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Abstract We study the time evolution of a PT-symmetric, non-Hermitian
quantum system for which the associated phase space is compact. We focus on
the simplest non-trivial example of such a Hamiltonian, which is linear in the
angular momentum operators. In order to describe the evolution of the system,
we use a particular disentangling decomposition of the evolution operator,
which remains numerically accurate even in the vicinity of the Exceptional
Point. We then analyze how the non-Hermitian part of the Hamiltonian affects
the time evolution of two archetypical quantum states, coherent and Dicke
states. For that purpose we calculate the Husimi distribution or Q function
and study its evolution in phase space. For coherent states, the characteristics
of the evolution equation of the Husimi function agree with the trajectories
of the corresponding angular momentum expectation values. This allows to
consider these curves as the trajectories of a classical system. For other types
of quantum states, e.g. Dicke states, the equivalence of characteristics and
trajectories of expectation values is lost.

Keywords PT-Symmetry · Phase Space

1 Introduction and motivation

Non-Hermitian quantum systems may still have a real spectrum, if they are PT-
symmetric [1]. Since their introduction by Bender and Boettcher in 1998 [2],
these systems have found a wide range of applications [3,4,5,6,7]. One of
the defining features of such systems is that the corresponding Hamiltonian
may have real or complex eigenvalues. In the first case, one says that the
PT-symmetric phase is intact, in the second that it is broken. The transition
between these phases occurs at so-called “Exceptional Points” (EPs), at which
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two or more eigenvalues and eigenvectors coalesce. In this case, the Hamilto-
nian becomes defective [8]. EPs have been related to many remarkable phe-
nomena. Some recent examples are chirality [9,10,11], unidirectional invisibil-
ity [12,13,14], enhanced sensing [15] and the possibility to stop light [16]. From
the transport point of view, a PT-symmetric Hamiltonian offers a convenient
way to describe a physical system with gains and losses. Such phenomena can
be studied conveniently in tight-binding Hamiltonians [17,18,19].

Only recently, PT-symmetric systems have been studied from a semiclassi-
cal perspective, also [20,21,22]. In this context it is natural to use phase space
representations of the quantum system in question. These investigations have
been focused mainly on systems described by the Heisenberg-Weyl algebra
where the associated phase space is a two-dimensional plane. The case of a
compact phase space, which corresponds to the angular momentum algebra
has received much less attention, though note [20,23,24].

In this work, we provide a thorough analysis of the simplest non-trivial PT-
symmetric system, where the Hamiltonian is a linear function of the angular
momentum operators. For such systems, the Bloch sphere plays the role of
a classical phase space. In the case of a linear Hermitian Hamiltonian, the
phase space representations (for instance Glauber, Wigner or Husimi) [25,26,
27,28] of the quantum system evolve along characteristics, conserving their
function values – just as in the case of the classical Liouville equation. As a
consequence, the expectation values of the angular momentum operators follow
these characteristics also, and this allows one to identify them as classical
trajectories.

In the case of a non-Hermitian and PT-symmetric Hamiltonian, the situa-
tion is different: The evolution equations for the different quantum represen-
tations in phase space do no longer agree, and some of them may no longer be
solved in terms of characteristics.

In this work we use the Husimi function, which can still be solved with
the method of characteristics. There the only difference is that the function
changes its value along the characteristics, which is equivalent to the existence
of sources and sinks in the phase space. The expectation values of the angular
momentum operators follow different trajectories, lying inside the Bloch ball,
which depend on the complete shape of the quantum states. Surprisingly,
it is still possible to return to the old unified picture. To achieve this, one
has to limit to the evolution of coherent states. These states conserve their
shape and follow the characteristcs of the evolution equation for the Husimi
function. However, they do not conserve their norm. This allows one to speak
of a corresponding classical system, where the trajectories represent localized
excitations which may vary in intensity [24], according to the sources and sinks
present in the system.
The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. 2, we describe our model and in-
troduce the quantities of interest: the evolution operator, expectation values
and the Husimi function (or Q function). In Sec. 3 we present two methods to
compute the evolution of the system, the diagonalization of the Hamiltonian
with a non-unitary similarity transformation and the disentangling decompo-
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sition inspired by the decomposition of a general rotation using Euler angles.
In Sec. 4 we discuss our results for the time evolution of the quantum system
in phase space. After this we consider the Husimi function and the evolu-
tion of expectation values in Sec. 5. In the appendix, we collect a few general
properties of expectation values and variances for coherent states and Dicke
states (in App. A), derive the evolution equation for the Husimi function (in
App. B) and the analytical solution to the Ehrenfest equation for the angular
momentum expectation values (in App. C).

2 General definitions and the model

We are interested in systems where the dynamical symmetry group is SO(3).
The angular momentum operators {Sx, Sy, Sz} are the generators of the cor-
responding Lie algebra so(3), and hence fulfill the commutation relations
[Sx, Sy] = iSz (and cyclic permutations of it). For simplicity, we set ~ = 1.
The eigenvectors of the operator Sz are the Dicke states |S,m〉, where

Sz |S,m〉 = m |S,m〉 , −S ≤ m ≤ S (1)

with S being a positive integer. As the generator of the dynamics, we choose
the simplest non-trivial, linear, PT-symmetric Hamiltonian,

H = 2v Sx − 2i γ Sz = H0 + i Γ , (2)

with real parameters γ and v, such that both operators H0 and Γ = −2γSz

are Hermitian. This Hamiltonian can describe, under a Schwinger transforma-
tion, the motion of a non-interacting Bose-Einstein condensate in a two-well
potential under PT-symmetry [29].

