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Non-Hermitian Edge Burst

Wen-Tan Xue,! Yu-Min Hu,! Fei Song,'>* and Zhong Wang!: f
! Institute for Advanced Study, Tsinghua University, Beijing, 100084, China

We unveil an unexpected non-Hermitian phenomenon, dubbed edge burst, in non-Hermitian quan-
tum dynamics. Specifically, in a class of non-Hermitian quantum walk in periodic lattices with open
boundary condition, an exceptionally large portion of loss occurs at the system boundary. The
physical origin of this edge burst is found to be an interplay between two unique non-Hermitian
phenomena: non-Hermitian skin effect and imaginary gap closing. Furthermore, we establish a
universal bulk-edge scaling relation underlying the non-Hermitian edge burst. Our predictions are
experimentally accessible in various non-Hermitian systems including quantum-optical and cold-

atom platforms.

Standard quantum mechanics postulates Hermiticity
of Hamiltonian, yet non-Hermitian Hamiltonians are use-
ful in many branches of physics. For example, open sys-
tems with gain and loss naturally exhibit non-Hermitian
physics [1]. Recently, there have been growing interests
in non-Hermitian topological physics. In particular, the
bulk-boundary correspondence principle is drastically re-
shaped by the non-Hermitian skin effect (NHSE), namely
the boundary localization of bulk-band eigenstates [2—
11]. It indicates that the boundary plays an even more
profound role in non-Hermitian systems compared to
their Hermitian counterparts.

In this paper, we unveil a boundary-induced dynam-
ical phenomenon, dubbed “edge burst”, in a class of
non-Hermitian systems. For concreteness, we consider
quantum-mechanical time evolution of particles (called
“quantum walkers”) in a lossy lattice. Intuitively, a
walker starting from a certain site far from the edges
is expected to escape predominantly from nearby sites.
However, a prominent peak in the loss probability is
found at the edge. More unexpectedly, the relative height
of this peak grows with the distance from the initial site
to the edge. Furthermore, we find that this edge burst
exhibits a unique scaling behavior, originating from a
universal bulk-edge scaling relation. This provides an
underlying theory that not only tells the precise condi-
tions for edge burst, but also has implications beyond.

We note that the appearance of an edge peak has been
reported in a very recent work, though it was incorrectly
attributed to topological edge states [12]. Our work
demonstrates that the edge burst stems entirely from
the non-Bloch bulk bands, highlighting it as a robust
phenomenon insensitive to edge perturbations.

Non-Hermitian edge burst.—For concreteness, we con-
sider a one-dimensional lossy lattice shown in Fig. 1(a).
During the quantum walk, the walker can escape from
B sites. The Schrodinger equation i |4 (t)) = H|y(t))

reads
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with loss rate v > 0. The corresponding Bloch Hamilto-
nian is
H(k) = (t1 + ta2cosk)o,

+ (tosink + z%) —il1,2)

2
where o, , . are the Pauli matrices, with o, = 1(—1)
corresponding to A(B) sublattice, and I is the identity
matrix. This model is similar to that of Ref. [13], except
that it is purely lossy. Notably, it features the NHSE,
which distinguishes it from earlier quantum-walk models
[14]. Intuitively, the —m/2 fluxes in the triangles generate
rotational motions, such that the A and B chains favor
opposite directions of motion; the loss then generates a
net chiral motion along the A chain by suppressing the
backflow on the B chain. Alternatively, the NHSE can
be seen via the equivalence of the model, under a basis
change, to the non-Hermitian Su-Schrieffer-Heeger model
with left-right asymmetric hopping [2].
The Wavefunctlon norm decreases as < (v(t)|y(t)) =

iW@|H — (1) = - 3, 21[0B(6)[%, and the prob-

ability that the walker escapes from location z is

P =2 / Sy B o), (3)

Note that > P, = 1 is satisfied under the initial-state
normalization (1(0)|t)(0)) = 1. Let us consider a walker
starting from z = zg, with Y2 = §,,, and ¥Z = 0
It appears natural to expect that P, would decay away
from zg, which is confirmed by numerical simulations
[Fig. 1(b)]. We also notice that the P, distribution is
left-right asymmetric. The preference of walking left can
be attributed to the NHSE;, all eigenstates being localized
at the left edge [2].

The most intriguing feature is the exceptionally high
peak at the left edge, namely the edge burst, which stands
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FIG. 1. (a) The model. Each unit cell, labeled by spatial
coordinate x, contains two sites A and B. (b,c) The spatially
resolved loss probability P, for a walker initiated at zo = 50.
t; = 0.63 for (b) and t; = 0.4 for (c). The chain length
L = 60. (d) The relative height Pedge/Pmin With varying
t1, for o = 50 and 25. Here, Peqge = Pr=1 and Puin =
min{P;, Py, -+, Py, }. (e) Relative height with zo varying
from 40 to 140, for t; = 0.63 (black square) and t; = 0.40
(blue triangle) (marked in (d)). L = 150. Throughout (b-e),
to = 0.5,y = 0.8 are fixed.

out from the almost invisible decaying tail [Fig. 1(c)].
Such a peak was numerically seen in Ref. [12]. However,
it was unclear when and why the peak occurs. It was
attributed to topological edge states, which turns out to
be incorrect. In fact, both (b) and (c) in Fig. 1 are
within the topologically nontrivial regimes (i.e. there are
topological edge modes) [2, 4], yet the edge burst occurs
only in (c), which looks puzzling.

