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Physical systems with gain and loss can be described by a non-Hermitian Hamiltonian, which is
degenerated at the exceptional points (EPs). Many new and unexpected features have been explored
in the non-Hermitian systems with a great deal of recent interest. One of the most fascinating
features is that, chiral state conversion appears when one EP is encircled dynamically. Here, we
propose an easy-controllable levitated microparticle system that carries a pair of EPs and realize
slow evolution of the Hamiltonian along loops in the parameter plane. Utilizing the controllable
rotation angle, gain and loss coefficients, we can control the structure, size and location of the loops
in situ. We demonstrate that, under the joint action of topological structure of energy surfaces and
nonadiabatic transitions (NATs), the chiral behavior emerges both along a loop encircling an EP
and even along a straight path away from the EP. This work broadens the range of parameter space
for the chiral state conversion, and proposes a useful platform to explore the interesting properties
of exceptional points physics.

I. INTRODUCTION

Physical systems with non-conservative energy, which
should be described by a non-Hermitian Hamiltonian,
have attracted considerable research attentions in recent
years [1–3]. The gain and loss in these systems can cause
the resonant modes to grow or decay exponentially with
time. As a result, the norm of a wave function is no
longer conserved and the eigenvectors are not orthogonal
[4–7]. For non-Hermitian Hamiltonian, the eigenvalue is
extended into the complex field. Then the EP, where
both eigenvalues and eigenvectors coalesce, can emerge
on the intersecting Riemann sheets [8, 9]. In the last few
years, various counterintuitive features and fascinating
applications have been explored in EPs physics, includ-
ing loss-induced transparency [10], unidirectional invisi-
bility [11, 12], single-mode lasing [13, 14], band merging
[15] and enhanced sensing [16–19].

In particular, one of the most intriguing features of EP
is that, after an adiabatic Hamiltonian evolution along a
closed loop in the parameter space (called an adiabatic
encirclement), the system does not return to its initial
state, but to a different state on another Riemann sheet
[20–23]. And after a second encirclement, it would return
to the initial state. Later, it was found that the adiabatic
prediction breaks down in such an encirclement, because
the system is singularly perturbed by the nonadiabatic
couplings [24–27]. In a fully dynamical picture, addi-
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tional nonadiabatic transitions together with the topo-
logical structure of EP give rise to the fascinating chiral
behavior that the direction of encirclement alone deter-
mines the final state of the system. This dynamical en-
circling process has initiated intense research efforts and
has been studied both theoretically in different frame-
works [28, 29] and experimentally in microwave arrange-
ments [30], optomechanical system [31] and coupled op-
tical waveguides [32].

Recently, it has been found that the chiral state con-
version is conditional. The start point of the loop can
affect the dynamics of chiral state conversion [33, 34],
i.e., start point in the broken PT symmetric phase leads
to nonchiral dynamics. And even along a loop excluding
the EP but in the vicinity of EP, chiral behavior ap-
pears [35, 36]. Besides, the homotopic loops with differ-
ent shapes can also lead to distinct outcomes [37]. The
NAT in the dynamical process that is of fundamental in-
terest is the key to the chiral dynamics. However, the
influence of structure, size and location of the parameter
loop on the dynamics is still lack of exploration, espe-
cially experimentally.

Here, we propose a new platform to realize the control-
lable dynamical evolution loop in a levitated microme-
chanical oscillator. In this platform, we make the recently
discussed dynamical features of EPs directly accessible
through in situ control of the system parameters, i.e.,
the rotation angle, gain and loss coefficients. We study
the influence of structure, size and location of the pa-
rameter loop on the chiral state conversion process, so
the range of parameter space for the experimental real-
ization of which is broadened.
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FIG. 1. (a) Schematic plot of the levitated microparti-
cle system. The diamagnetic microparticle in the magneto-
gravitational trap can be described as a three-mode resonator
near the equilibrium. The magnets set can be rotated around
the z axis. The gas damping of the motion in x direction
is Γ. (b) Schematic plot of the x and y motion modes. The
bound field is rotated by an angle θ, with the potential energy
density indicated by color. A pair of electrodes are used to
conduct the feedback control of the motion mode in y direc-
tion. (c), (d) Calculated real part (c) and imaginary part (d)
of the eigenvalues as a function of the gain or loss Γ and the
rotation angle θ. The self-intersecting Riemann surfaces rep-
resent the two branches of eigenvalues, with red referring to
the gain eigenstate and blue referring to the loss eigenstate.
And an EP is marked with an arrow.