The Hamiltonian in Eq. (2) is PT-symmetric. This means that there exist
an antilinear (conjugated linear) operator T and a linear involution P (i.e.
P = P

−1) which commute, [T,P] = 0, such that [PT, H ] = 0 [24,30]. As a
consequence the Hamiltonian may have real eigenvalues.

In our case, the parity operator may be defined by its action on the Dicke
states:

∀ − S ≤ m ≤ S : P |S,m〉 = |S,−m〉 , (3)

and the time-reversal operator by its action on an arbitrary state written as a
linear combination of the Dicke states:

T

∑

m

cm |S,m〉 =
∑

m

c∗m |S,m〉 . (4)

The operators P and T fulfill all the requirements mentioned above. In addition
it holds that T

2 = + 1 such that we may speak of an “even” PT symmetry.
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2.1 Evolution and expectation values

We find the solution of the Schrödinger equation

i
d

dt
|Ψ〉 = H |Ψ〉 (5)

in terms of the non-unitary evolution operator

U(t) = e−iHt . (6)

Accordingly, we obtain for the evolution of the corrresponding density matrix

̺(t) = U(t) ̺(0) U(t)† . (7)

This shows that the density matrix ̺(t) does not remain normalized in gen-
eral. However, ρ (t) is Hermitian by construction, so its trace, and also the
expectation values of observables calculated from it, are real.

Non-Hermitian Hamiltonians are typically used to describe quantum sys-
tems or wave-mechanical systems with gains and losses. In the single particle
case, this implies that tr[̺(t) ] ≤ 1 is the probability that the measurement of
some observable Â actually finds the particle and gives a valid result. In the
case of many particles (e.g. a Bose-Einstein condensate) or a classical wave
field, the density matrix describes the intensity of the field as it varies over
time. In both cases, we calculate the expectation value of Â using the density
matrix as

〈Â〉 = tr[̺(t) Â ]

tr[̺(t) ]
. (8)

This is because in the single particle case, measuring Â implies to average over
many realizations of the measurement. Then, the only meaningful average is
that over those realizations where the measurement was actually successful.

2.2 Husimi function

A useful method to visualize a quantum system consists in mapping its state
̺ into a complex valued function defined on the corresponding classical phase
space. According to Weyl [31] and later Stratonovich and Moyal [32,33] there
are several choices for such a mapping, which can be tagged by the param-
eter s ∈ {+1, 0,−1}. In that case, the different values correspond to the P
(Glauber), W (Wigner) and Q (Husimi) functions, respectively. Since the dy-
namical symmetry group is SO(3), the classical phase space is the so-called
Bloch sphere S

2. For our purposes, we will use the (real positive) Husimi func-
tion, which is defined as

Q̺(θ, φ) = 〈θ, φ|̺|θ, φ〉 = tr
[

̺ ω̂Q(θ, φ)
]

, (9)

where the angles (θ, φ) parametrize the points in S2 and

|θ, φ〉 = e−iφSze−iθSy |S, S〉 (10)
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Fig. 1: (a) Husimi function Q|θ0,φ0〉 of the coherent state with θ0 = π/2, φ0 =
π/4. (b) Husimi function of the Dicke state |S = 10,m = 0〉.

is the coherent state [34] with angular momentum expectation values




〈Sx〉
〈Sy〉
〈Sz〉



 = S





sin θ cosφ
sin θ sinφ

cos θ



 . (11)

The kernel operator ω̂Q(θ, φ) = |θ, φ〉〈θ, φ| can be written as

ω̂Q(θ, φ) =
2
√
π√

2S + 1

2S
∑

L=0

L
∑

M=−L

Y ∗
L,M (θ, φ)T̂

(S)
L,MC

SS
SS;L0 , (12)

where YL,M (Ω) = (−1)MY ∗
L,−M (Ω) is the standard spherical harmonic func-

tion. In Eq. (12) we used the irreducible tensor operators

T̂
(S)
L,M =

√

2L+ 1

2S + 1

S
∑

m,m′=−S

CS,m
′

S,m;L,M |S,m′〉〈S,m|. (13)

Here CS,m
′

S,m;L,M and CSS
SS;L0 are the Clebsch-Gordan coefficients [35]. The Husimi

function is real and positive.
In order to study the dynamics generated by H , we choose as initial conditions
two archetipycal states: a coherent state (semiclassical) and a Dicke state (no
semiclassical). The Husimi function of a coherent state |θ0, φ0〉 is

Q|θ0,φ0〉 =
(1 + n0 · n

2

)2S

, (14)

which is a localized distribution in phase space, centered at the point n0 =
(sin θ0 cosφ0, sin θ0 sinφ0, cos θ0) with the variables (θ, φ) contained in n =
(sin θ cosφ, sin θ sinφ, cos θ). Fig. 1(a) shows an example for θ0 = π/2, φ0 =
π/4.