To quantify the edge burst, we calculate the relative
height, defined as Peqge/Pmin, Where Pogge = Pp, and
Ppin = min{Py, Pa,---, P, } is the minimum of P be-
tween the starting point and the edge. The existence
and absence of edge burst manifests in Poqge/Pmin > 1
and Pedge/Pmin ~ 1, respectively. We see in Fig. 1(d)
that the relative height increases with zq for ¢; € (0, t5]
(approximately), and rapidly decreases to order of unity
otherwise, with ¢t = 0.5 fixed. In Fig. 1(e), we
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FIG. 2. (a)(b) The height of edge peak in double logarithmic
(a) and logarithmic (b) plot. (c)(d) The bulk distribution of
P, in double logarithmic (c) and logarithmic (d) plot. L =
200 for (a-d), and zo = 150 for (c,d). (e) Energy spectrums
under periodic boundary condition (PBC). The green, red,
and blue spectrums close the imaginary gap (dissipative gap),
i.e. touch the real axis, while the black spectrum exhibits a
nonzero imaginary gap. (f) Generalized Brillouin zone (GBZ).
Throughout (a-f), t2 = 0.5,7 = 0.5, t1 = 0 (green), 0.3 (red),
0.5 (blue), and 0.6 (black).

plot the relative height for ¢; = 0.40 and 0.63, which
grows with zo in the former case. The numerical fitting
Pedge/Pmin ~ (29)1%3 is close to being linear. We note
that NHSE is present for all t; # 0, and therefore Fig.
1(d)(e) tell us that NHSE by itself does not guarantee
edge burst.

To unveil the origin of edge burst, we plot both Fegge
and bulk P, in Fig. 2. Fig. 2 (a,b) indicate that Peqge
follows a power law for |t1] < [to],

Peage ~ |o| ™%, (4)

and an exponential law Pogge ~ (Ae)™ for [t1| > [t2]. Fig.
2 (c,d) indicate similar behaviors in the bulk,

Py ~ |z — zo| ", (5)



for |[t;] < |t2], and exponential law P, ~ (\)*0~*
(A < 1) for [t1| > |t2|. Note that Eq. (5) is valid only for
2 in the bulk, i.e. not too close to the edge; also note that
ap # a. The algebraic (i.e. power-law) behavior of bulk
P, reflects the algebraic decay of wavefunction norm in
the time domain, which originates from the Bloch energy
spectrum touching the real axis, i.e. closing the imag-
inary gap [Fig. 2(e)]. In other words, algebraic decay
corresponds to max[ImFE (k)] = 0, with E denoting the
eigen-spectrums of H. It can be readily checked that the
imaginary gap closes for |t1| < [t2] [15].

In the language of open quantum system, the algebraic
behavior means that the dissipative gap (or Liouvillian
gap) closes [16]. In fact, our non-Hermitian H in Eq.
(1) can be reformulated in terms of the quantum mas-
ter equation, dﬁ = —i[?—l, pl+ >, (LapLl — 2{LiLy, p}),
where H = 3, ;¢ ¢ hijej, with h denoting the Hermitian
part of H in Fig. 1(a), namely, h;; = H;;(y = 0), and
the dissipator L, = /27c¢B. Note that ¢; can be either
bosonic or fermionic, which does not affect the single-
particle dynamics. The effective non—Hermitian Hamil-
toman Heg = H— Y iLiL, = H—~Y, BTl =
> Ci Hmcj. In this context, max[ImE(k)] = 0 corre-
sponds to closing the dissipative (imaginary) gap.

Given the imaginary gap closing, namely |¢t1] < |t2], we
always see the edge burst except at t; = 0. The t; =0
point is special in two aspects. First, NHSE is absent
at this parameter value. Second, the periodic-boundary-
condition (PBC) energy spectrum encloses zero area in
complex plane [green triangle in Fig. 2(e)]. These two
features are concurrent. In fact, a precise correspondence
has been established between the existence (absence) of
NHSE and the complex energy enclosing nonzero (zero)
area [17, 18]. The zero and nonzero enclosed area is also
known as having trivial and nontrivial point-gap topol-
ogy, respectively [19-21].

Summarizing the above numerical findings, we infer
that the edge burst stems from the interplay between
two prominent non-Hermitian phenomena, NHSE and
imaginary gap closing. The latter is a non-Hermitian
counterpart of being gapless in Hermitian systems. This
imaginary gaplessness and NHSE jointly induce the edge
burst.

