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We study Leggett-Garg inequality (LGI) of a two level system (TLS) undergoing non-Hermitian
dynamics governed by a non-linear Bloch equation (derived in J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 54, 115301
(2021)) across a PT-transition. We present an algebraic identification of the parameter space for the
maximum violation of LGI (in particular K3). In the PT-symmetric regime the maximum allowed
value for K3 is always found to be greater than the quantum bound (Lüders bound) of 3/2 but
it does not reach the algebraic maximum of K3 = 3 in general. However, in the limit where PT-
symmetry breaking parameter approaches the exceptional point from the PT-symmetric side, K3 is
found to asymptotically approach its algebraic maximum of 3. In contrast, the maximum value of
K3 always reaches its algebraic maximum in the PT-broken phase i.e. K3 → 3. We find that (i) the
speed of evolution (SOE) must reach its maximum value (in the parameter space of initial state and
the time interval between successive measurements) to facilitate the value of K3 → 3, (ii) together
with the constraint that its minimum value must run into SOE equals to zero during the evolution
of the state. In fact we show that the minimum speed of evolution can serve as an order parameter
which is finite on the PT-symmetric side and identically zero on the PT-broken side. Finally, we
discuss a possible experimental realization of this dynamics by quantum measurement followed by
post-selection procedure in a three level atom coupled to cavity mode undergoing a Lindbladian
dynamics.

I. INTRODUCTION

Violation of Leggett-Garg inequalities are well-studied
markers of quantum dynamics1–5 once complemented
with criterion like no-signalling in time. These
inequalities have been exploited to test quantum
mechanics at macroscopic scales6–8. LGIs are based
on our intuition of the classical world defined in
terms of two postulates namely (a) macroscopic re-
alism and (b) non-invasive measurability 9. There
are many different variants of these inequalities and
the simplest three-time measurement scenario can be
expressed as: −3 ≤ K3 = C12 + C23 − C13 ≤ 1,
where Cij represent the two time-correlations, where
Cij = Pij(↑, ↑) + Pij(↓, ↓) − Pij(↑, ↓) − Pij(↓, ↑), where
Pijs represents the joint probability of the two outcomes
(↑, ↓) of the dichotomic observable where measurements
are performed at time ti and tj . In case of Hermitian
dynamics defined by Hamiltonian H typically and
an arbitrary initial state |ψ 〉 two-time correlation
function Cij is given by the following anti-commutator
form10: Cij = (1/2) 〈ψ |{Q(ti), Q(tj)}|ψ 〉, where
Q(ti) = eiHtiQe−iHti and Q(tj) = eiHtjQe−iHtj are
time evolved versions of dichotomic observable Q in the
Heisenberg picture. The maximum value of K3 for an
N level system is 3/2 and is termed as Lüders bound 5.
Violation of this bound for an N level quantum system,
where N > 2 is possible provided further degeneracy
breaking measurements are performed12 but violation of
Lüders bound for N = 2 i.e. a two level system (TLS) is
impossible within the unitary dynamics.

However, any quantum system in a natural setting is
expected to have finite coupling with its environment de-

grees of freedom leading to non-unitary dynamics. All
dynamics which are completely positive (CP) and trace
preserving are considered as valid dynamics in quantum
mechanics13–18. Unitary dynamics is the most common
example of such CP dynamics. Rest of the set of CP dy-
namics is comprised of unital and non-unital dynamics.
It is known by now, in case of both the unitary and uni-
tal dynamics that upper bound on the LG parameter K3

is Lüders bound9,19. However, set of dynamics outside
the sub-set of CP dynamics, which is only positive and
trace preserving has not been explored much earlier. In
this article we focus on on such set of dynamics popu-
larly referred as non-Hermitian dynamics i.e. CNH (see
FIG. 1 (Left)). Recently it has been shown that K3 can
take values upto its algebraic bound in case of a TLS un-
dergoing non-Hermitian dynamics (PT-symmetric with
fixed eigenspectrum)20,21 and close to the exceptional
point in the PT-symmetric phase22. Whereas we ex-
plore the non-Hermitian dynamics of a TLS across the
exceptional point separating the PT-symmetric and PT-
broken phases. We find that when the dynamics is in
PT-symmetric phase it is impossible to find values of
K3 approaching its algebraic maximum i.e. 3, except
close to the exceptional point only. More interestingly we
find that it is always possible to approach the maxima
K3 → 3 in the PT-broken phase. We therefore explore
and present the understanding of how the initial state,
measurement operator and SOE of the state conspire to-
gether leading to such extreme temporal correlations for
PT-broken phase as well as close to the exceptional point
in the PT-symmetric phase. We find that change in the
SOE and the time interval dependence of the evolution,
which are impossible in unitary dynamics are responsi-
ble for such extreme correlations when measurement is
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chosen appropriately. The maximum SOE must reach its
maximum value in the optimized parameter space, which
is comprised of parameters of initial state, and time in-
terval between measurements. Moreover, the minimum
value of SOE must become zero during the evolution of

