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Recent experimental advance in creating dissipative couplings provides a new route for engi-
neering exotic lattice systems and exploring topological dissipation. Using the spatial lattice of
atomic spinwaves in a vacuum vapor cell, where purely dissipative couplings arise from diffusion
of atoms, we experimentally realize a dissipative version of the Su-Schrieffer-Heeger (SSH) model.
We construct the dissipation spectrum of the topological or trivial lattices via electromagnetically-
induced-transparency (EIT) spectroscopy. The topological dissipation spectrum is found to exhibit
edge modes within a dissipative gap. We validate chiral symmetry of the dissipative SSH couplings,
and also probe topological features of the generalized dissipative SSH model. This work paves the
way for realizing non-Hermitian topological quantum optics via dissipative couplings.

Introduction – Topological phases of quantum matter
host fascinating phenomena such as edge modes that are
immune to imperfections [1–4], with potential applica-
tions in quantum computation and other technologies [5–
7]. The robust nature of these phenomena in wide classes
of lattice systems is linked to the presence of energy gaps
and topologically nontrivial energy bands in the bulk;
this protects edge modes, at energies within the bulk en-
ergy gap, from symmetry-preserving local perturbations.

Recently, dissipative couplings have been realized in
various settings such as atoms [8], heat transfer sys-
tem [10], circuits [11], optomechanical systems [12],
waveguides [13], resonators [14] and laser arrays [15] etc.
These advances opened up novel possibilities for design-
ing topological structures [16–23]. Lattice systems with
purely dissipative couplings exhibit distinct spectral fea-
tures from the coherently coupled networks in a Hamil-
tonian context and may enable topological dissipation,
i.e., topological properties are associated with the gapped
damping bands (or bands of dissipation rates) in the bulk,
and dissipative edge modes within the dissipative gap,
decoupled from the bulk. These intriguing phenomena,
however, remain largely unexplored experimentally, with
only a recent implementation using synthetic dimensions
of photonic resonator with time-multiplexed pulses [24].

Atomic vapor systems offer a unique platform for
exploring topological dissipation. Such systems in-
volve a non-Markovian reservoir, where rapid trans-
port of atomic coherence via atomic diffusions [25]
naturally leads to dissipative coupling between long-
lived atomic spinwaves created by electromagnetically-
induced-transparency (EIT) [26] in spatially separated
optical channels. This can mediate quantum optical spa-
tial correlations as recently observed [27, 28]. Realiz-
ing topological dissipation therein may promise topology-
enabled quantum correlations and non-Hermitian topo-
logical quantum optics, complementary to topological
quantum optics based on conservative couplings [29–31].

Here we experimentally realize the dissipative version
of the paradigmatic Su-Schrieffer-Heeger (SSH) model,
based on a spatial lattice of atomic spinwaves in a vac-
uum vapor cell. Utility of the vacuum cell (i.e., no wall-
coatings [32]) allows us to realize the nearest-neighbor
dissipative couplings, hard to achieve in the wall-coated
cell in previous experiments [8] due to the all-to-all cou-
plings therein. We control the coupling rates via the
spacing between optical beams, thus inducing topologi-
cal or trivial dissipation. By constructing the dissipation
spectra via EIT spectroscopy, we show the topological
dissipation spectrum exhibits edge modes at zero dissipa-
tion rates (relative to the background loss) within a bulk
dissipative gap. We also create a ring pattern simulating
a dissipative SSH model with periodic boundaries, and
spectroscopically validate its chiral symmetry. Finally,
we observe the weakly dissipative edge modes featured in
the dissipative version of the generalized SSH model [9].
Our experiments agree well with the theoretical analysis.