Bulk-edge scaling relation.—~The exponent a, in Eq. (4)
and ap in Eq. (5) characterize the edge and bulk dynam-
ics, respectively. One of our central results is the scaling
relation

(6)
in the presence of NHSE and imaginary gap closing. For
our specific model, it holds true when [t;| < |ta] (such
that imaginary gap closes) and t; # 0 (such that NHSE
is present). At the NHSE-free point ¢t; = 0, we have
ae = oy instead. Remarkably, although both o and a.
are model/parameter dependent, the relation Eq. (6) re-
mains universal. Numerical fitting in Fig. 2(a)(c) yields

ae =ap — 1

ap — a = 0.99,1.03 for t; = 0.3,0.5, respectively, which
is in reasonable agreement with Eq. (6). For ¢; = 0, the
fitting yields ap —ae = 0.09, being close to the theoretical
value 0 for the NHSE-free cases.

Before calculating ap, ae and proving Eq. (6), we ob-
serve that this equation implies edge burst. In fact, Eq.
(5) implies that P, takes the minimum near (but not too
close to) the edge, and Py, ~ x, “*. Therefore, it follows
from Eq. (6) that

ap—ae
Pedge/Pmin ~ mob

(7)

Thus, as the starting point x¢ moves away from the edge,
the relative height of edge peak increases. This is pre-
cisely the origin of edge burst.

Now we calculate oy, and derive Eq. (6) using
Green’s function, which has been a useful tool in non-
Hermitian systems [22-27]. The integrand in Eq. (3)
can be expressed as |(x, B|G(t)|1(t = 0))|?, where G(t) =
—iO(t)e "t with O(t) standing for the Heaviside step
function. It is convenient to work in the frequency (en-
L [ dwG(w)e ™, in

27 J—c0

~ ZQ.

ergy) domain using G(t) =
which the Green’s function reads G(w) = m. Now
we can recast Eq. (3) into

+oo
P, — %/ dw|(z, B|G(w)|zo, A)2. (8)

— 00
where the initial state (¢t = 0)) = |xg, A) has been in-
serted. To calculate ay, it is more convenient to consider
an infinite chain. The relevant Green’s function reads

27T
(z, BIG(w) |0, 4) = / I

0 27T

g

=4, 35"

where H(f) is the analytic continuation of H(k) in
Eq (2), H(B) = H(k)|.ir_g. For our specific model,

(W,H(m)BA = (t1 + tQ%)/det[w +i0" — H(B)].
This integration can be done by the residue theorem,
and the asymptotic behavior at |z — xg|] — oo is de-
termined by the roots of detjw + 0t — H(B)] = 0
[23]. As a quadratic equation, it has two roots that
we order as |Br(w)| > |Br(w)|. Following Ref. [23],
we have (z, B|G(w)|zo, A) ~ frpB7 ™ for x < zg, and
(x, B|G(w)|xo, A) ~ frBE ™ for & >z (|Br(w)| > 1 >
|Br(w)| is satisfied for real-valued w), where fr, g are z-
independent and their precise values do not concern us
[15]. Accordingly, PS°, in which the superscript oo stands

x

for the infinite chain, is given by

Tr—Iq 1
<w+w+Hw)
(9)

“+oo
pr=l / du| fr/ (@) PBL/p (@)=, (10)

—00

where the subscript L and R corresponds to x < xy and
x > mp, respectively. For | — xg| large, the integral

k(z—z0) 1
wti0t —H(K) ) g,

)
BA



of Eq. (10) is dominated by |8| closest to 1. In fact,
the existence (absence) of a real w satisfying |B(w)| =1
determines the algebraic (exponential) behavior of P,.
To satisfy |B(w)| = 1 for real-valued w is to close the
imaginary gap of Bloch Hamiltonian, because the gap-
closing point wy satisfies det|wy — H(8)] = 0 with | 5] = 1.
These wp values are marked as Ay, Ay and B in Fig. 2(e),
and the corresponding 8 values in Fig. 2(f).

As we focus on = < g, the relevant root is 81, (w). Let
us write w = wy + dw, and then expand Br(w), fr(w)
to the lowest order of dw, so that |Br(w)] ~ 1 +
Kéw™ ~ exp(Kdw"), and |f(w)|? ~ dw™. Now PX ~
[ d(6w)dw™ exp(—2Kéw™ |z — x0|) ~ |z — 0|~ (MFV/1,
and therefore a, = (m + 1)/n. In contrast, when the
imaginary gap opens, we have |5z (w)| > 1 and exponen-
tial decay P> ~ [min(fy(w))]~2*=*0l. For our model,
the imaginary gap closing regime is [t1] < |t2|, in which
the bulk P, indeed exhibits algebraic behavior. Further-
more, taking t > 0, we have (n,m) = (1/2,0), (2,2), and
(4,4) for t; = 0, t; € (0,t2), and ¢; = ta, respectively.
This leads to the bulk exponent [15]

1 3 5
m + _9

- LT (11)
for these three cases, which is in reasonable agreement
with the numerical values ap = 2.13,1.51,1.39 obtained
from Fig. 2(c).