the state between the two successive measurements for
algebraic maximum of K3 → 3 . Interestingly, we find
that this minimum SOE can be treated as order parame-
ter to characterize the PT-transition as its value is finite
on the PT-symmetric side and identically zero on the
PT-broken side..
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FIG. 1. (Left) Graphical depiction of different dynamics possible for a TLS. Here CP represents complete set of dynamics
which are positive and trace preserving, while CCP corresponds to subset of CP which are completely positive (CP) and trace
preserving. Non-Hermitian dynamics comprise that subset of CP , which is CP only when dynamics is unitary and represented
by CNH . PT-symmetric and PT-broken phases are represented by PT −S and PT −B respectively. (Middle) Maximum values
of K3 denoted as Kmax

3 are plotted w.r.t. γ/J , where J = 1 without any loss of generality. In the inset, are the corresponding
values of initial state parameter θ, and measurement operator parameter θm, where initial state |ψ 〉 = [ cos θ

2
eiφ, sin θ

2
]T and

measurement operator is ~n · σ with ~n = [sin θm cosφm, sin θm sinφm, cos θm]. Also, the values of φ = 3π/2 and φm = π/2 for
all the optimized values of K3.(Right) Table showing maximum values of K3 for different dynamics.

The remainder of this article is organized as follows. In
section II we revisit solution of the dynamical equation
representing non-Hermitian dynamics in terms of spin
components of the Bloch vector and find their relation
with the SOE of the state. In section III we find maxi-
mum values of LG parameter K3 in both PT-symmetric
and broken regime optimized in the full parameter space.
We then present the dynamical process and its relation
with the SOE, resulting in the algebraic maximum i.e.
K3 = 3. Section IV is devoted to the realization of the
non-Hermitian dynamics of TLS by exploiting a three
level atom coupled to an environment undergoing Lind-
bladian dynamics. Finally, we dedicate section V on dis-
cussion and conclude in the section VI .

II. DYNAMICAL SOLUTION AND SOE

If any arbitrary initial state ρ0 of a TLS is evolved
through a generic non-Hermitian Hamiltonian HPT =

( ~A − i ~B).~σ, then the governing dynamical equation is
given by23 :

dρt
dt

= −i
[
~A · ~σ, ρt

]
−
{
~B · ~σ, ρt

}
+ 2 tr(ρt ~B · ~σ)ρt. (1)

The formal solution of the eq.(1) is given by:

ρt = (1/2) I + ~S(t) · ~σ =
e−iHPT tρ0e

iH†PT t

tr(e−iHPT tρ0eiH
†
PT t)

. (2)

It should be noticed that the two eigenstates of
the Hamiltonian HPT are the fixed points of this dy-
namics. Assuming | ± 〉 are the right eigenstates of

HPT with eigenvalues e±, then e−iHPT tρ0e
iH†PT t =

e−iHPT t (| ± 〉〈± |) eiH
†
PT t = e−i(e±−e

∗
±)t (| ± 〉〈± |) and

tr(e−iHPT tρ0e
iH†PT t) = e−i(e±−e

∗
±)t implying the fixed

point behaviour of the two eigenstates. The correspond-
ing Bloch like equation controlling the time evolution of

the Bloch vector ~S corresponding to eq.(1) is given by:

d~S(t)

dt
= 2 ~A× ~S(t)− ~B + 4 { ~B · ~S(t)} ~S(t) . (3)
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To obtain analytical solutions of eq. (3), we trans-
form the coordinate system and work in the Cartesian
coordinate system defined by the unit vectors Â, B̂ and
n̂ = Â× B̂. Rewriting eq. (3) in its component form, we
obtain

dSA(t)

dt
= 4 |B|SASB , (4)

dSB(t)

dt
= −2Sn |A| − |B|+ 4 |B|S2

B , (5)

dSn(t)

dt
= 2SB |A|+ 4 |B|SBSn , (6)

where SA(t) = ~S(t).Â, SB(t) = ~S(t).B̂, Sn(t) = ~S(t).n̂

& n̂ = Â × B̂. We can now define the SOE of the
Bloch vector S. Using the definition of SOE by Anandan
and Aharonov24, we can write by expanding the term
|〈ψ(t)|ψ(t+ δt)〉|2 as: |〈ψ(t)|ψ(t+ δt)〉|2 = 1−v2(t)δt2 +