Dissipatively coupled SSH array by flying atoms – Our
experiments utilize an enriched 87Rb vacuum vapor cell
[Fig. 1(a)] with no buffer gas nor wall coating of cylin-
drical shape with a diameter of 2.5 cm and length 5
cm, and housed within a three-layer magnetic shield to
screen out ambient magnetic fields. The cell tempera-
ture is set to 40◦C to maintain a relatively small optical
depth. The output of a diode laser, tuned to the Rb D1
transition 5S1/2F = 2 → 5P1/2F

′ = 1, passes through
a polarization-maintaining optical fiber, and is then di-
vided into several spatially separated beams, forming op-
tical channels in the cell. Each channel is composed of
a right-circularly polarized strong control field (Rabi fre-
quency Ωc) and a left-circularly polarized weak probe
(Ωp) forming a standard Λ-type EIT configuration with
ground states |1〉,|2〉 and excited state |3〉, which cre-
ates a local atomic spinwave (i.e., ground-state coherence
ρ12). A uniform magnetic field is applied to induce Zee-
man shifts to the energy levels for the adjustment of two-
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Figure 1. Schematics and principle of atomic vapor cell exper-
iment simulating SSH model with dissipative couplings. (a)
Setup. Top: Several optical channels with designed spacings
in the vapor cell create ground state coherences (spinwaves)
by EIT process in each channel. Spinwaves in neighboring
channels couple to one another naturally through atomic mo-
tion, hence in a dissipative manner, with the coupling rate
scaling as 1/d. An array of spinwaves with alternating spac-
ings d1 and d2 synthesizes the dissipative SSH model. The
output probe intensities are measured to extract properties
of the model. Bottom left: coupling mechanism. Bottom
right: characterization of dissipative coupling rate using a
two-channel setting; the dissipative coupling rate is measured
from the difference of EIT spectra (inset) with and without
inter-channel couplings [33]. The dashed lines in the inset is
the fitting (to guide the eye) of the experimental data shown
as dots in the inset. (b) Schematic of the topological and triv-
ial dissipation spectra expected from distinct patterns. Topo-
logical dissipation spectrum exhibits dissipative edge modes
at isolated dissipation rates within a bulk dissipative gap,
in contrast to the trivial spectrum. HWP: half wave plate,
QWP: quarter wave plate, PBS: polarization beam splitter.

photon detuning δB . Spinwaves in different optical chan-
nels are dissipatively coupled through atomic motion.
The coupling rate is controlled through the channel sep-
aration d with a 1/d scaling [33], while the laser beam di-
ameter is set to 1.5 mm for all the beams. When channels
are aligned in a straight line, the direct atom-flight path
(for the ground state coherence) between the beyond-
nearest-neighbor channels is largely “blocked” via optical
pumping of the channel(s) in between, and we effectively

realize nearest-neighbor couplings. Thus by patterning
2N channels with alternating spacings d1 and d2, we syn-
thesize a dissipative form of the SSH model, with lattice

site j represented by the ground state coherence ρ
(j)
12 in

channel j (j = 1, ..., 2N).
According to the standard density matrix formal-

ism [33], our system can be described by the equation
of motion ∂tρ12 = −i [(δB − iγ)I +H]ρ12 + Pin. Here,

the vector ρ12 ≡ [ρ
(1)
12 , ..., ρ

(2N)
12 ]T denotes the ground

state coherence distribution across the channels, I is
a unity matrix, γ is the dephasing rate dominated by
the transit broadening common to all channels, and the

vector Pin ≡ [P
(1)
in , ..., P

(2N)
in ]T denotes the pumping

sources of the coherence by the input light fields, where

P
(j)
in = −Ω

(j)
c

∗
Ω

(j)
p /γ23 with γ23 the optical coherence de-

cay rate. The non-Hermitian SSH Hamiltonian H reads

H = iveiδBd1/ν
∑

m

(|a,m〉〈b,m|+ |b,m〉〈a,m|)

+ iweiδBd2/ν
∑

m

(|b,m〉〈a,m+ 1|+ |a,m+ 1〉〈b,m|) ,(1)

where |a,m〉 (|b,m〉) denotes ρ
(j)
12 in odd j = 2m−1 (even

j = 2m) numbered channels in unit cell m = 1, ..., N .
The intra- and inter-cell dissipative coupling rates v and
w satisfy v/w ∝ d2/d1. A relative phase δB(d2 − d1)/ν
between the intra- and inter-cell couplings accumulates
during the atomic flow (at velocity ν) between neighbor-
ing beams and is the same in either directions.