II. LEVITATED MICROPARICLE SYSTEM

A diamagnetic microparticle can be levitated stably
under a balance of diamagnetism force and gravity, which
has already been realized with superconductor [38] or
permanent magnets [39, 40]. As shown in Fig. 1(a), the
magneto-gravitational trap generated by a set of per-
manent magnets can be described as a harmonic poten-
tial near the equilibrium position, i.e., U(r) = 1

2kxx
2 +

1
2kyy

2 + 1
2kzz

2, where kx, ky and kz are the spring con-
stants in the x, y and z directions, respectively. Thus
the motion of a levitated microparticle can be regarded
as three separated resonant modes with frequencies being
ω2
x0 = kx/m, ω2

y0 = ky/m and ω2
z0 = kz/m. Here, m is

the mass of the microparticle.
Henceforth, we treat the microparticle motion in x and

y directions as two distinct motion modes with resonance
frequencies ωx0 and ωy0, respectively. Then we rotate the
magneto-gravitational bound field around the z axis by
an angle θ, as shown in Fig. 1(b). But we still select the
x and y motion states as the modes. So the bound field
can still be expressed in the x-y coordinate as:

U(r) =
1

2
kx(x cos θ + y sin θ)2

+
1

2
ky(−x sin θ + y cos θ)2.

(1)

As a result, the resonance frequencies of x and y modes
become ω2

x = (ω2
x0 + ω2

y0)/2 + cos 2θ(ω2
x0 − ω2

y0)/2, ω2
y =

(ω2
x0 + ω2

y0)/2− cos 2θ(ω2
x0 − ω2

y0)/2.
The loss of energy in this system comes from gas damp-

ing. For the x mode motion, the loss coefficient is in-
dicated by Γx, which can be controlled by tuning the
pressure. And for the motion in y direction, we conduct
the feedback control using a pair of electrodes, as shown
in Fig. 1(b). We conduct a real-time measurement of
the microparticle’s motion with a CCD camera. Then
we apply an electric force proportional to ẏ on the mi-
croparticle in the y mode. Such a feedback control of the
y mode effects as a gain coefficient Γy.

As a result, the dynamical equation for the two motion
states is:

ẍ+ Γxẋ+ ω2
xx+ ηy = 0

ÿ − Γy ẏ + ω2
yx+ ηx = 0,

(2)

with η = 1
2 (ω2

x0 − ω2
y0) sin 2θ. We define the aver-

age uncoupled-resonance angular frequency to be ω0 =
(ωx0 + ωy0)/2, and the detuning to be Ω = ωx0 − ωy0.
Here, two issues need to be addressed. First, differ-
ent from typical mode-coupling system with a Hermitian
Hamiltonian, the two motion modes in this model are in a
new interaction scheme: Γx,Γy ≈ η/ω0 ≈ Ω � ωx0, ωy0.
Hence, we can get the coupling peaks as we drive and
measure the motion modes in x and y direction, with-
out a requirement for parametric modulation. Second,
we conduct the feedback control of the motion in y di-
rection, reflecting our selection of the motion mode in a
physical sense.