O(δt3) , where v(t) =
√

v21(t) + v22(t) + v23(t) is identi-

fied as the SOE. Here v21 = (∆ ~A · ~σ)2, v22 = (∆ ~B · ~σ)2

and v23 = −i
〈

[ ~A · ~σ, ~B · ~σ]C

〉
20,23. Numerical scan shows

that the maximum values of K3 lies in the B̂ − n̂ plane.
Therefore, we now work in the SA = 0 subspace. In this
subspace i.e. Sa(t) = 0. We find that all the we can write
down the solutions of eq. (5-6) in a compact form as:

SB(t) = −1

2

√
(A2 −B2) sin2[2

√
A2 −B2 (t+ C)]

( A−B cos[2
√
A2 −B2 (t+ C)] )2

,

(7)

Sn(t) = −1

2

B −A cos[2
√
A2 −B2 (t+ C)]

A−B cos[2
√
A2 −B2 (t+ C)]

, (8)

where constant C is determined by initial values of SB
and Sn at time t = 0. Since these solutions represent
the evolution on the geodesic in the plane B̂ − n̂, and
there are two fixed points on the the geodesic. Therefore,
it is important to ask which of the two paths on the
geodesic separated by two fixed points the state follows.
In order to specify that we Taylor expand the solution
SB(t) in time upto first order. We find that the sign of
the coefficient of first order term which is proportional to
Sn(0) ( A + 2BSn(0) ) decides the path followed by the
initial state.

It should be noted that
√
A2 −B2 > 0 i.e. γ/J <

2 then we are in PT-symmetric regime and when√
A2 −B2 < 0 i.e. γ/J > 2 then we are in PT-broken

regime and the sinusoidal functions in eq. (7) and (8)
change to hyperbolic functions, and periodicity of SB
and Sn is lost.

We now derive explicit expressions for the correlations
for a typical TLS. For simplification of analytic expres-

sions we choose ~A = J x̂, and ~B = γ
2 ẑ. Then the

non-Hermitian Hamiltonian HPT = Jσx − iγ2 σz has

two exceptional points at γ = ±2J . It should be noted
that work along similar line has been done in20. How-
ever there is a subtle difference that should be pointed
out. Since a PT-symmetric Hamiltonian HPT is con-

nected with a Hermitian Hamiltonian ĥ via similarity

transformation P as: HPT = P ĥ P−1 . For the Her-
mitian Hamiltonian ĥ = σx the form of the similarity
transformation used in20 is given by P = eθσy , where
θ = (1/2) tanh−1(sinα). This transformation is such
that it keeps the eigenspectrum fixed. However, here the
similarity transformation connecting the HPT with the

Hermitian counterpart: ĥ = J
2

√
4− γ2

J2 σx is P = eθσy ,

where θ = (1/2) coth−1(2J/γ), hence the eigenspectrum
is tunable leading to the form of HPT = Jσx − iγ2 σz.
We can now write each components of the SOE (v(t))

which are connected with the components of ~S(t) with
the following relations:

v1(t) =
√
J2 ( 1− 4 S2

x(t) ), (9)

v2(t) =

√
γ2

4
( 1− 4 S2

z (t) ), (10)

v3(t) =
√

2Jγ Sn(t), (11)

where n denotes the direction n̂ = x̂× ẑ = −ŷ. Utiliz-
ing the analytic expressions in the eqs. (9-11) above we
can write the maximized SOE, vmax = 1 + γ/2 given
J = 1. On the other hand minimum value of SOE,
vmin = 1 − γ/2 in the PT-symmetric phase and iden-
tically zero in the PT-broken phase.

III. LGI AND PT-SYMMETRY

In this section we analyse the LG parameter K3

across the exceptional point. We consider initial state
as |ψ 〉 = [ cos θ2e

iφ, sin θ
2 ]T such that ρ0 = |ψ 〉〈ψ |

and measurement operator of the form Q = ~n · σ with
~n = ( sin θm cosφm, sin θm sinφm, cos θm ). We also as-
sume that t1 = 0. Therefore, we have two time intervals
namely, t2−t1 and t3−t2 when a state evolves, and mea-
surements are made at three time instants t1, t2 and t3.
We then numerically optimize the expression of K3 over
the complete parameter space comprising of six parame-
ters { θ, φ, θm, φm, t2, t3 }, for a fixed value of ratio γ/J
as illustrated in FIG. 1 (Middle).