The non-Hermitian Hamiltonian H reduces to H0

when δB = 0, realizing a purely dissipative version of the
paradigmatic SSH model. It has chiral symmetry and
inversion symmetry, and thus exhibits topological dissi-
pation spectrum for v < w [Fig. 1(b)], which features
edge modes at zero dissipation rates in a bulk dissipative
gap, absent for trivial dissipation where v > w.

EIT spectroscopy of topological dissipation spectrum -
We first implement a minimal version of the topological
dissipative SSH model with N = 2 unit cells in a geome-
try with open ends, using a chain of four laser beams with
spacings d1 = 6 mm and d2 = 3 mm [c.f. Fig. 1(a)]. The
dissipative coupling rates are measured as v ≈ 2π×5 kHz
and w ≈ 2π × 11 kHz [33], with v/w ≈ d2/d1 = 1/2 as
expected. The background dephasing rate is measured
as γ ≈ 2π × 143 kHz, which is barely affected by the
inter-channel couplings because v, w � γ.

We probe the non-Hermitian Hamiltonian H via mea-
suring the probe field’s transmissions by sweeping δB .
Both the frequency and power of the laser are stabilized,
and the laser polarization is carefully controlled. For an
input Pin, the output probe intensities are determined
by the real part of the ground state coherences

ρ12 = −i((δB − iγ)I +H)−1Pin. (2)

Thus information of H is encoded in the difference of ρ12

from ρ0
12 = −i(δB− iγ)−1Pin in the uncoupled case (i.e.,
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Figure 2. Detections of the dissipation rates of edge and
bulk modes in a topological dissipative SSH chain through
eigen-EIT spectroscopy. The chain constitutes four chan-
nels in Fig. 1(a) with spacings d1 = 6 mm and d2 = 3
mm, leading to dissipative coupling rates v ≈ 2π × 5kHz
and w ≈ 2π × 11kHz. Only the center parts of the spectra
manifesting influences from the dissipative SSH couplings are
shown. (a1)-(d1) Measured eigen-EIT spectra via the probe
transmission (normalized to far off resonant 100% transmis-
sion), coupled (all channel probes on) and uncoupled (only
probe in the detected channel on), for the four input states
[−7,−3, 3, 7]T , [7,−3,−3, 7]T , [3, 7, 7, 3]T , [−3, 7,−7, 3]T , re-
spectively. The former (latter) two inputs approximate the
two edge (bulk) states of the dissipative SSH model with dissi-
pative coupling rates v/w = 1/2. The difference between the
coupled and uncoupled peak intensities provides the eigen-
dissipation rates according to Eq. (3). Theoretical calcula-
tions of the optical coherences are shown in (a2)-(d2).

only the probe in the detected channel is on while all con-
trol fields are kept on). As the couplings are small and
δB-dependent, this difference is only significant in a nar-
row spectral window |δB | . v, w around the EIT center,
and therefore, reflects essentially the purely dissipative
case described by H0 (i.e., when δB = 0).