On the other hand, the Husimi function of a Dicke state is usually not
localized,

Q|S,m〉 =
1√
4π

2S
∑

L=0

√
2L+ 1 Y ∗

L0(θ, φ) C
SS
SS;L0C

Sm
Sm;L0 . (15)

For instance, the Husimi function of the state |S, 0〉, is delocalized in the
φ-coordinate, as can be seen in Fig 1(b). General expressions for expectation
values and variances of coherent states and Dicke states are collected in App. A.
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Fig. 2: The eigenvalues Em of the Hamiltonian H , as given in Eq. (17) as a
function of γ for S = 10 and v = 1. In panel (a) the eigenvalues are real for
γ < v, in panel (b) the eigenvalues are imaginary for γ > v. As γ → v, all
eigenvalues coalesce in a single EP.

3 Decomposition of the evolution operator

In this section, we consider two methods to calculate the evolution operator
U(t) from Eq. (6) analytically. The first is based on a similarity transformation
which diagonalizesH . The second, so-called “disentangling method”, factorizes
the evolution into three elementary parts.

3.1 Diagonalization method

Following [36], the Hamiltonian can be rewritten as

H = eαSy H̃ e−αSy , H̃ = −2
√

v2 − γ2 Sz , (16)

with coshα = γ/
√

γ2 − v2 and sinhα = v/
√

γ2 − v2. Eq. (16) shows that the
eigenvalues of H are given by

Em = −2m
√

v2 − γ2 , −S ≤ m ≤ S . (17)

The behavior of the eigenvalues is shown in Fig. 2. Clearly, they are all real
as long as γ < v, they coalesce for γ = v in one single point, and become all
imaginary when γ > v. Thus our system has a unique exceptional point at
γ = v.

The dynamics of the system is very different for γ < v and γ > v. On the
one hand, when γ > v, we obtain H̃ = −2i

√

γ2 − v2 Sz such that

U(t) = eαSy e−2
√

γ2−v2 Sz t e−αSy , (18)

with α = atanh(v/γ), real. Thus the evolution operator consists entirely of
exponential solutions – i.e. rotations with purely imaginary arguments. There-
fore, for sufficiently long times, U(t) maps any initial state |Ψ0〉 to

lim
t→∞

U(t) |Ψ0〉 ∝ eαSy |S,−S〉 . (19)
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Fig. 3: Initial Dicke state under the transformation e−rSy . The initial Dicke
state |ψ〉 = |S = 10,m = 4〉 (a) is deformed as a function of γ: In (b) we show
the deformation for γ = 0.2, in (c) for γ = 0.5, in (d) for γ = 0.9 and in (e)
for γ = 0.99. Interestingly, for γ ≈ 1 the transformation turns a Dicke state
into a coherent one.

On the other hand, for γ < v, the eigenvalues of H are all real, and the
evolution in time consists of rotations around the z-axis. For the similarity
transformation, we find α = −iπ/2 + r, where

r = atanh(γ/v) =
1

2
ln
( v + γ

v − γ

)

. (20)

In this way, we arrive at

U(t) = e−iπ/2Sy er Sy e−2i
√

v2−γ2 Sz t e−r Sy ei π/2Sy

= er Sy e−2i
√

v2−γ2 Sx t e−r Sy . (21)

According to this equation, the evolution of a quantum state consists of a
rotation around the x-axis, sandwitched between a deformation of the state
with the non-unitary operator e−r Sy , and its inverse. In what follows we limit
ourselves to this regime (γ < v), where some unitary dynamics (the rotation)
still persists.

In Fig. 3, we show the effect of the deformation operator e−r Sy when choos-
ing a Dicke state as initial state. For that purpose, we plot the Husimi function
of the state before [panel (a)] and after applying the deformation operator. The
remaining results are shown in the rest of the panels for increasing values of
γ (see the figure for details). This deformation changes the norm of the state
very strongly, in particular when γ comes close to v. For that reason we plot
the normalized Husimi functions.

Note that for r sufficiently large (i.e. γ sufficiently close to v), the operator
e−rSy will map practically any state onto its eigenstate corresponding to the
largest negative eigenvalue. This is a coherent state placed on the y−axis.
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This explains the fact that for increasing value of γ [panels (b), (c), (d), (e)]
the deformed state becomes ever more similar to the just mentioned coherent
state.

3.2 Decomposition method

In the interval γ ∈ [0, 1), the spectrum of H is real but the associated eigen-
functions tend to align to each other as γ → 1, i.e. close to the EP. Numerically,
this yields inacuracies which we want to avoid. For that purpose, we follow [37],
which allows to disentangle the evolution operator as follows. In general, the
disentangling method searches for typically time-dependent coeficients α, β, γ
such that

e−iHt = e−iα S1 e−iβ S2 e−iγ S3 . (22)

where the operators S1, S2, S3 are chosen from the angular momentum oper-
ators Sx, Sy, Sz. Many different combinations are possible [35], but as long as
the dynamics is unitary, one refers to the parameters α, β, γ as Euler angles.
In the present case, however, the dynamics is not unitary and some of the pa-
rameters must be complex or imaginary. After considering and discarding the
quantum mechanical Sz–Sy–Sz scheme, as well as the Gauss decomposition
scheme [35] due to eventual singularities, we found the following decomposition
particularly convenient:

U(t) = e−iαSze−iβ Sye−ih Sx . (23)

Deriving both sides of (23) by t, and then comparing them (factoring out the
evolution operator), using the lineal independence of Sx, Sy and Sz , one arrives
at the following system of differential equations:

α̇− ḣ sinβ = −2i γ

β̇ cosα+ ḣ sinα cosβ = 0

β̇ sinα− ḣ cosα cosβ = −2v . (24)

This system of equations can be converted into a real system for real param-
eters f = iα, g = iβ, h which yields

ḟ = tanh(g) cosh(f) 2v + 2γ

ġ = −2v sinh(f)

ḣ = 2v
cosh(f)

cosh(g)
. (25)

The initial condition is U(0) = 1, which implies f(0) = g(0) = h(0) = 0.
Therefore, the system of equations has a unique solution, which assures that
f, g, h are real functions in time. In principle the system of ordinary differen-
tial equations can be solved analytically, by calculating the eigenvalues and
eigenstates of the coefficient matrix. For simplicity, however, we have used
numerical solutions of Eq. 25 and the results are presented below.
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Fig. 4: Numerical solutions of Eq. (25) for v = 1 and γ = 0.9.