We find that for any non-zero value of γ/J , the
maximum accessible value of K3 is always greater than
Lüders bound of 3/2. Moreover, as we move across the
exceptional point i.e. γ/J > 2, it is always possible to
access the algebraic maximum of K3. We now focus on
the initial state and measurement operator dictating the
optimization of the temporal correlations leading to this
maximization of the LG parameter K3. We note that
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the parameters φ and φm are 3π/2 and π/2 respectively,
for all the maximized values of K3 for different γ values.
This corresponds to initial state |ψ 〉 and measurement
direction ~n lying in the ŷ− ẑ plane, in the optimized pa-
rameter space. This fact implies that all the trajectories
followed by the state upon evolution that maximizes K3

lie on the geodesic in the ŷ− ẑ plane on the Bloch sphere.

PT-symmetric regime:- In this regime γ/J < 2,
implying all the trajectories on the Bloch sphere are
periodic in nature. The measurement operator Q
represented with ~n can be kept fixed to optimize
K3. As shown in the inset of FIG. 1, θm = π/2 i.e.
Q = σy. Fixing the measurement operator establishes
one-to-one correspondence between the choice of the
initial state |ψ 〉 dictated by θ (red curve in the inset)
and maximum value of K3. Moreover, as we approach
the exceptional point the initial state converges to one
of the eigenstates of the Hamiltonian HPT i.e. γ/J → 2

implies |ψ 〉 → [1/
√

2, i
√

2]T , which is an eigenstate of
HPT when γ/J → 2.

PT-broken regime:-This regime corresponds to γ/J >
2 and the periodicity of the trajectories followed by Bloch
vector is lost. The two right eigenstates of the Hamilto-
nian HPT in this case corresponds to two fixed points of
the dynamics. On the Bloch sphere one eigenstate acts
as source and other eigenstate plays the role of sink. We
find that in this regime it is always possible to access the
algebraic maximum of K3 (as shown in FIG. 1). We no-
tice that initial state |ψ 〉 and measurement operator Q,
conspire together to bring out extreme temporal correla-
tions resulting in K3 → 3. In this regime θ = θm, imply-

ing that initial state Bloch vector ~S(0) and measurement
operator direction ~n are always orthogonal to each other
i.e. initial state |ψ 〉 is an eigenstate of the measurement
operator Q. In what follows we explain how the alge-
braic maximum of K3 occurs and its relation with the
time dependent SOE especially in the PT-broken phase
as K3 → 3 is always possible in this phase.

A. Algebraic bound and time dependent SOE

The algebraic bound of K3 is special in the sense that
it imposes stringent conditions on the joint probabili-
ties and can only occur when C12 = 1, C12 = 1, and
C13 = −1. In the temporal correlation C12 = P12(↑
, ↑) + P12(↓, ↓) − P12(↑, ↓) − P12(↓, ↑), the joint proba-
bilities ought to be P12(↑, ↓) = P12(↓, ↑) = 0. Impor-
tant to note that (↑, ↓) represent measurement operator
eigenstates. Similarly, P23(↑, ↓), P23(↓, ↑) would also be
identically zero in the correlation C23. Finally, correla-
tion C13 must have P13(↑, ↑) = P13(↓, ↓) = 0 in order
to be equal to −1. A typical experiment resulting in
the LG parameter K3 approaching algebraic maximum
is illustrated in the FIG. 3. We assume t1 = 0 and
equal time spacing i.e. t2 − t1 = t3 − t2 = ∆t. Sub-

sequently, the evolution from time t1 to t2 is slow and
state |ψ 〉 remain very close to itself at time t2. Therefore,
we have P12(↑, ↑) ≈ 1 and P12(↓, ↓) ≈ 0 ( FIG. 3 (a)),
which implies C12 ≈ 1. Similarly, the joint probabilities
P23(↑, ↑) ≈ 1 and P23(↓, ↓) ≈ 0, owing to the fact that
time evolved state is a function of time interval only and
a measurement is performed at time t2. Finally, in order
to calculate C13 the time interval is doubled is 2 t now.
However, in this case P13(↑, ↓) ≈ 1 and P13(↓, ↑) ≈ 0,
which results in C13 ≈ −1.
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FIG. 2. SOE v(t) varying in time when the PT-symmetry
is broken i.e. γ > 2. Each curve corresponds to SOE for a
different value of γ, indexed on the top of each curve. Inset
shows the maximum and minimum values of speed denoted as
vmax = 1 +γ/2 and vmin (equals to 1−γ/2 in PT-symmetric
phase and zero in the PT-broken phase) respectively in both
PT-symmetric and broken regime.