We detect the dissipation spectrum of H0 via eigen-
EIT spectroscopy. Let us label the eigen-dissipation rates
of H0 by γσ (σ = 1, ..., 4), which are defined by H0ψσ =
iγσψσ, where ψσ denotes the corresponding eigenstates.
To measure γσ, we harness the flexible control over the
input light to design an eigenstate-form input Pin ∝ ψσ,
which results in spinwaves and hence eigen-EIT super-
mode according to ρ12,σ ∝ ψσ/(−iγ + iγσ). Here, an
eigenstate-form input is directly mapped to the spatial
distribution of the output probe-laser power in each chan-
nel. After some algebra, we obtain the relation between
the eigen-dissipation rates and the coupled and uncou-
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Figure 3. Observing features of topological dissipation. (a)-
(b) Dissipation spectra for a dissipative SSH chain in (a)
topological and (b) trivial regimes. The dissipation rates
γσ, σ = 1, ..., 4, are measured via eigen-EIT spectroscopy.
The red dots denote the experimental data. The blue dots
show predicted values from our theoretical model with (a)
v/w = 1/2 and (b) v/w = 2. The orange region shows the ex-
pected dissipative gap. The insets illustrate the cross-sections
of (a) topological and (b) trivial patterns of four coupled opti-
cal channels in the vapor cell. (c) Chiral symmetry. Left panel
illustrates the cross-section of 6 channels forming a ring with
spacings d1 = 6 mm and d2 = 3 mm. Right panel: The in-
put probes (red) across the channels simulate [1, 0, 1, 0, 1, 0]T .
The “output” probe laser intensities (blue) are the measured
probe output differences between the coupled and uncoupled
cases at δB = 0. In (a)-(c), the error bar is the standard
deviation from about ten repetitive experiments.

pled ρ12 in all the channels (j = 1, ...4):

ρ
(j)
12,σ − ρ

0,(j)
12,σ

ρ
0,(j)
12,σ

∣∣∣
δB=0

=
1

1− γσ/γ
− 1, (3)

where ρ0
12,σ ∝ ψσ/(−iγ). Equation (3) is our central

principle to accurately extract the dissipation spectrum.
Experimentally, we probe the four eigen-EIT super-

modes in the lattice with d1/d2 ≈ 2 using four input vec-
tor states Pin denoted as [−7,−3, 3, 7]T , [7,−3,−3, 7]T ,
[3, 7, 7, 3]T , [−3, 7,−7, 3]T , respectively. These inputs re-
semble the theoretically-predicted eigenstates of H0 with
v/w = 1/2: the former (latter) two mimic the edge
(bulk) states. Here, numbers “ ± 7” and “ ± 3” repre-
sent the relative (approximate) values of Ω∗cΩp in each
channel, “7”(“3”) corresponds to a probe power of 9.5
µW (1.7 µW) while all control powers are fixed at 95.5
µW, and the ± sign is determined by the control and
probe’s relative phase, which are all judiciously set by
tuning the wave plates in the light streams [33]. Since any
channel yields the same eigenvalue according to Equa-
tion (3), we choose to measure the transmission spectra
of the two channels with relatively higher probe power,
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thus higher signal to noise ratio, to extract an averaged
eigenvalue. Figures 2(a1)-(d1) show the four measured
eigen-EIT spectra. We observe that the eigen-EIT spec-
tra corresponding to the edge-state inputs nearly overlap
with the uncoupled EIT [Figs. 2(a1)-(b1)], signaling the
“zero” eigen-dissipation rates (i.e., γσ ≈ 0). In contrast,
the bulk EIT supermodes in Figs. 2(c1)-(d1) change sig-
nificantly in both the peak intensity and the linewidth
compared to the uncoupled case; an increase (decrease)
in the peak intensity indicates dissipation rates γσ > 0
or γσ < 0 following from Eq. (3). In Figs. 2(a2)-(d2), we
present theoretical calculations [33] using Eq. (1) with
measured v and w values. As shown, the relative trends
in the coupled and uncoupled EIT spectra shown by the
calculation are consistent with that in the experiment
data, with the remaining disagreement in that experi-
mental uncoupled EIT spectra are pointier than the the-
oretical ones, because the theory model gives an idealized
Lorentzian lineshape which disregards experimental com-
plications [33].