Now let us consider a chain with open boundary con-
dition (OBC) at = 1 and L [Fig. 1(b)]. The NHSE
of our model localizes all eigenstates exponentially to
the edge. This effect can be precisely characterized by
the generalized Brillouin zone (GBZ), which is the tra-
jectory of 8 associated with OBC eigenstates [2, 28—
32]. In our model, the GBZ is a circle with radius
18l = V/|(t1 —v/2)/(t1 +7/2)] < 1 for t; > 0, indicating
NHSE with skin modes localized at the left edge [2]. The
NHSE induces leftward walking, and the walker becomes
trapped at the left edge once it arrives there. We compare
the P, of the (effectively) infinite chain and finite chain
[Fig. 3(a)], which indicates that PS° is almost the same
as OBC P, for = not too close to the edge. In view of the
probability sum ) P, = 1 in both cases, we conclude
that the missing part, namely the edge accumulation in
the OBC case and ZO P2° in the infinite-chain case,

Tr=—00 x

must be equal. This observation leads to the estimation

0
Pedge’\’ Z PLOON/

T=—00 -

ap =

0
|z — zo| ¥ dx

o0
N / 2O ~ (). (12)
zo
Therefore, we see that a. in Eq. (4) equals a; — 1.
As explained by Eq. (7), this “—1” in exponent means
a dramatic enhancement of F.gqge compared to the de-
cay tail of P,, generating the edge burst. In contrast,
when the imaginary gap is nonzero, we have FPegge ~
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FIG. 3. (a) P, for OBC chain with L =50 (z = 1,2---50)

(blue) and the infinite chain (yellow). The latter is repre-
sented by a L = 150 chain (z = —99,—98---,50), which is
effectively infinite since the walker remains far from the edge
throughout the time evolution. Only the [1,50] interval is
shown. The left inset shows the long-time evolution of the
wavefunction at the edge for L = 50. The right inset shows
the GBZ. t2 = 0.5, v = 2, t; = 0.3, and o = 41. (b) Similar
to (a) except that ¢; = —0.3. The infinite chain is represented
by a L = 150 chain with x =1,2---150, and zo = 11.

[l Qw2 e~ [(N)"dz ~ (A)™, which is of
the same order as the decay tail (taking z = 0 in
P, ~ X;°7"), and therefore no edge burst exists. More-
over, it implies A, = Ap. Numerical fitting in Fig. 2(b)(d)
yields Ay =~ 0.916 and A, =~ 0.917, being close to each
other.

Our calculations above demonstrate the respective role
of imaginary gap closing and NHSE in creating the edge
burst. The former causes the algebraic decay of P, in the
bulk, while the latter drives chiral motion and contributes
the crucial “—1” to the right-hand side of Eq. (6).

Since ay, is a bulk-band quantity, Eq. (12) and Eq. (6)
unambiguously tells that the edge bust is a bulk-band
phenomenon independent of edge details. The bulk-band
nature can also be seen in the long-time behavior of wave-
function. In fact, we can write H = ) Ey,|ng)(ni| in
terms of the right and left eigenstates |ng) and |np),
then (z, Bly(t)) =, e *Ent(x, Blng)(ny|zg, A). It fol-
lows that max{Im(E, )} dominates the long-time behav-
ior, and |(x, Bl(t))| ~ emax{Im(En)} for ¢ — 0o, Un-
der OBC, the bulk band consists of skin modes local-
ized at the edge, and FE,, should be calculated from GBZ
[2, 28]. According to Longhi [29], max{Im(E)} of bulk
band occurs at a saddle point s on GBZ, satisfying
(OE/0B)p=p, = 0. We numerically calculate the time de-



pendence of edge-site wavefunction, which indeed follows
an exponential law with exponent close to max{Im(F)}¢
[insets of Fig. 3(a)], confirming the bulk-band nature of
edge burst. To further back up our results, we change the
sign of t; so that the skin modes and edge burst are seen
at the right edge; the results again support our picture
[Fig. 3(b)]. Results from other models, including those
with bipolar NHSE [33], also confirmed our theory [15].

Conclusions.-We unveil a boundary-induced non-
Hermitian dynamical phenomenon, dubbed the edge
burst, which is an unexpected interplay between imag-
inary (dissipative) gap and NHSE. Its origin is identified
as a universal bulk-edge scaling relation [Eq. (6)]. Our
theory can be readily confirmed in various non-Hermitian
platforms including, for example, the photon quantum
walk in which NHSE has been realized and the dissipa-
tive gap can be conveniently tuned [8, 34]. Dissipative
cold atom systems with NHSE is also a promising plat-
form [35, 36].
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I. IMAGINARY GAP CLOSING CONDITIONS

We have stated in the main article that the imaginary gap closes for |¢1]| < |t2|. This can be checked by straightfor-
ward calculations. A less computational approach is as follows.
The model considered in our main article is reproduced as follows:

Model I: H(k) = (t1 + tacosk)o, + (t2sink + i%)az - i%[. (1)

For later use, we also consider a different model

Model I1: H(k) = (t1 + t5 cosk)o, + [ts cos(k — a) + z%]az - Z%J. 2)

We can express the Hamiltonian in terms of their eigenvalues and bi-orthogonal eigenstates as
H(k) =) En(k)|unr(k)) (unr (k). (3)