Such extreme temporal correlations for a TLS have
already been shown to connected with the change in
the SOE of the Bloch vector in case of PT-symmetric
dynamics20. Therefore, following the same line of
thought we explore how change in the SOE of the Bloch

FIG. 3. A schematic illustrating dynamical process corre-
sponding to the case K3 → 3. Correlations C12, C23 and C13

are calculated via the evolution and measurements shown in
(a), (b) and (c) respectively.
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vector is responsible for the algebraic bound of 3 in the
PT-broken regime. Since we know in this regime the ini-
tial state |ψ 〉 for optimized K3 value is an eigenstate of
the measurement operator Q (see FIG. 1). More explic-
itly initial state |ψ 〉 = [ cos(θm/2), i sin(θm/2)]T = ↑.
Recalling there are two eigenstates of the Hamiltonian
HPT , which act as source (denote as | ↑ 〉source = |+ 〉)
and sink (denote as | ↓ 〉sink = | − 〉) for the dynamics in
this regime. Interestingly, for optimized value of K3 the
source eigenstate is equal to initial state i.e. | ↑ 〉source ≈
|ψ 〉 = ↑. It is reasonable to start with the initial state
which is acting as a source, as once the state reaches the
sink state all the dynamics ceases. It is clear now that
in order to obtain C12 → 1, C23 → 1 and C13 → −1 the
evolution of the initial state |ψ 〉 ≈ | ↑ 〉source, should be
such that in the time interval t it evolves very slowly to
remain close to state | ↑ 〉source and in the time interval
2∆t it should flip close to its orthogonal state and then
eventually evolves to the sink state | ↓ 〉sink, in order to
approach algebraic bond of K3. We find that for opti-
mized set of parameters the speeds of evolution through-
out the PT-broken regime follow this trend as illustrated
in FIG. 2.

In order to illustrate the above points we consider
explicit example where K3 → 3 in the PT-symmetric
regime and PT broken regime. As mentioned earlier the
trajectories followed by initial state lies on the ŷ−ẑ plane
geodesic of the Bloch sphere. In particular, we consider
two different non-Hermiticity parameter (i) γ/J = 1.9
i.e. PT-symmetric regime and (ii) γ/J = 3 which is deep

PT-broken regime. It is clear from the FIG. 4 (left &
middle) that in both the cases the the maximum speed
vmax is achieved by the state when the SB → 0 in time
also implying Sn → 1/2. Moreover, in both cases the
initial state |ψ 〉 always evolves to its orthogonal state by
choosing to evolve on the longer geodesic path. These
two facts together confirm the dynamical process men-
tioned in the FIG. 3, leading to K3 → 3. Important to
note that the initial state choice |ψ 〉 ≈ | ↑ 〉source is very
sensitive to the neighbourhood of the | ↑ 〉source state.
As shown in FIG. 4 (right) that choosing the initial state
right to the fixed point | ↑ 〉source would lead to evolution
in the opposite direction compared to choosing the initial
state on the left of the state | ↑ 〉source. Such evolution
can never lead to K3 → 3.

IV. SIMULATING NON-HERMITIAN
DYNAMICS WITH A THREE LEVEL OPEN

QUANTUM SYSTEM

In this section we first introduce a 3-level system which
we exploit here to simulate the non-Hermitian dynamics
of TLS as discussed so far. Then we will show how post-
selecting the three level dynamics we can obtain an effec-
tive TLS dynamics which mimic the the non-Hermitian
dynamics. Lets begin with the Lindbladian equation:

ρ̇3 = L(ρ3) = −i[H, ρ3]+
∑
α>0

γα

(
Lαρ3L

†
α−

1

2
{L†αLα, ρ3}

)
(12)

0

π

4

π

2
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4

π

5π

4
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2

7π

4
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π

2

π

3π

2

0

π

2

π

3π

2

Source
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FIG. 4. State evolution on ŷ − ẑ plane geodesic with equal time interval spacing, for both the PT-symmetric (left) and PT-
broken (middle & right) phases. Here angles are defined by π/2−θ i.e. zero corresponds to ŷ axis and π/2 corresponds to ẑ axis.
Left polar plot corresponds to γ/J = 1.9 which is PT-symmetric phase and at time t1 = 0 the initial state |ψ 〉 is represented
with the black arrow and final state is illustrated with the red arrow. Middle polar plot corresponds to γ/J = 3. In both the
cases J = 1, and the total time interval for evolution in both the cases is same. The coefficient Sn(0) [A+ 2BSn(0)] < 0 in this
case. Right polar plot is the evolution of the initial state chosen on the right hand side of the fixed point and evolves to the
sink state fixed point owing to the coefficient Sn(0) [A + 2BSn(0)] > 0, where A = J = 1 and B = γ/2 = 3/2. Also, plotted
are the respective SOEs normalized as v(t)/vmax for each case and are denoted with orange lines and orange dots.