In Fig. 4 we show the numerical solutions for these functions, for v = 1 and
γ = 0.9, in a time interval t ∈ [0, 30]. The function h(t) (green) represents
the way the unitary operator exp(−ih(t)Sx) acts on the initial state. This
only generates rotations around the x-axis on the phase space. Further, h(t)
is a monotonously increasing function. On the other hand, f(t) (red) and g(t)
(blue) are periodic functions, such that the corresponding evolution operators
perform imaginary rotations, which have their origin in the non-unitary part
of the Hamiltonian H . This will lead to interesting dynamical effects discussed
below. The dependence on γ is reflected on the slope of h(t) and the periods
of f(t) and g(t).

In fact, according to Eqs. (16) and (21) one can see that the evolution is

periodic with period T = π/
√

1− γ2 (v = 1). This is indeed the period of
f(t) and g(t). For the monotone function h(t) and the corresponding operator
exp(−ih(t)Sx), this means that h(nT ) = 2πn, for integer n. So, applying a

linear fit to h yields the slope 2
√

1− γ2.

3.3 Time evolution of the quantum state intensity

In our system the norm of a evolving quantum state is not conserved. From
the physical point of view such a state may represent a large number of par-
ticles in a (may be effective) single particle quantum state (e.g. Bose-Einstein
condensate [29], or quasi-particles in quantum transport [14]) or the quantum
state can be interpreted as a classical wave field [9,38]. In any case, the change
in the norm squared of the state, i.e. its trace, can be interpreted as the loss
or gain of particles or wave field intensity. The term “quantum state intensity”
should be understood in this manner.

At this point it is instructive to analyze the evolution of the trace of the two
different initial states given in the introduction along with the decomposition
of the evolution operator, Eq. (23). The intensity of each state oscillates in
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Fig. 5: Time evolution of the functions involved in the disentagling of the
evolution operator Eq. (23) along with the time evolution of the trace for the
initial state |θ0 = π/2, φ0 = π/4〉; sinφ0 ≈ 0.707. (a) γ = 0.3, (b) γ = 0.9.

different ways, which depend on the initial state and also on the value of γ.
If the initial coherent state is centered in the (Sx, Sy) plane, i.e. θ0 = π/2, we
observe that, for γ < sinφ0, the trace oscillates in the values 0 < ρ(t) ≤ 1.
The minimal value that the trace attains depends on the initial state and γ.
Further, the minima of the trace corresponds to the maxima of g(t). These
effects are shown in Fig. 5(a) for sinφ0 ≈ 0.707, and γ = 0.3.
For γ > sinφ0, the trace oscillates between 1 ≤ Tr(ρ(t)) < M , for M > 1,
where the maximum value of M can be quite large. (This factor of sinφ0
emerges when analyzing the evolution in phase space: Sec. 4.1.) In Fig. 5(b)
for γ = 0.9, clearly close to the EP, this value of M can be as large as ∼ 109.
Besides, the minima of the trace corresponds to the minima of g(t). This
behaviour is also exhibited for an initial Dicke state with m = 0, but in
contrast to the previous case, it holds for all values of γ.
If the initial coherent state is not centered in the xy plane, or for initial Dicke
states with m 6= 0, the trace oscillates between a minimum value (that for
some cases can be zero) and a value greater than one, irrespectively of the
value of γ. As in the previous cases, this maximum value can be quite large.
This generic behaviour is shown in Fig. 6 for a Dicke state |S = 10,m = 4〉
and γ = 0.7. Further, notice that the minima of the trace do not coincide,
though is close, to the minima of g(t) (c.f. Fig. 6).

4 Time evolution in phase space

In this section, we consider the evolution of the Husimi distribution and we
analyze the evolution of the angular momentum expectation values. In the
case of initial coherent states, we find a one-to-one correspondence between
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Fig. 6: Time evolution of the functions involved in the disentagling of the
evolution operator Eq. (23) along with the time evolution of the trace for the
initial state |S = 10,m = 4〉 and γ = 0.7.

the trajectories traced by the expectation values and the characteristics of
the evolution equation for the Husimi function. This is due to the fact that
coherent states remain coherent during evolution – only their intensity (trace)
changes. For initial Dicke states, this is no longer true.

4.1 Time dependent Husimi distribution

We are now in the position to study the time evolution in phase space of
the system. Using the decomposition from Eq. (2) of the Hamiltonian into
a Hermitian and an anti-Hermitian part, H = H0 + iΓ , the von Neumann
equation can be written as

i∂tρ(t) = [H0, ρ(t)] + i[Γ, ρ(t)]+. (26)

Following App. B, one gets the equation of motion of the Husimi function

i∂tQ(θ, φ) = −2(vl̂x + 2iγS cos θ − iγ sin θ∂θ)Q(θ, φ), (27)

where l̂x = i(sinφ∂θ+cot θ cosφ∂φ). The method of characteristics then yields

θ̇ = −2v sinφ+ 2γ sin θ, (28)

φ̇ = −2v cot θ cosφ,

Q̇ = 4γS cos θ.
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It is worth noting that the first two equations above are consistent with the
Ehrenfest equations derived for coherent states (Sec. 4.2, Eq. (35)) and the
last equation describes the deformation of the distribution along the charac-
teristics.

