Hamiltonian (1) is

Eψj = ψj+1 + ψj−1 + Vjψj , (9)

and the corresponding transfer matrix is

Tj =

[
E − Vj −1

1 0

]
= AjBj , (10)

where

Aj =
1

1− e−qei(2παj+θ)
,

Bj =

[
E − (Ee−q + λ)ei(2παj+θ) −1 + e−qei(2παj+θ)

1− e−qei(2παj+θ) 0

]
.

(11)
With the help of the transfer matrix, one can calculate
the Lyapunov exponent (LE), i.e.,

γ = lim
L→∞

1

L
ln
∥∥∥∏L

j=1Tj

∥∥∥ , (12)

where ∥·∥ denotes the matrix norm. The LE can be di-
vided into two parts, i.e., γ(E) = γA(E) + γB(E), in
which

γA(E) = lim
L→∞

1

L
ln

L∏
j=1

1∣∣1− e−qei(2παj+θ)
∣∣ =

{
0, q ≥ 0,
−q, q < 0.

(13)
and γB(E) can be calculated by Avila global theroy [96].
We insert an additional imaginary phase θ → θ + iϵ.
Although Tj ∈ SL(2,C) is not an even function for ϵ,
we can handle it by complexification as well [21, 96–99].
Then, by letting ϵ→ −∞, one can get

Bj,ϵ = e−qeϵei(2παj+θ)

[
−(E + λeq) 1

−1 0

]
+O(1). (14)

Then, we obtain γB,ϵ = γB,0 + ϵ + O(1), where γB,0 =

ln

∣∣∣∣ |E+λeq|+
√

|E+λeq|−4

2

∣∣∣∣ − q. Combined with γA, we ob-

tain γϵ = γA+γB,0+ ϵ+O(1). Note that, γϵ is a convex,
piecewise linear function of ϵ with their slopes being in-
tegers. If the energy belongs to the spectrum, one can
obtain the LE for q > 0, i.e.,

γ = ln

∣∣∣∣∣ |E + λeq|+
√
|E + λeq| − 4

2

∣∣∣∣∣− q. (15)

The ciritical energy of MEs satisfies γ = 0. Then, one
can obtain

Ec = (1− λ)eq + e−q. (16)

The numerical fractal dimension Γ as a function of λ are
plotted in Fig. 4(a), where the red dashed line is the exact
ME Ec from the expression Eq. (16). The numerical
results are in good agreement with analytical expression.
From the Fig. 4(a), as the quasiperiodic strength λ in-

creases, the first phase transition occurs at E = 2, and
the last phase transition occurs at E = −2 (λc ≈ 3.5).
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 𝜆 = 4

(b) (a)

FIG. 4. (a) The phase diagram of fractal dimension Γ in
the λ − E plane, red dashed line denotes the analytical ME.
(b) The winding number versus λ for Eb = −2 (red line)
and Eb = 2 (blue line). The insets exhibit point gaps in the
complex plane, where the base point Eb = −2, 2 [the rhombus
in the insets]. Parameters L = 610, α = 377/610 and N = ∞.

After that, the system enters the localized phase com-
pletely. For the case of −2 < E < 2, the critical points
are in the interval 0 < λc < 3.5.
Furthermore, we can fix the base points Eb = ±2

and compute the winding number ω as a function of
λ to characterize the appearance of MEs and the com-
plete localization transition, respectively [see the insets
of Fig. 4(b)]. One can see that when the MEs appear, the
ω for the base Eb = −2 transforms from 0 to 1 and the
system has a topological point gap. When ω for the base
point Eb = ±2 are both non-zero, the system enters the
localized phase completely. Specifically, we show in the
inset the fractal dimension Γ in the complex plane under
λ = 1 (coexistence of extended and localized states) and
λ = 4 (localized phase), which agree with our previous
analysis well. Therefore, for the case of N = ∞, the
localized region encroaches on the extended region from
the maximum real energy, and there is always only one
topological gap in the system. The corresponding maxi-
mum winding number ω = 1 (see Appendix B for details
about phase diagrams versus N).