We will now define a new operator Heff , which is a non-Hermitian operator and would mimic the dynamics
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corresponding to HPT as follows:

Heff = H − i
∑
α

γα
2
L†αLα (13)

With this new definition the Lindbladian equation now
reduced to:

dρ3
dt

= −i(Heffρ− ρH†eff ) +
∑
α

γαLαρL
†
α (14)

The last term in eq. (B2) is the quantum jump term
between states in the ρ. Effective removal of this term
would allow to simulate coherent non-unitary dynamics
and can be used to recreate HPT dynamics. Consider a
3-level atom coupled to cavity environment labeled as:
|f〉, |e〉, |g〉. The levels are not equally separated ( Ef −
Ee 6= Ee−Eg). Using these energy levels as the basis we
define the following Hamiltonian H and one dissipator
L1:

H =

0 J 0
J 0 0
0 0 −εg

 ;L1 = |g〉〈f | =

0 0 0
0 0 0
1 0 0

 . (15)

where dissipator  L1 has coefficient γ1. It is to be noted
that:

H − iγ1
2
L†1L1 + i

γ1
4

1 0 0
0 1 0
0 0 0

 =

−iγ14 J 0
J iγ14 0
0 0 −εg

 .

(16)

Comparing the 2 × 2 block of the resultant matrix in
eq. (16), with HPT we find that γ1 = 2γ. Using eq. (15)
we can re-write the eqn. (B2) in the matrix form with
the assumption J = 1 as:

dρ3
dt

=
d

dt

ρff ρfe ρfg
ρef ρee ρeg
ρgf ρge ρgg

 =

 i (ρfe − ρef )− γ1ρff −γ12 ρfe + i (ρff − ρee) −i(εg ρfg + ρeg)− γ1
2 ρfg

−γ12 ρef − i (ρff − ρee) −i (ρfe − ρef ) −i (ρfg + εg ρeg)
i(εg ρgf + ρge)− γ1

2 ρgf i(ρgf + εg ρge) γ1 ρff

 . (17)

The dynamical equation (17) is exactly solvable, for
the given setting. We find that time evolved elements of
the density matrix ρ3 namely ρfg(t), ρeg(t), ρgf (t), and
ρge(t) are zero at all times. Moreover, we find that the
four elements ρff (t), ρfe(t), ρef (t), and ρee(t) eventu-
ally die out in time and in the large time limit t → ∞,
saturates to zero. In this limit though matrix element
ρgg(t)→ 1.

We now post select the |f〉 − |e〉 block of the three
level time evolved density matrix ρ(t) comprising of the
elements ρff (t), ρfe(t), ρef (t) and ρee(t). This 2 × 2
block (let’s call ρ2(t)) i.e.

ρ2(t) =

(
ρff (t) ρfe(t)
ρef (t) ρee(t)

)
. (18)

Comparing ρ2(t) with the density matrix given in eq.
(2) we find that ρt = ρ2(t)/Tr[ρ2(t)]. Therefore, ρt re-
sults on post-selecting the sub-ensemble corresponding to
ρ3.

V. DISCUSSION

We illustrate the existence of extreme temporal corre-
lations values K3 → 3 in the PT-broken phase and close
to the exceptional point in the PT-symmetric phase. We
establish the connection of the presence of the extreme

temporal correlations with the SOE of the state and
demonstrate the experiment that can access such corre-
lations. Though the extreme values of the temporal cor-
relations varies in the PT-symmetric and broken phase,
both the phases share a common feature in terms of max-
imum value of SOE (vmax = 1 + γ/2), varying linearly
in non-Hermitian parameter γ independent of the phase.
On the contrary, the minimum of SOE denoted as vmin

acts as the marker of two distinct phases. While in the
PT-symmetric phase vmin = 1 − γ/2, in the PT-broken
phase vmin = 0. It should be noted the for optimization
of K3 the full parameter space ({ θ, φ, θm, φm, t2, t3 })
possible has been considered. Consideration of all possi-
ble measurement angles for optimization of K3 is impor-
tant.