As we have demonstrated in the App. C, the trajectories of the expectation
values (in the case of coherent states) or the characteristics of Eq. (28), trace
circles in phase space symmetric respect to deflection on the yz plane. This
implies that for an initial state with a Husimi function of the same symmetry
that this symmetry is conserved. So for instance, as 〈Sx〉 = 0 for a Dicke state,
〈Sx〉 will remain zero for all times (See Fig. 8(b)).

We continue with the analysis of the time evolution of the Husimi function for
γ ∈ [0, 1) in phase space. We observe that the distribution only spins around
for coherent states (though there is an exception which is explained below in
this section) but for initial Dicke states beside spinning it deforms too (also
see below in this section). As before, the period and amplitude of the rotation
depend on the initial state, as well as on the value of γ. The rotation period
is the same as the periods of f(t) and g(t).

An interesting behaviour occurs on the rotating distribution. When it comes
closer to the point (θ = π/2, φ = π/2), the distribution moves slower than it
does on other regions. This also happens with initial Dicke states, but besides
the rotation of the distribution, its Husimi function also becomes localized.
Fig. 7 shows this effect for an initial Dicke state |S = 10,m = 4〉 with γ = 0.7
at t = 2.4.

Fig. 7: Time evolution of an initial Dicke state in phase space for γ = 0.7. (a)
the state |S = 10,m = 4〉. γ = 0.7 at t = 0. (b) the evolved state at t = 2.4.

On the other hand, when the Husimi distribution comes closer to the point
(θ = π/2, φ = −π/2), while it moves faster for both types of states, also the
correspondig distribution of the initial Dicke state recovers its original form.

Another courious effect happens for an initial coherent state located on the
plane (x, y). As γ gets closer to sinφ0, the amplitude of the rotations decreases
until it becomes zero for γ = sinφ0. For this particular value of γ the Husimi
function becomes stationary. When γ > sinφ0, the amplitude increases and
we recover the spinning pattern. Before and after that value, the distribution
moves initially towards different directions, so the center of the circle followed
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by the distribution can be on one side or the other of the starting point. An
explanation for the sinφ0 factor is given in App. C.

Most of this discussion is then analyzed from another perspective in Sec. 4.2,
where it is also illustrated.

4.2 Ehrenfest equations and the time evolution of the expectation values

In order to get an insight of what will be the time evolution of the distribu-
tions in phase space, we study the first and second moments of the operators
{Sx, Sy, Sz}. Denoting for an observable Â, tr( Âρ ) = 〈〈Â〉〉, we rewrite Eq. (8)
as

〈Â〉 = 〈〈 Â 〉〉
tr(ρ)

. (29)

The evolution of the expectation value of Â can be obtained from the Ehrenfest
equation. However, we have to take into account that the trace of the density
matrix depends on time. For a general Hamiltonian with H = H0 + iΓ with
Hermitian operators H0 and Γ one obtains [20]

i
d

dt
〈〈A〉〉 = 〈〈[A,H0] + i[A,Γ ]+〉〉. (30)

Writing for the trace of the density matrix tr(ρ) = 〈〈1〉〉, we obtain

d

dt
〈〈1〉〉 = 2 〈〈Γ 〉〉 (31)

and

d

dt
〈A〉 = 1

〈〈1〉〉
d

dt
〈〈A〉〉 − 〈〈A〉〉

〈〈1〉〉2
d

dt
〈〈1〉〉

=
1

〈〈1〉〉
d

dt
〈〈A〉〉 − 2 〈A〉 〈Γ 〉 . (32)

Applying these equations to the Hamiltonian from Eq. (2), we find for the
normalized expectation values

d

dt
〈Sx〉 = −2γ〈[Sz, Sx]+〉+ 4γ〈Sx〉〈Sz〉,

d

dt
〈Sy〉 = −2v〈Sz〉 − 2γ〈[Sz, Sy]+〉+ 4γ〈Sy〉〈Sz〉,

d

dt
〈Sz〉 = 2v〈Sy〉 − 4γ〈S2

z〉+ 4γ〈Sz〉2.

(33)

For coherent states, the expectation value of the anti-commutators in Eq. (33)
can be simplified using the relation [29], [20]

〈[Si, Sj ]+〉 =
(

2− 1

S

)

〈Si〉 〈Sj〉+ δij S . (34)



14 Ivan F. Valtierra et al.

Thereby we obtain

ṡx = 2γsxsz/S,

ṡy = −2vsz + 2γsysz/S,

ṡz = 2vsy + 2γs2z/S − 2γS,

(35)

where sj = 〈Sj〉. With the above equations it is easy to show that

d

dt

(

s2x + s2y + s2z
)

= 0 , (36)

which means in particular that a coherent state remains coherent throughout
the evolution of the system (see App. A).