In the weak-coupling and small-detuning regimes sat-
isfying η � ωn and Ω� ω0, we can simplify Eq. (2) with
a slowly-varying complex-envelope function An(t), such
that, x(t) = Ax(t)eiω0t+A∗xe

−iω0t and y(t) = Ay(t)eiω0t+
A∗ye

−iω0t. Then, using a vector Ψ = (Ax, Ay)T to de-
scribe x and y motion state of the system, we obtain a
Schrödinger-type coupled-mode equation:

i∂tΨ = HΨ. (3)

And the effective two-state Hamiltonian is given by

H =

(
−iΓx/2− Ω

2 cos 2θ −Ω
2 sin 2θ

−Ω
2 sin 2θ iΓy/2 + Ω

2 cos 2θ)

)
. (4)

Since it is always possible to remove the trace of H by
a simple gauge transformation [41]. Here, we simplify H
by making Γx ≈ Γy = Γ, without loss of generality. And
we define the effective detuning and coupling as Ωeff =
Ω
2 cos 2θ and ηeff = Ω

2 sin 2θ, respectively.
For the two-mode system, the time-reversal operation

T transforms a time-independent operator to its complex
conjugate, while the parity operator P exchanges loca-
tions of the modes. Thus, it is easy to verify that our
model Hamiltonian becomes PT -symmetric when the ef-
fective detuning Ωeff = Ω

2 cos 2θ is zero. The eigenvalue

of this Hamiltonian is λ± = ± 1
2

√
Ω2 − Γ2 + 2iΩΓ cos 2θ.
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FIG. 2. (a) The orange loop in the parameter plane of θ and
Γ is encircling an EP at θ = π/4 and Γ = Ω, marked by a
cross. The green line indicates a straight path away from the
EP with Γ0 = 2Ω/3. The start points indicated by the colored
dots are both on the branch cut, which is the PT symmetric
phase. The parameters we have chosen are accessible in the
levitated micromechanical oscillator, with Ω = 2π×0.1(S−1),
ωc = Ω/8 and AΓ = Ω/30. (b)-(d) The CCW evolution of
the time-dependent parameters ηeff, Γ and Ωeff in one period
T along the orange and green loops.

The EPs emerge when Ω = Γ and cos 2θ = 0, that is, a
pair of EPs locate at Γ = Ω and θ = π/4, 3π/4, respec-
tively. Figs. 1(c) and 1(d) show the calculated real part
and imaginary part of the eigenvalues over the parameter
plane of Γ and θ in the vicinity of the EP at θ = π/4.
We can find that, λ− and λ+ coalesce at the EP, and in
the vicinity of the EP, they exhibit the same structure as
Riemann sheets of complex square-root function z

1
2 . The

PT symmetric phase line is a branch cut that connects
the gain Riemann sheet (see the red sheet in Fig. 1(c))
with the loss Riemann sheet (see the blue sheet in Fig.
1(c)).

In this magnetogravitational trap system, microparti-
cle with diameter between 2µm and 1mm can be trapped
stably at room temperature. The typical parameters
Ω ≈ 2π × 0.1s−1, ω0 ≈ 2π × 10s−1 is accessible in the
system. To approach the EP, we have to make the gain
or loss coefficient Γ around 2π× 0.1s−1, which is achiev-
able at a pressure of P ∼ 10−3 mbar for a microparticle
with diameter around 10µm. In such a low-frequency
system, stable trapping and effective motion detection
have been well realized [39, 40]. We can use a 633-nm
laser as the illumination source and use an objective to
collect scattered light from the microsphere. The posi-
tion of microparticle is tracked with a CCD camera with
a speed of 200 frames per second.

To realize the dynamical evolution of Hamiltonian H
in the parameter space, the gain or loss coefficient Γ and
the rotation angle θ have to be controlled in situ coher-
ently with high precision. We can modulate the rota-

tion angle θ uniformly and slowly with a constant angu-
lar frequency. Then the parameter θ oscillates between
[−Aθ, Aθ], with a constant rate 2Aθ

π ωc.