Here, ImE(k) < 0 is satisfied because of the lossy nature of our models, and ImFE (k) = 0 is the imaginary gap closing
point. For our purpose, it is convenient to start from the expression

(unr (k)| H (k)|unr(k))
(unr(k)unr(k)) ’

which is a simple consequence of H (k)|u,r(k)) = E,(k)|un,r(k)). Note that only right eigenstates appear here. The

expression using both left and right eigenstates, F, (k) = <“"<Z (?ég(‘ﬁ) ‘Z?,Sik)), though also valid, is less convenient for

En(k) =

(4)

our subsequent calculations.
We now take the imaginary part of Eq. (4), which is

1o e L (e HB () () H (8)unr(k)
= gilEn )~ En()] = o = B e (R)) (ne I un ()

(unr(k)lunr(k))

ImE, (k)

where we have defined

which is a Hermitian matrix. It can be diagonalized as
D(k) =Y Ni(k)|di (k) (di(k)], (7)

with real-valued eigenvalues. Inserting this formula into the expression of ImFE(k), we see

ImE (k) = 5 M) (s () [ () .

(unr(k)|unr(k))
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For the two models above, we observe that they both share a k-independent D(k) = o, — 31. Its eigenvalues and
corresponding eigenstates are

M(k) =0, |di(k)) = (1,0)7;
Xo(k) = =7, |da(k)) = (0,1). (9)

Eq. (8) tells us that ImE(k) = 0 requires |[(da(k)|unr(k))| = 0, i.e. the right eigenstate at the imaginary gap
closing point should be orthogonal to |d2(k)) = (0,1). Thus, |u,r(k)) is parallel to |d;) or, equivalently, |d;) is
a right eigenstate of H(k) at the imaginary gap closing point. This is possible only when the coefficient of o, in
H(k) vanishes. For our models, the o, coefficient is t; + t5 cosk, and therefore the imaginary gap closes at k = ko
determined by

cos kg = —t1/ta. (10)

Since |cos(k)| < 1 for real-valued k, we obtain the imaginary gap closing condition |¢1| < |t2]. The energies of the
imaginary gap closing points, where the E(k) curve touches the real axis, are given by

Model T: wi = +4/t3 — 2,
t

Model IT : wT = t—s (—t1 cosa £ /t3 — 13 Sina> .
2

II. EXPLICIT CALCULATION OF THE BULK DECAY EXPONENT

(11)

In the main article, we have used the fact that the decay of bulk P, follows an algebraic law P, ~ |z — x| ~** when
the imaginary gap closes. Here, we provide an explicit calculation of the exponent «p. To this end, we consider a
long one-dimensional chain so that the boundary effect is negligible, and denote P, by Pg°, meaning that the chain
is effectively infinite. We start from the formula

+oo
1?=1/ duo|(z, BG(w)|z0, 4)? (12)
T

— 00

with
27
dk 1
B A) — eikle—mo) (=
(z, B|G(w)|zo, A) /0 o€ w+i0" — H(k) ) pa

_ B pomwo (L
- 7{5—1 QWiBB (w +1i0t — H(ﬁ))BA’ ()

where H(3) = H(k)|.x_z [1, 2]. For our specific model in the main article,

( 1 ) L - 10
w0t —H(B)) 5,  detlw+i0t — H(B)|

The integral in Eq. (13) can be done by the residue theorem, and the asymptotic behavior at |z — z¢| — oo is
determined by the roots of det|w + i0" — H(3)] = 0 [2]. As a quadratic equation, it has two roots 8 (w) and Br(w),
which satisfy |8 (w)| > 1 > |Br(w)| for real-valued w. Following Ref. [2], we have (z, B|G(w)|zo, A) ~ frB] *° for
r < x9, and (z, B|G(w)|ro, A) ~ frBE *° for x > x¢, where the residue factors f;,r are z-independent and their
values are

1
t1 + tQ%

Thus, Eq. (12) becomes
+oo
P =2 [ dl @)l )P, (16)

where the subscript L and R corresponds to x < xg and x > xg, respectively. As has been explained in the main
article, the integral is dominated at large |x — xg| by the neighborhood of imaginary gap closing point wg, where



|BL/r(wo)| = 1. To find the asymptotic behavior of the integral, we need the expansions of 8z /r(w) and f7,/r(w) near
the imaginary gap closing point.

Hereafter, we shall focus on the = < z( region and therefore only (1 (w) is relevant. Writing w = wg + dw, and
expanding fr(w), Br(w) to the lowest order of dw, we have

[fr(@)? ~ dw™, (17)
and |8 (w)| & 1+ Kéw™ =~ exp(Kdw™) or, equivalently
In |8 (w)] = Kdw". (18)
It follows that

P> ~ /d(&w)éwm exp(—2K0w™|x — x0|) ~ |@ — 20|~ M/, (19)

and therefore o, = (m + 1)/n. The rest part of this section is to calculate n and m.