The analytical solution for this system of equations is derived in App. C. At
the heart of this solution, there is the finding that the trajectories are circles
on the sphere, which can be defined as the intersection of the sphere with a
plane parallel to the z-axis and crossing the y-axis at a point y0/S = v/γ > 1.
In the xy plane we can therefore draw a line through (0, y0) and the starting
point of the trajectory and thereby find a second intersection point (of the
line with the unit circle). Depending on the size of γ this second point may
be on one side or on the “other side” of the starting point, which explains the
movement of the circle centers as γ is increased.

Numerical results. One way to study the dynamics of the evolution is
through the expectation value of ~S, or in components (sx, sy, sz). Fig. 8 shows
the trajectories of Eq. (??) for the initial coherent state |θ0 = π/2, φ0 = π/4〉
(a) and for the initial Dicke state |S = 10,m = 4〉 (b) for different values of
γ. According to Eq. (36), for an initial coherent state, the time evolution of

the expectation value of ~S lies always on the surface of the sphere S2. In this
case, it represents the center of the distribution. Toghether with the change
of “sides” of the circles, also we see that their radii decrease as γ approaches
sinφ0. For completeness we have included on Fig. 8(a) the velocities of the dif-
ferent γ trajectories. As stated earlier (Sec. 4.1), the distribution moves faster
near the point (θ = π/2, φ = −π/2). An explanation for this speed up / slow
down effect can be given by analyzing the disentangling functions in Eq. (23).
We recall that h(t) is a real function and its effect is precisely the rotation of
the distribution. The slope of h(t) defines the velocity for which the distribu-
tion rotates. As Fig. 4 shows, we see that when g(t) takes values around its
maxima, the local slope of h(t) decreases; when g(t) decreases, the local slope
of h(t) is more pronounced.

On the other hand, the corresponding ~s values for the evolution of an
initial Dicke state never reach the surface of S2. We see that as γ increases,
the trajectories get closer to the circle y2+z2 = S2, though they never exactly
reach it.

Additionally, the width of the distribution is given by the variances

∆2Sj (t) =
〈

S2
j (t)

〉

− 〈Sj (t)〉2 , (37)
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Fig. 8: Trajectories of the expectation value of ~S for different values of γ.
In panel (a) for the initial coherent state |θ = π/2, φ = π/4〉, and for γ = 0,
0.1, . . ., 0.9. from left (violet) to right (red). The line color represents the
velocity on a common scale from 0 (red) to 2 (violet). In panel (b) for the
initial Dicke state |S = 10,m = 4〉 for γ = 0 (black solid line), 0.2 (magenta),
0.4 (green), 0.6 (blue), and 0.8 (red solid line). The dotted line represents the
circle y2 + z2 = S2.

where j = x, y, z. We compute the sum of the different variances for the
evolution of the initial coherent state |θ0 = π/2, φ0 = π/4〉 and found

∑

j

∆2Sj(t) = S. (38)

Notice that the time evolution of the sum of variances is the same as in the
standard coherent state Eq. (48), namely the time evolution leaves invariant
(except for the trace) the properties of the initial coherent state.
For initial Dicke states the variances behave differently. We plotted them in
Fig. 9 for |S = 10,m = 4〉 and γ = 0.7. We see that the initial state has
variance ∼ S2, and periodically returns to that value. Interestingly, the sum
∑

j∆
2Sj(t) is almost equal to S = 10 in periodic time intervals. Thus, the

sum of fluctuations almost fulfills Eq. (48) and the evolved Dicke state has
periodically the properties of a coherent state: for certain periods of time the
state attains a pseudo-coherent shape, as in Fig. 7 (though a numerical closer
look shows that the sum of fluctuations never reaches exactly the value of S).
As an important final observation, we note that one can obtain a consistent
evolution equation for the normalized Husimi function. Defining

ρ′ =
ρ

tr ρ
(39)

one gets a modified version of Eq. (26),

i∂tρ
′ = [H0, ρ

′(t)] + i[Γ, ρ′(t)]+ − i
ρ′

tr ρ

d tr ρ

dt
. (40)
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j
Δ2SjΔt)

Fig. 9: Time evolution of the variances ∆2Sj(t) for the initial Dicke state
|S = 10,m = 4〉 with γ = 0.7. We also plotted the sum

∑

j∆
2Sj(t) and the

value S = 10 (solid black line) for comparison.

Using Eq. (31),

i∂tρ
′ = [H0, ρ

′(t)] + i[Γ, ρ′(t)]+ + 4iγρ′ 〈Sz〉 . (41)

Thus for the Husimi function, since ∂tQ
′(θ, φ) = ∂tQρ′(θ, φ), one obtains

∂tQρ′(θ, φ) = −2(vl̂x + 2γS cos θ − γ sin θ∂θ

− 2iγρ′ 〈Sz〉)Q′(θ, φ),
(42)

which leads to

θ̇ = −2v sinφ+ 2γ sin θ, (43)

φ̇ = −2v cot θ cosφ,

Q̇′ = 4γ (S cos θ − 〈Sz〉) .

As we pointed out, the evolution of a coherent state remains a coherent state.
This is consistent with the latter equation, since in this case,

〈Sz〉 = S cos θ, (44)

therefore

Q̇′ = 0. (45)
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5 Conclusions

In this contribution we study the time evolution of a quantum system with non-
Hermitian, PT-symmetric Hamiltonian with SO(3) as the dynamical symmetry
group, where the corresponding classical phase space is the Bloch sphere. We
consider the simplest non-trivial Hamiltonian (linear in the angular momentum
operators) and analyze the evolution of, both, the Husimi representation and
the evolution of the expectation values of the angular momentum operators.