θ =
π

4
+

2Aθ
π

∫ t

0

f(t′)ωcdt
′, with (5)

f(t′) =

{
1 if cosωct

′ ≥ 0
−1 if cosωct

′ < 0.

Due to the slow evolution of our system, during the ro-
tation, we can also coherently control the feedback am-
plification and gas damping of the particle:

Γ = Γ0 +AΓ sin(ωct+ π/2). (6)

In this experimental scheme, Γ is in the range of 2π ×
0.01s−1 to 2π × 0.1s−1, which is much larger than the
frequency fluctuations due to the changes of external en-
vironmental conditions. Thus we can effectively control
the gain coefficient.

In the experimental system, considering the effective
range of the stable trapping, ωc � Ω/15 is achievable. In
principle, 0 ≤ Aθ ≤ π/2 and 2π × 10−4s−1 ≤ AΓ ≤ Γ0 is
achievable in the system, and it is a range of parameters
sufficient to realize the parametric evolution of the Hamil-
tonian. Hence, parameter loops with different structure,
size and location are accessible in our system. As shown
in Fig. 2(a), in the parameter plane of Γ and θ, the orange
loop is encircling an EP with Aθ = π/30 and AΓ = Ω/30,
while the green loop has the simplified structure being a
straight path away from the EP with Aθ = π/10 and
AΓ = 0. The start points are both at the branch cut.
The corresponding slow evolution of parameters ηeff, Γ
and Ωeff along the loops in one period T = 2π/ωc is
shown in Figs. 2(b)-2(d). We define that the parameter
loop is counterclockwise (CCW) when ωc > 0, and clock-
wise (CW) when ωc < 0. In this dynamical evolution
process, our system serves as an easy-controllable plat-
form with Γ0, AΓ, ωc and Aθ all being tunable. So the
size and location of the parameter loop can be coherently
controlled in situ to study their effects on the chiral state
conversion process.

III. CHIRAL STATE CONVERSION IN
DYNAMICAL ENCIRCLEMENT

The dynamics of the system is now definitely deter-
mined by Eq. (3), with the non-Hermitian Hamiltonian
being time-dependent. The instantaneous eigenbasis of
such a Hamiltonian is not orthogonal in the sense of
Dirac. Instead, a biorthogonal eigenbasis can be con-
structed with right eigenvectors r+, r− and correspond-
ing left eigenvectors l+, l−, where the subscripts + and
− denote the eigenstates with gain and loss respectively.
They are defined by Hr± = λ±r± and lT±H = λ±l

T
±,

such that lTi rj = δi,j . To further study the dynamical
process, we choose the parallel transported eigenbasis
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[27]:

r+ = l+ =

(
− sin(α/2)
cos(α/2)

)
, r− = l− =

(
cos(α/2)
sin(α/2)

)
,

with α defined by tanα = Ω
2 sin 2θ/(Ω

2 cos 2θ + iΓ/2).
Then, any vector state at time t, can be expanded into a
linear combination of the eigenbasis (i.e., right eigenvec-
tors):

Ψ = c+r+ + c−r−. (7)

In all cases we set the start point of the parameter
loop at the branch cut. And without loss of generality,
we let the initial state be one of the eigenstates r±. Then
we study the dynamical evolution of coefficients (c+, c−),
whose initial value is (1, 0) or (0, 1) in the instantaneous
basis. In the numerical studies shown in the following, we
have seen indications consistent with previous theoretical
result that adiabatic behavior for at least one state is not
always observed [42].