Let us calculate n first. Note that the 0% term is irrelevant in most cases and we shall discard it for the moment,
so that the determinant equation det[w + 0™ — H ()] = 0 becomes det|w — H(3)] = 0. For model I, namely the Eq.
(1)(2) of the main article, the equation detjw — H(8)] = 0 can be explicitly written as

to(ty + )5-&-752(151—*)5 Pty - w? —iw =0 (20)

Its two roots are

)+ /02(w) — 482(83 — 42 /4)
2to (tl + ”//2)

B (w) = (21)
where b(w) = t? +t2 —w? —iyw. At the imaginary gap closing point of the Bloch Hamiltonian, ng = +./t3 — 2, there
exists at least one root whose modulus is 1. To avoid excessive signs, we shall only focus on the positive frequency
we = /t2 — 12 (We focus on ty > t; > 0 throughout this section). Under the ordering |3 (w)| > 1 > |Br(w)], the
two roots read

Bulwd) = B(wi) = 1L 4 VETH gy = mwm=“‘”ﬂ<tlivg‘ﬁ>. (22)

12 to ti +7/2 ity 12

We can rewrite it as

Buleif) = e, Buluaf) = e (23)

where ko = arccos(—t1/ta). As the frequency slightly shifts away from the imaginary gap closing point war , namely
w = wi + 0w, Br(wg + dw) will also shift from exp(iko) to expli(ko + 6k + i6k')], 0k and 8k’ being functions of dw.
The leading order expansion of i(0k + idk’) = In[Br (w)/Br(wo)] is

2 2
i(0k + i0k') = (51“5L> Sw + <8 ML) w” L (24)
w:wg' OJ_OJO

Ow Ow?

The real part of left hand side (LHS) is =6k’ = In|8L| & Kéw™, and that of the right hand side (RHS) should tell us
the value of n of Eq. (18). In fact, the lowest order nonzero real-valued coefficient of RHS should be identified as the
Kéw™ term. By explicit calculations, we obtain the derivatives

(i) _(Lomy i

Ow )opr \Brow /) .+ t

(asz> _ < 1 a?m) ~ (16&)2 _WB-8
w=w w=wg w=w

dw? B Ow? Br Ow T B32wd + i)

(25)

When t; = 0, the derivatives diverge and the expansion fails; let us focus on the t; € (0, t3] region for now and come
back to the special case t; = 0 shortly. If ¢#; € (0,t3), the leading order real-valued term at the RHS of Eq. (24)
is the dw? term; therefore, we have —6k’ = In|B1| o dw?, meaning that n = 2. On the other hand, if ¢; = to, the



second-order term at RHS vanishes and higher order expansion is necessary. The lowest order contribution occurs at
the fourth order of dw:

b=t 8lnﬂL :_i 821DBL -0 8311’151/ :_i 641116[/ :i (26)
' 2. Ow w:war t1 7 Ouw? ou:o.)ar ’ Ou? w:wff t? ’ Ot w=wg Vt? 7

0

and we have n = 4.
To obtain the value of m, we calculate the residue factor fr(w), which reads

ty + tp B
= 1' - —2. 2
The determinant in the denominator, detjw — H(f)], can be expressed in terms of its two roots:
detfw — H(B)] = ta(t1 +v/2)(B — BL)(B — Br)/B. (28)
Thus, in terms of the roots, fr(w) reads
ty o+t BEEEL

frw) = 5 (29)

(t1 +7/2)(BL — Br)

Making use of the results from the previous section, we have fr(w) = 0 at the imaginary gap closing point, which
follows from

Br(wy) + B (wg)
2

Near the gap closing point, the leading order expansion of fr(w) can be obtained by using the aforementioned
expressions of 81, and Sr. We have

t1 + 12

= tl + t2 COSs ]fo =0. (30)

sin kg

Frlwd + dw) ~ (5k + i5k') (31)

7’ycos ko + 2itq sin kg
when 1 # t5 and
(6k + idk")?
2y
when t; = t and ko = 7. It follows that | f7,(wg + 6w)|? o< |6k +i0k'|?> o dw? when 0 < t; < to, and |f(wg + dw)|?
|6k + i0k'|* o< dw* when t; = t5. In other words, we have m = 2 for t; € (0,t2), and m = 4 for t; = t,.
Now we come back to the special case t; = 0, for which the Taylor expansion fails due to divergent derivatives.

Therefore, we follow a different approach. We insert the frequency w = wy + dw = t5 + dw into the expression of B
[Eq. (21)], which yields

fr(wg +0w) = — (32)

i(to + 17/2)0w

to+dw)~i+t2
B (t2 ) s

; (33)

and consequently,

In |8+ (t2 + dw)| o< v/|dw]. (34)

This gives a fractional value n = 1/2 for t; = 0. Regarding f1,(w), we observe that 8, (wg) = B_(wg) or, equivalently,

Br(wg) = Br(wy) (recall that Br/r are just fx under the ordering |3r| > |Br|), at the imaginary gap closing point,
so that Eq. (29) becomes ill-defined. To cope with this issue, we have to restore the infinitesimal 0" term in the
determinant equation detfw + i0" — H(8)] = 0, namely,