For instance fixing the measurement angle denoted
with ~n = ŷ, would result in temporal correlations such
that only in the PT-symmetric phase values close to alge-
braic bound can be found while in the PT-broken phase
Lüders bound is impossible to violate (FIG. 5).

We finally present the possible realization of non-
Hermitian dynamics in three level atom coupled to a cav-
ity environment. The subspace of this three level in which
the non-Hermitian dynamics occurs can be parametrized
by three parameters r3, θ3, φ3, which are functions of
time. All possible dynamics of the TLS can be written in
the following parametric form of the three level density
matrix:
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FIG. 5. Time optimized K3 values in θ − φ plane, where
γ = 1.99 & J = 1 i.e. PT-symmetric phase (left). K3 values
in the PT-broken phase i.e. γ = 2.01 and J = 1 (right).

ρ3 =

r3(1 + cos θ3) e−iφ3 r3 sin θ3 0
eiφ3 r3 sin θ3 r3(1− cos θ3) 0

0 0 1− 2r3,

 (19)

where 0 ≤ r3 ≤ 1/2. The eigenvalues are 0, 2r3, 1−2r3.

Norm of the Bloch vector would be
√

1/3− 2r3 + 4r23.
All the initial state chosen corresponds to r3 = 1/2. The
parameters r3, θ3, φ3 are function of γ1, J and time and
intial state parameters (see appendix B).

VI. CONCLUSION

In conclusion, we study temporal correlations quanti-
fied in terms of LG parameter K3 across a PT-transition.
We find that K3 values being violated upto the algebraic
bound can play a role of marker which clearly distin-
guishes PT-symmetric side from the PT-broken side. We
show that this extreme violation of LGI is directly related
to the quantum speed limits of the evolution. Our find-
ing clearly suggest that, the minimum SOE of the state
in the full parameter space (initial state parameters and
time) provides a clear signature of the PT-transition and
is finite on the PT-symmetric side and identically zero on
the PT-broken side hence can act as an order parameter.
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Appendix A: SOE and spin components

As mentioned in the20,23, the SOE for a pure state |ψ 〉,
where evolution governed by the Hamiltonian HPT =

( ~A− i ~B).~σ can be written as:

v(t)2 = (∆ ~A ·~σ)2 +(∆ ~B ·~σ)2− i
〈

[ ~A · ~σ, ~B · ~σ]C

〉
, (A1)

where (∆X · ~σ)2 =
〈

(X.~σ)2
〉
− ( 〈X.~σ〉 )2 is the vari-

ance of the operator, 〈 〉 denote expectation value in the
state |ψ 〉(t) and [ ]C denotes commutator. We can now
re-write (∆X ·~σ)2 in terms of trace of the density matrix
ρt = |ψ 〉(t)〈ψ |(t) given in eq. (2) as:

(∆X · ~σ)2 = Tr[ ρt(X.~σ)2 ]− ( Tr[ ρt(X.~σ) ] )2. (A2)

Using the definition of the density matrix ρt =

(1/2) I + ~S(t) · ~σ and the Hamiltonian HPT = ( ~A −
i ~B).~σ = Jσx − iγ2 σz, we can write:

(∆ ~A · ~σ)2 = J2(∆ ~σx · ~σ)2 = J2 − 4J2 S2
A(t) (A3)

(∆ ~B · ~σ)2 =
γ2

4
(∆ ~σz · ~σ)2 =

γ2

4
− γ2 S2

B(t) (A4)

〈
[ ~A · ~σ, ~B · ~σ]C

〉
= Jγ 〈[σx, σz]C〉 = i2JγSn(t), (A5)

where n̂ = Â × B̂. We can now optimize the SOE
v(t) in its full parameter space. Since for maximiza-
tion of K3 we know that SA(t) = SA(0) = 0 (see main
text). This corresponds to v1(t) = J2 = 1. More-
over, the vmax occurs at time tmax, which corresponds
to SB(tmax) = 0 and Sn(tmax) = 1/2 leading to v(t) =√
v1(t) + v2(t) + v3(t) =

√
1 + γ2/4 + γ = 1 + γ/2 (see

inset of FIG. 2).

Appendix B: Three level dynamics

The equation (17) is solvable exactly for all possible
initial state in the 2 × 2 block of ρ3. Following is the
parametric form of the three level density matrix that
includes all possible dynamics in the sub-space of TLS,
which is undergoing non-Hermitian dynamics:

ρ3 =

r3(1 + cos θ3) e−iφ3 r3 sin θ3 0
eiφ3 r3 sin θ3 r3(1− cos θ3) 0

0 0 1− 2r3,

 (B1)

where 0 ≤ r3 ≤ 1/2. The eigenvalues are 0, 2r3, 1−2r3.