Firstly, we study the case that the parameter loop en-
circles an EP. As shown in Fig. 3, the dynamical en-
circlement around an EP with initial state prepared to
r+(0) or r−(0) is calculated numerically. When the en-
circling direction is CW (indicated by the arrow on the
trajectory), both r+(0) and r−(0) will evolve to r−(0)
after one encirclement, as shown in Figs. 3(a) and 3(b),
respectively. In Fig. 3(a), this evolution matches the adi-
abatic prediction showing a state-flip, which is a direct
result from the topological structure around EP. While
in Fig. 3(b), a NAT appears and leads to a sudden state
switch [43]. That is, the adiabatic following dynamics is
piecewise. With the combined action of the topological
structure around EP (the adiabatic evolution around EP)
and the appearance of a NAT (a sudden state switch),
the final state goes back to the initial state r−(0). Here,
we define the condition |c−| = |c+| as the confirmation of
appearance of a NAT. And in Figs. 3(c) and 3(d), the en-
circling direction is CCW, both r+(0) and r−(0) evolve
to r+(0) after one encirclement. To summarize, the fi-
nal state of such a dynamical encirclement depends on
the evolution direction, this asymmetric mode switch is
called chiral state conversion.

To further understand the physics in this dynami-
cal process, we perform numerical simulations to study
the nonadiabatic transitions in the slow encirclement.
With encircling direction being CW (the cases shown in
Figs. 3(a) and 3(b)), the amplitudes of c+ and c− are
shown in Figs. 4(a) and 4(b). In Fig. 4(a), the initial
state is r+(0). Since the state always evolves on the gain
Riemann sheet (see also Fig. 3(a)), it is stable and c+
dominates in the whole process. In Fig. 4(b), the initial
state is r−(0), so the state evolves on the loss Riemann
sheet (see also Fig. 3(b)) at the beginning. But a NAT
happens after td, which is the delay time counted from
the last time (the beginning in this case) that the loop
goes across the branch cut into the loss state [27], thus
the state switches to the gain state r+(t). This transi-
tion can be understood physically as that, if not being

FIG. 3. (a, b) The CW encircling trajectories on the inter-
secting Riemann sheets. The initial states are r+(0) in (a)
and r−(0) in (b), respectively. The start point is indicated
by a dot and the trajectory is calculated by (|c−(t)|2λ−(t) +
|c+(t)|2λ+(t))/(|c−(t)|2 + |c+(t)|2). (c, d) The CCW encir-
cling trajectories on the intersecting Riemann sheets.

FIG. 4. (a, b) Calculated amplitudes of c+ and c− in the
CW evolution, with initial state being r+(0) in (a) and r−(0)
in (b). We choose the parameters to be ωc = Ω/8, AΓ = Ω/30
and Aθ = π/30. (c) The delay time td as a function of Aθ,
with different ωc’s and AΓ = Ω/30. (d) The delay time td as
a function of AΓ, with different ωc’s and Aθ = π/30.

the lowest loss one, a state of the non-Hermitian sys-
tem evolving in a parameter loop is unstable, and would
transfer to the lowest loss state as long as the evolution
time is sufficiently long. As a result, the final state is
always r−(0) in the CW direction, no matter what the
initial state is.

In our system, Aθ, AΓ and ωc are all tunable, so we
can study their influence on td. The numerical results
are given in Figs. 4(c) and 4(d). We find that td is al-
ways smaller than T/2. In such an encirclement, we can
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FIG. 5. (a, b) The CW trajectories on the intersecting
Riemann sheets for the straight path in parameter plane. The
initial states are r+(0) in (a) and r−(0) in (b), respectively.
The start point is indicated by a dot, near which is an arrow
to show the loop direction at the beginning. (c, d) The CCW
trajectories on the intersecting Riemann sheets.

realize the chiral state conversion if td < T , which is met
robustly in our system. Although these parameters de-
termining the loop size can affect td slightly, the chiral
state conversion is achieved robustly.