—1
t1 + 1o —“5

fr(w) = lim Tim (8 — fL)

=0+ B—A1 Bdet|w + ie — H(B)]
iy Beltati) + 8. (b +ie) 1

e—0+ ﬁL(tg + iG) - ﬁR(t2 + i€) v

1
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FIG. 1. The Bloch energy spectrums (upper panels) versus |3(w)| (lower panel) of model I. The parameters are t2 = 0.5,y = 0.5
and t1 = 0.6 > t2 in (a)(e), t1 = 0.5 = t2 in (b)(f), t1 = 0.3 < t2 in (c)(g), and t1 = 0 in (d)(h). The inset in (e) shows
the zoom-in gap between |Sr| and |3] = 1, and the insets in (f)(g)(h) show the frequency dependence of the residue near the
imaginary gap closing points.

where (/g (t2 4 i€) =i (1 +2¢/(ta + i’y/2)e/vt2). In the second line, we observe that the numerator Sy (to + i€) +
B (t2 +i€) o< /e and the denominator Bz (t2 + ie) — Br(ts + i€) oc /e in the same way, which causes their ratio

. 21 .
BBLL ((t f;:;);r_ BBLR ((t?ﬁf)) — 1 as € = 0. The nonzero value of f; at the imaginary gap closing point means that m = 0 for
t1 = 0.
The main results of this section can be summarized as
1
t1=0: In |Br (wo + 0w)| o< 1/ |dw], |fL(o.))|2 o 6w, (n,m) = (570);
t € (0,t2) : In|Br(wo + 0w)| o 602, | fr(w)[? o 6w?, (n,m) = (2,2); (36)
ty =to: In|Br(wo + 0w)| o< dw?, | fL(W)]? o dw?, (n,m) = (4,4)

where n, m stand for the exponents in the expansions |Az (w)| ~ 14+ Kdw", and |f(w)|?> ~ dw™. These analytic results
are also confirmed numerically; see Fig. 1 of this Supplemental Material.

Inserting these expressions back into Eq. (16), we find that (for z < x¢) the large |x — z¢| behavior is Pg° ~
[ d(6w)dw™ exp(—2K dw™ |z — xo|) ~ |z — 20|~ (MFTV/™ when t; < t,. In other words, we have P2 ~ |z — x|~ with
exponent ap = (m + 1)/n whose explicit value is

t1=01 OébZQ;

t1 € (0,t2): ap =

B=lotn| w
—
wW
3
~—

tlztgl

2
<o
I

III. GREEN’S FUNCTION FORMULAS SATISFY THE SUM RULE

We denote the onsite loss probability by v; for each site j = (z, A/B); for our specific model, v, 4 = 0 and
Yz,8 =7 > 0. The wavefunction norm evolves as

d

2 O (E) = *2Zle<jlw(t)>\2 <0. (38)



Integration of both the left hand side (LHS) and right hand side (RHS) of this equation from ¢ = 0 to ¢ = oo leads to

(¥(0)[(0)) = (¢ (o0)[t(00)) = ZPj, (39)

where P; = 2v; [;° dt|(jlv(t))[* is the local loss. Under the standard normalization ((0)[¢(0)) = 1 and
(1h(00)[¥p(00)) = 0, Eq. (39) indeed gives 3, P; = 1.

We would like to do a consistency check that the sum rule > ;Pp=1is satisfied in our Green’s function approach,
in which

. [too . [0
=2 [ dlulc@onE =2 [ il o (40)

Now the sum is

™

+oo
Sp=r [ e lG @) IG@I(0)

= :O Ao (p(0)|GT () (T — H)G(w)|b(0))

- ﬁ _:O dw(p(0)|GT(w)[(w — H) — (w — H)]G(w)[1(0))
= o | @67 - G o)

= znj<¢<0>\nR><nL|¢(0>>

=1

7

where we have used 3 v;[7) (j| = (H'— H)/2i, and the spectral representation G(w) = Y, [nR)(nL|/(w+1i0" — E,)
in terms of the eigenstates [nR), [nL) and eigen-energies F,,. Note that the integrand

Gl(w) — G(w) — 1/w? (41)

as w — 00, and therefore the w integration is well defined; taking contour in the upper or lower complex plane yields
the same result.

The simple sum rule j P; =1 places a constraint that oy > 1 in the algebraic decay P, ~ |z — 2|~ ", otherwise
the integral

0
/ | — 20| dx (42)

— 00

is divergent and the sum rule cannot be satisfied in an infinite chain.

IV. BIPOLAR NON-HERMITIAN SKIN EFFECT AND BIPOLAR EDGE BURST

Based on our present understanding of the edge burst, we may expect that the bipolar non-Hermitian skin effect
(NHSE) [3], namely, skin modes localized at both the left and right ends, might generate edge burst at both ends
provided that the imaginary gap closes. We have confirmed this expectation using the model II, whose Hamiltonian
is reproduced as:

H(k) = (t1 + ta cosk)o, + [ts cos(k — a) + %]oz - %I, (43)
and also illustrated in Fig. 2(a) of this Supplemental Material. As shown in Fig. 2(b), we have bipolar edge burst,
namely, edge burst occurs at both ends of the chain.