V. CONCLUSION

In summary, we study localization and topological
phase transitions in a GSM quasiperiodic lattice. The re-
sults reveal that multiple MEs and point gaps with high
winding number can emerge under the condition of sum-
mation terms’ number N > 1. The system’s PT symme-
try is damaged synchronously with the phase transition.
Specifically, for the case of finite summation number N ,
the circle number of topological point gaps can at most be
N . As the eigenstates continuously transform into local-
ized states, the different point gaps gradually merge, and
the maximum winding number gradually increases from
ω = 0 to ω = N . For the limit case of N = ∞, however,
Avila’s global theory can give the exact ME’s expres-
sion. Analytical and numerical results consistently show
that the corresponding MEs (topological point gaps) will
merge together, resulting in a winding number ω = 1.

Furthermore, the main results confirm that the proper-
ties of MEs and point gap structures are consistent with
the behavior of topological boundaries and PT symmetry
breaking.
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Appendix A: The evolution of point gap with
respect to λ

To exhibit the Matryoshka doll-like point gaps and the
process of finding the base point Eb, we provide two ex-
amples, i.e., the case of N = 2 and N = 4.
First, let’s discuss the case of N = 2. It is not difficult

to find from Fig. 5 that with the increase of quasiperi-
odic strength, some states with the largest eigenenergy
in the system undergo localization phase transitions first.
Then, as λ continues to increase, some eigenstates with
the lowest energy begin to enter the localized state.
Then, the number of localized states will continue to
increase with an increasing λ, and eventually all ex-
tended states will tranform into localized states. Then,
the two points will merge together to form a two-layer
Matryoshka doll-like structure. After that, by further in-
creasing λ, the size of the ring become even larger, and
the two-layer circile structure will always exist.
Now we turn to the case of N = 4. With the increase of

quasiperiodic strength λ, the pace of phase transition is
simular to the former case, i.e., the states in the two ends
of eigenenergy localized first, and the states in the middle
will follow suit. Besides, unlike the N = 2 case, there
are more point gaps with higher-order winding number.
Specifically, there are point gaps with winding number
ω = 1 (e.g., subfigures of λ = 0.4), ω = 2 (e.g., subfigures
of λ = 1.0), point gaps of ω = 3 (e.g., subfigures of
λ = 1.4), ω = 4 (e.g., subfigures of λ = 1.6) [see Fig. 6].

Appendix B: Discussions on phase diagram of
different N

In fact, while the number of MEs increases with an
increasing N , the interval between MEs decreases versus
N . Then, for the case of N → ∞, the interval between
two nearest-neighboring MEs approaches 0, and finally
merges into one ME [see Fig. 7].

The relationship between the ME and the parameter
N can be summarized as follows. Under the condition
of N = 1, the system exhibits a traditional topological
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𝜆 = 0.2

𝜆 = 1.4

𝜆 = 0.4

𝜆 = 1.6

𝜆 = 0.6
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𝜆 = 1.2

𝜆 = 3.0

10 Γ

ω=1

ω=2

FIG. 5. The detialed evolution of point gap and the corresponding winding number with repsect to λ under the condition of
N = 2. The qusiperiodic strength are marked. The other parameters L = 610, α = 377/610 and q = 0.2.
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10 Γ
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-3 3
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-0.5
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1

ω=1

ω=3 ω=4

ω=2

- 

- 

-1.2

1.2

-3 0.5
-1
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-2.5 1
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0.8

-2.3 1
-0.8

0.8

-2 1

-0.6

0.6

-2 1
-0.5

0.5

-2 1

FIG. 6. The detialed evolution of point gap and the corresponding winding number with repsect to λ under the condition of
N = 4. The qusiperiodic strength are marked. The other parameters L = 610, α = 377/610 and q = 0.05.

point gap, in which there is no ME and only a standard
critical point, namely λc = J . With the increase of pa-
rameterN , multiple MEs gradually appear in the system,
and the number of MEs is 2(N − 1), which is consistent
with the previous prediction. Finally, as N increases,
the exponential decay term at large N makes the MEs
all merge together, while only one ME can be observed

on the phase diagram. One can obtain the same con-
clusion from the point of view of topological point gap
analysis, i.e., although the increase of point gaps’s circle
promotes a higher winding number with an increasing N ,
the maximum winding number decreases to 1 due to the
merging of point gaps’ circles.
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chains, Phys. Rev. B 109, 024306 (2024).

[41] F. Liu, S. Ghosh, and Y. D. Chong, Localization and
adiabatic pumping in a generalized Aubry-André-Harper
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