Norm of the Bloch vector would be
√

1/3− 2r3 + 4r23.
All the initial state (at i.e.t = 0) chosen corresponds to
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r3 = 1/2. This would corresponds to the identification
θ3 = θ and φ3 = φ. Moreover, the density matrix ρ3 in
eqn. (B1) can also be written as the direct sum ρ3 =
2r3ρ0 ⊕ (1− 2r3).

The parameters r3, θ3, φ3 are function of γ1, J and time

and initial state parameters. The solution of the equation
(17) i.e. time evolved density matrix ρ3(t) has one-to-one
correspondence with the density matrix ρ3 in the eqn.
(B1), with the following parametrization with J = 1 and
γ1 = 2γ:

r3 =
e−γt(2γs2 + γ(γ − 2s2) cosh(tω)− γs3ω sinh(tω)− 4)

2 (γ2 − 4)
,

θ3 = − sec−1

(
2etω

(
2ω(γs2 − 2) + γω(γ − 2s2) cosh(tω)− γ

(
γ2 − 4

)
s3 sinh(tω)

)
(γ2 − 4) (γ + 2s3 (e2tω − 1) + e2tω(s3ω − γ) + s3ω)

)
,

φ3 = i

(
t(γ + ω)− log

(
−A
B

))
,

where

A = iet(γ+ω)
(
2ω(γs2 − 2) + γω(γ − 2s2) cosh(tω)− γ

(
γ2 − 4

)
s3 sinh(tω)

)
×

√
1− (γ2 − 4)

2
((2s2 − γ) sinh(tω) + s3ω cosh(tω))2

(2ω(γs2 − 2) + γω(γ − 2s2) cosh(tω)− γ (γ2 − 4) s3 sinh(tω))
2 , (B2)

B = ω
(
γ(γs2 − 2) + i

(
γ2 − 4

)
s1
)

+ 2ω(γ − 2s2) cosh(tω)− 2
(
γ2 − 4

)
s3 sinh(tω)

and ω =
√
−4 + γ2, s1 = sin θ cosφ, s2 = sin θ sinφ

and s3 = cos θ.
Now for the illustration we present the solutions of the

eqn. (17) for the initial state of the form :

ρ(0) =
1

2

1 −i 0
i 1 0
0 0 0

 (B3)

For the above initial density matrix (B3) the solution
of eqn. (17) is the following:

ρff (t) =
1

2
e−

γ1t
2

(4 + γ1 cosh ( t2
√
γ21 − 16)−

√
γ21 − 16 sinh ( t2

√
γ21 − 16)

4 + γ1

)

ρfe(t) = − i
2
e−

γ1t
2

(γ1 + 4 cosh ( t2
√
γ21 − 16)

4 + γ1

)

ρef (t) =
i

2
e−

γ1t
2

(γ1 + 4 cosh ( t2
√
γ21 − 16)

4 + γ1

)

ρee(t) =
1

2
e−

γ1t
2

(4 + γ1 cosh ( t2
√
γ21 − 16) +

√
γ21 − 16 sinh ( t2

√
γ21 − 16)

4 + γ1

)

ρgg(t) = 1− e−
γ1t
2

(4 + γ1 cosh ( t2
√
γ21 − 16)

4 + γ1

)
ρfg(t) = ρeg(t) = ρgf (t) = ρge(t) = 0 (B4)

It is to be noted that the above analytical expression is matching with physical situation. For any non-zero γ1,
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we see that as time goes to infinity all the other elements
of the 3 × 3 ρ-matrix goes to zero except ρgg(t) −→ 1
which has to be the case for a spontaneous decaying

atom.
The individual elements of ρN2 (18) ( the density matrix

for |f〉 − |e〉 manifold) is given by the following:

ρN2,ff (t) =
1

2

(
1−

√
γ21 − 16 sinh ( t2

√
γ21 − 16)

4 + γ1 cosh ( t2
√
γ21 − 16)

)
, ρN2,fe(t) = − 2i

γ1 − γ2
1−16

γ1+4 cosh ( t2

√
γ2
1−16)

ρN2,ef (t) =
2i

γ1 − γ2
1−16

γ1+4 cosh ( t2

√
γ2
1−16)

, ρN2,ee(t) =
1

2

(
1 +

√
γ21 − 16 sinh ( t2

√
γ21 − 16)

4 + γ1 cosh ( t2
√
γ21 − 16)

)
(B5)
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