Based on the bulk-edge scaling relation underlying the edge burst, we infer algebraic decay of P, in the bulk towards
both left and right ends. Notably, one of the imaginary gap closing point (A1) is enclosed by the GBZ, and the other
(As2) is outside the GBZ [Fig. 2(d)]. This is in line with the GBZ-based formulas of Green’s function, in which leftward
and rightward Green’s function is determined by roots outside and inside the GBZ [2].
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FIG. 2. (a) Pictorial illustration of the Hamiltonian with bipolar NHSE (Eq. 43). (b) P, profile of a finite chain with L = 60.
xzo = 31. (¢) The PBC spectrum. (d) The GBZ. t;1 = 0.8,t2 = 2,t3 = 2, = w/5;y = 2. The imaginary gap closing points A
and A; in (c) correspond to S value A; and Az in (d), respectively. The point enclosed by the GBZ (A;) corresponds to edge
burst at the right end, while that outside the GBZ (A2) corresponds to edge burst at the left end.
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FIG. 3. The spatially resolved loss P, for a uniform distribution of starting point on an open-boundary chain. The model is
the one from the main article (i.e. the model I of this Supplemental Material). The parameters are ¢t; = 0.4,t2 = 0.5,y = 0.8.
We take chain length L = 100, and consequently ps = 1/L = 1/100.

V. RANDOM STARTING POINT

In the main article, the walker starts from a fixed location xy. Suppose that the initial location is randomly
distributed in the chain of length L, then we have

Py =Y P(s = x)ps, (44)

where p;, is the probability of starting from location s, with the sum rule ) p, = 1 satisfied. In the main article,
we have focused on the case ps = d5.4,. Another interesting choice of p, is the uniform distribution ps = 1/L that
is location-independent. Such a distribution describes an incoherent input that has equal probability at everywhere
along the chain. We find that the edge burst remains present for a generic ps distribution. Specifically, we have shown
P, for the uniform p, distribution in Fig. 3 of this Supplemental Material, with a prominent edge burst. The relative
height of the edge burst can be readily estimated. Because the typical distance between the starting point and the
edge is of order L, the height of edge peak is roughly FPeqge ~ L™% ~ L=27*1 On the other hand, the average height
of P, in the bulk is L~!. Therefore, the relative height of the edge peak is roughly L=®*+1 /L= ~ [=**+2_ For

example, with oy, = 3/2, the relative height for t; € (0,t5) is v/L, which grows with L.

VI. HAMILTONIAN WITH K-DEPENDENT ANTI-HERMITIAN PART

To illustrate the generality of our conclusion, we consider a model whose anti-Hermitian part is k-dependent:

Model 111 :  H (k) = 2tcosk + iysink + iy cosk — i(y +7'), (45)
in which the anti-Hermitian part reads
H(k)—H'(k
D(k) = Hk) — H(k) = qsink + v'cosk — (v + 7). (46)

27
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FIG. 4. (a) The real space Hamiltonian. The local loss probabilities P, are defined on links (see text). (b) The D matrix.
Each box represents a P, defined on a link [Eq. (48)]. The diagonal terms —2(y +~'), except the first and the last, are shared
equally by the two adjacent boxes. (c) Case 1 without edge burst. (d) Case 2 with edge burst. For both (c) and (d), ¢ = 0.8.

The corresponding real space Hamiltonian is shown in Fig. 4(a). The wavefunction norm evolves as

%(ﬁ}(t)lw(t)) = ()| (H" — H)|¥(t))

= 2(y(t)|D|(t))
= Z2Di,j (@O0 Glv(E)))

= 2 207D (1), (47)

in which the expression of D matrix is shown in Fig. 4(b). Unlike the model considered in our main article, both
on-site terms and hopping terms in D contribute to the particle loss.

There is certain freedom in defining the local loss probability P, in models with k-dependent anti-Hermitian part.
While the on-site loss can be ascribed to a single site, the loss from a link could be ascribed either to its left or right

site. Such freedom is unimportant for our results because different definitions give the same qualitative behavior. We
choose to define P, at links [Fig. 4(a)] and take

(v +7) / T @ (OF + e (), =1

P, = /0°° At [(— + )5 () (B)— (Y Hiy W1 (D (8)] 44 (7 +7) /O"" el + Wens(OF), 7€ 202

(v+7") /OOO At ([0 (t)]* + 2[Yes1(t))?), x=L-1,

(48)
which is pictorially shown in the yellow boxes in Fig. 4(b). Each box in Fig. 4(b) contains a positive semidefinite

matrix, and therefore P, is always a non-negative real number. Note that 25;11 P, =1 is satisfied.
Now we consider two cases:

1. v =0,7" # 0, NHSE is absent.
2. v# 0,7 =0, NHSE is present.

In both cases, the imaginary gap closes, but only the case 2 exhibits the edge burst [Fig.4(c)(d)]. This example further
demonstrates that the imaginary gap closing is not a sufficient condition; it must cooperate with NHSE to generate



the edge burst.
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