The system has one single exceptional point (EP), where all eigenstates and
eigenvalues coalesce at the same time. Because of this, standard numerical or
analytical methods based on the diagonalization of the Hamiltonian quickly
become unstable. We overcome this problem by disentangling the evolution
operator into three different rotations, two of which are “imaginary”.

In the Hermitian case, the dynamics in phase space would consist of a
rigid rotation around a fixed axis. Classical and quantum dynamics would
essentially agree, the evolution equation for the Husimi distribution function
being equal to the Liouville equation for classical phase space densities. The
evolution of expectation values of the angular momentum operators would also
agree with the evolution equation of the corresponding classical observables.

For the Hamiltonian studied here, many of these properties do no longer
hold. The evolution of the Husimi distribution may still be solved by the
method of characteristics, but the system of differential equations which de-
termines the charactersitics is now quadratic and the characteristics themselves
are deformed. In addition, the derivative of the Husimi function along these
characteristics is no longer constant. Hence, the norm of the evolving quantum
state (i.e. its trace) is no longer conserved. The phase space can be divided into
the northern hemisphere (θ < π/2) which acts as a source and the southern
hemisphere (θ > π/2) which acts as a sink.

Now, it is no longer possible to derive a closed evolution equation for the
above mentioned expectation values. In addition since the Hamiltonian is lin-
ear the Planck constant drops out from the Schrödinger equation, so that there
is no semiclassical regime, and no valid Ehrenfest equations apparently mak-
ing it impossible to identify classical trajectories. For instance, studying the
evolution of initial Dicke states, we find that the evolution of the angular mo-
mentum expectation values is limitted to the yz-plane inside the Bloch sphere,
while the corresponding evolution for initial coherent states takes place on the
Bloch sphere. This makes it possible to find different initial quantum states,
such that the trajectories trazed out by the expectation values cross.

Coherent states offer an elegant solution to this problem. As it turns out,
these states remain coherent throughout their evolution. Hence the correspond-
ing expectation values trace a trajectory on the Bloch sphere. These trajecto-
ries agree with the characteristics and thereby they provide a means to define
a corresponding classical dynamical system in a meaningful way. Nevertheless,
even a coherent state will suffer from variations of its norm. Hence, the cor-
responding classical dynamics formulated in terms of the Liouville equation,
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really describes an ensemble of particles whose size varies according to the
particle density function passing over the sources and sinks in phase space.

We have also studied the time evolution under a similarity transforma-
tion that effectively diagonalizes the Hamiltonian. In this case the similarity
transformation of a coherent state remains coherent, while the similarity trans-
formation of a Dicke state approaches a coherent state (the closer it is, the
smaller v−γ > 0.9). After this, the time evolution is a simple rotation around
the x−axis.

For the present work, the disentangling procedure has been essential and
it will be interesting to investigate the possibility to apply that method to
PT-symmetric variantes of non-linear models, such as the Kerr or the Lipkin-
Meshkov-Glick models [40].

A Properties of coherent and Dicke states

We are using as initial states two states with different properties of their distributions: one
that is localized and one that is not. In fact, it is well known [41] that for a coherent state
|θ0, φ0〉, centered at (〈Sx〉 , 〈Sy〉 , 〈Sz〉) with

〈Sx〉 = S sin θ0 cosφ0,

〈Sy〉 = S sin θ0 sinφ0,

〈Sz〉 = S cos θ0, (46)

its variances are,

∆2Sx =
S

2

(

1− sin2 θ0 cos
2 φ0

)

,

∆2Sy =
S

2

(

1− sin2 θ0 sin
2 φ0

)

,

∆2Sz =
S

2

(

1− cos2 θ0
)

, (47)

with the property
∆2Sx +∆2Sy +∆2Sz = S. (48)

So the state is localized because its varaiances are ∼ S.
The Dicke state |S,m〉, fulfills

〈Sx〉 = 0, 〈Sy〉 = 0, 〈Sz〉 = m, (49)

with variances

∆2Sx =
1

2

(

S2 + S −m2
)

,

∆2Sy =
1

2

(

S2 + S −m2
)

,

∆2Sz = 0, (50)

one can see that the state is not localized, i.e. its variances are ∼ S2, when m2 ∼ S.
Furthermore, consider the functional,

L : |Ψ〉 → 〈Sx〉
2 + 〈Sx〉

2 + 〈Sx〉
2 ,
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then we want to show two things: (i) In any case L[Ψ ] ≤ S; (ii) L[Ψ ] = S if and only if
Ψ is a coherent state. Both statements follow rather immediately from the invariance of L

under rotations. For instance to prove (i) assume there exits a Ψ with L[Ψ ] > S then we can
find a rotation which makes 〈Sx〉 = 〈Sy〉 = 0. Hence, we find 〈Sz〉 > S which is impossible
because of the eigenvalues of Sz .

To prove (ii) we note that one direction of the “if and only if” is clear: If Ψ is a coherent
state then L[Ψ ] = S. To show the other case, assume L[Ψ ] < S and do the rotation just as
in the previous case. Then we find 〈Sz〉 < S, which means that the state in question cannot
be the eigenstate |S, S〉 which it should be (if Ψ really were a coherent state, according to
Eq. (10)).