IV. CHIRAL STATE CONVERSION ALONG A
STRAIGHT PATH IN PARAMETER SPACE

Secondly, we simplify the structure of parameter loop
to be a straight path across the branch cut by setting
AΓ = 0 (see also Fig. 2(a)). The start point of the loop
is still at the brunch cut (θ=π/4), but now Γ0 is variable.
Our numerical calculation shows that, without the limit
of small loop scale, we can achieve chiral state conver-
sion by increasing length of the straight path 2Aθ, which
has been preliminarily explored in Fig. 4(c). The four
dynamical evolution processes are shown in Fig. 5. We
can see that, even the path is away from the EP with
Γ0 = 2

3Ω, the final state of one loop is always r−(0)
in CW direction (see Figs. 5(a) and 5(b)) and r+(0) in
CCW direction (see Figs. 5(c) and 5(d)). These results
are in accordance with those along a loop encircling an
EP (see Fig. 3), that is, the same chiral behavior.

In order to analyze the evolution processes in Figs. 5(a)
and 5(b), the numerical results of the time-dependent co-
efficients |c+| and |c−| in the CW dynamical processes
are plotted in Figs. 6(a) and 6(b). We find that the
straight path goes across the branch cut at T/2, and af-
ter crossing it, the two states have switched with each
other. As shown in Fig. 6(a), the state evolves adiabati-
cally in the first half of the evolution process, while after
the branch cut a NAT happens with td(a) due to the
instability of loss state in the evolution. Therefore the

FIG. 6. (a, b) Calculated amplitudes of c+ and c− in the
CW evolution, with initial state being r+(0) in (a) and r−(0)
in (b). We choose the parameters to be ωc = Ω/17, Aθ = π/6
and Γ0 = 2Ω/3. There is a branch cut at T/2 in each panel
as marked. (c) The delay times td(a), td(b1) and td(b2) as a
function of Aθ with Γ0 = 2Ω/3. (d) The delay times td(a),
td(b1) and td(b2) as a function of Γ0 with Aθ = π/6.

final state switches to r−(0), which is the same result
as that shown in Fig. 4(a), but has different dynamics.
And in Fig. 6(b), two NATs emerge with corresponding
delay times td(b1) and td(b2) because the initial state is
the loss state r−(0), which is unstable from the begin-
ning. After the first NAT the state jumps to the stable
gain state, while after the branch cut it switches to the
unstable loss state again, which gives rise to the second
NAT. As a result, the final state switches two times back
to the initial state r−(0): also the same result as that in
Fig. 4(b) but different dynamics. Hence, the chiral state
conversion is also achieved in the straight path evolution
but with different dynamics.

Furthermore, we study the influence of parameters Aθ
and Γ0 on the delay times td(a), td(b1) and td(b2) as
shown in Figs. 6(c) and 6(d). The dashed line in the
panel indicates the interval that no NAT happens. Un-
der the condition of td < T/2, the chiral state conversion
would appear. As shown in Fig. 6(c), we find that, in-
creasing the range of the straight path 2Aθ can make
the chiral state conversion more robust. And we can see
in Fig. 6(d) that, when the loop is approaching the EP
(Γ0 approaching Ω), the chiral behavior becomes very ro-
bust as td is becoming very small. And when the path
is away from the EP, td is not always smaller than T/2.
That is, such chiral behavior is not so robust as that in
the vicinity of an EP, but we can still find the accessible
parameter space to achieve it (by increasing Aθ).
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V. CONCLUSION

In summary, we have proposed an easy-controllable
levitated micromechanical oscillator as a platform to
study the slow evolution dynamics in different param-
eter loops. With in situ control of the parameters Aθ,
AΓ and Γ0, we have realized the chiral state conversion,
both along a loop encircling an EP and a straight path
away from the EP, with different dynamics in the process.
It is a combination of the topological structure of energy
surfaces and the NAT that leads to the chiral behaviors.
We have broadened the range of parameter space for the
chiral state conversion, that with much lower loss coeffi-
cient Γ, chiral state conversion is also realized with dif-
ferent dynamical process. Furthermore, we can use this
platform to study the complicated dynamical processes

governed by time-dependent non-Hermitian Hamiltoni-
ans, such as, the encircling of high-order EPs [44, 45],
non-Hermitian topological invariants [46–48] and floquet
non-Hermitian physics [49, 50].
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