B Evolution Equation on Phase Space

The von Neumann equation can be written as

i∂tρ(t) = [H0, ρ(t)] + i[Γ, ρ(t)]+. (51)

To recast this equation on phase space, we multiply by the kernel and take the trace

i∂tTr
(

ρ(t)ω̂Q(θ, φ)
)

= Tr
(

[H0, ρ(t)]ω̂Q(θ, φ)
)

+

iTr
(

[Γ, ρ(t)]+ω̂Q(θ, φ)
)

. (52)

The correspondence rules or Bopp operators are very useful [42,43,41]:

ρ̂Ŝz

Ŝz ρ̂

}

←→

{

(

∓
1

2
lz + Λ0(θ, φ)

)

ρ̂, (53)

ρ̂Ŝ±

Ŝ±ρ̂

}

←→

{

(

∓
1

2
l± + Λ±(θ, φ)

)

ρ̂, (54)

where l±,z are the first order differential operators,

l± = e±iφ
(

±∂θ + icotθ∂φ
)

, lz = −i∂φ. (55)

The operators Λ0,±(θ, φ) are

Λ0(θ, φ) =
1

2

(

1

ǫ
cos θ − cos θ − sin θ∂θ

)

, (56)

Λ±(θ, φ) =
e±iφ

2ǫ
±

1

2

[

cos θl± − e±iφ sin θ(lz ± 1)
]

, (57)

with ǫ = (2S + 1)−1.
Using Eqs. (53) and (54), Eq. (52) takes the following form

i∂tQ(θ, φ) = −2 (vlx + 2iγS cos θ − iγ sin θ∂θ)Q(θ, φ). (58)

Another way to obtain Eq. (58) is through [39]. Eq. (52), can be recasted in the following
form

i∂tQ(θ, φ) =
i

S
{Q(θ, φ), QH0

(θ, φ)}p + i Ξ̂(θ, φ)Q(θ, φ). (59)

Here

{F,G}p =
1

sin θ

(

∂φF ∂θG− ∂θF ∂φG
)

(60)

are the Poisson brackets on the sphere and

Ξ̂(θ, φ)Q(θ, φ) = Tr([Γ, ρ(t)]+ω̂Q (θ, φ)) (61)

is the corresponding action of the anticommutator of Γ and the density matrix on Q.
The structure of Eq. (59) comprises a sympletic structure given by the Possion brackets
{, }p plus a term which originates from the PT-symmetric structure of the Hamiltonian.
This structure is similar to the one found by Graefe and coworkers in [20].



20 Ivan F. Valtierra et al.

C Analytical solution of the Ehrenfest Equations for coherent

states

According to Eq. (35), let x, y and z be sx/S, sy/S and sz/S, respectively. Then we get
the system of equations,

ẋ = 2γxz

ẏ = −2vz + 2γyz

ż = 2vy + 2γz2 − 2γ, (62)

valid for the evolution of coherent states. Our aim is it to find the trajectories on the sphere.
First, we divide the second equation by the first and obtain

dy

dx
= y′(x) =

(

y −
v

γ

)

1

x
=⇒ y(x) = C1x+

v

γ
. (63)

Here C1 is a first integration constant, which is determined from the initial conditions and
yields

C1 = −
v/γ − y0

x0
= −

v/γ − sin θ0 sinφ0

sin θ0 cosφ0

, (64)

where θ0 and φ0 are the parameters of the initial coherent state. Now we simply use the
fact that (Eq. (36))

x2 + y2 + z2 = 1. (65)

This means tha the trajectory is just the intersection of the unit sphere with the plane. This
always gives a circle, with its center in the (x, y) plane. Let (xc, yc) be the center of that
circle and (∆x,∆y) be such that

~r(α) =





xc

yc
0



+





∆x
∆y
0



 cosα+





0
0

√

∆x2 +∆y2



 sinα. (66)

Then we can calculate all the unknowns xc, yc, ∆x and ∆y from the two intersection points,
x1,2, of the line y = C1x+ v/γ and the circle x2 + y2 = 1 in the (x, y) plane:

x2 + (C1x+ v/γ)2 = 1, (67)

then

x1,2 = −p±
√

p2 − q,

p =
v

γ

C1

1 + C2
1

,

q =
v2/γ2 − 1

1 + C2
1

. (68)

With this we obtain

xc =
x1 + x2

2
= −p,

yc = C1xc + v/γ = −C1p+ v/γ, (69)

and also

∆x =
x1 − x2

2
=

√

p2 − q,

∆y = C1∆x = C1

√

p2 − q. (70)
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Now, as we observed some trajectories that degenerated to a point, let us find a solution for

∆x = ∆y = 0

∆z =
√

∆x2 +∆y2 = 0. (71)

It is clear from Eq. (70) that this is fulfilled when p2 = q, which yields

γ =
±i cos θ0 cosφ0 + sinφ0

sin θ0
v. (72)

We see that real solutions exist only for θ0 = π/2. Only the trajectory of the evolution of
an initial coherent state located on the (x, y) plane degenerates to a point. The value of γ
that leads to this is (v = 1)

γ = sinφ0. (73)

Furthermore, in this case (θ0 = π/2, v = 1) we have

xc − x0 ∼ sinφ− γ,

yc − y0 ∼ sinφ− γ, (74)

so both, xc − x0 and yc − y0, suffer a change of sign before and after Eq. (73). This means
that trajectories for γ < sinφ0 and for γ > sinφ0 are centered in different sides of the
common point (θ0, φ0). All this is exemplified in Fig. 8.
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