Finally we obtain the dissipation rates based on
Eq. (3), using the measured peak intensities in the cou-
pled and uncoupled cases in Figs. 2(a1)-(d1). The con-
structed dissipation spectrum for v/w ≈ 1/2 is shown in
Fig. 3(a). The key feature is the existence of two nearly
zero dissipation rates deep within the expected dissipa-
tive gap of size 2|v − w| = 2π × 12 kHz; note the small
degeneracy splitting is a natural consequence of the small
system size here. By contrast, the other two dissipation
rates are in the spectral bulk outside the gap.

To compare the spectra in topologically distinct
phases, we swap the channel spacing to realize a config-
uration with d1 = 3 mm and d2 = 6 mm, corresponding
to v/w ≈ 2. Using eigen-EIT spectroscopy, we construct
the dissipation spectrum [Fig. 3(b)]. All the dissipation
rates are now outside the gap, in contrast to the topo-
logical spectrum [Fig. 3(a)]. For both, the dissipation
rates distribute nearly symmetrically around zero. The
experiment agrees with the calculations from diagonal-
izing H0 with v/w = 1/2 and v/w = 2, respectively.
The discrepancy between the experiment and theory, es-
pecially for the largest eigenvalue, is due to the residual
returned atomic coherence after wall collisions and other
experiment imperfections [33].

Probe chiral symmetry in a ring – We next probe po-
tential chiral symmetry of the dissipative SSH model (1).
To this end, we construct a ring configuration with 6 laser
beams [Fig. 3(c)] to implement the model with N = 3
unit cells under periodic boundary condition. The chi-
ral symmetric operator S of an SSH ring is expressed
as S = I ⊗ σz, where σz is the Pauli matrix. For the
ring here, I is a 3 × 3 unity matrix. To experimentally
probe chiral symmetry, we exploit the fact that the S has
two eigenvectors Sφ± = ±φ±, with φ+ = [1, 0, 1, 0, 1, 0]T

and φ− = [0, 1, 0, 1, 0, 1]T (states written for real space,
unnormalized) corresponding to different chirality (±);
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Figure 4. Implementing the generalized dissipative SSH
model with 10 channels in (a) topological and (b) trivial
regimes. Cross-sections of the open-end array are shown
in the insets with (a) d1 = 6 mm and d2 = 3 mm, and
(b) d1 = 3 mm and d2 = 6 mm. In the main panels,
the red dots denote the experimental data. The blue dia-
monds denote the theoretical eigenvalues of the generalized
dissipative SSH Hamiltonian (4), and regions between
the dashed lines indicate the gap. For comparison, the
green squares denote the theoretical simulations from the
dissipative SSH Hamiltonian H, and the gap is drawn by
the solid lines. The vertical shaded area highlights the
modes of particular interest (see text). The error bar is the
standard deviation from about ten repetitive experiments.
The eigenstates (unnormalized) of the two edge modes are
[−0.56, 0.25, 0.24,−0.16,−0.21, 0.21, 0.16,−0.24,−0.25, 0.56],
[0.62,−0.17,−0.26,−0.02, 0.14, 0.14,−0.02,−0.26,−0.17, 0.62]
in terms of ground state coherence, corresponding to input
probe powers of [8.0, 1.6, 1.5, 0.7, 1.2, 1.2, 0.7, 1.5, 1.6, 8.0]µW,
[10, 0.8, 1.7, 0.01, 0.5, 0.5, 0.01, 1.7, 0.8, 10]µW respectively.
The control beam powers in all channels are the same,
∼ 95 µW. Experiment results for the input states corre-
sponding to the largest eigenvalues are affected the most
by the couplings beyond the NNN, leading to greater
discrepancy between the experiment and theory, because
other input states have a more densely-interwoven dis-
tribution of positive and negative spin coherences which
tends to average out the influences from sites further away.
For instance, the 1st, 2nd, 8th, 9th and 10th eigenstates
(unnormalized) in the topological regimes are respectively:
[−0.08, 0.26,−0.11,−0.49, 0.41, 0.41,−0.49,−0.11, 0.26,−0.08],
[0.07,−0.41, 0.38, 0.18,−0.39, 0.39,−0.18,−0.38, 0.41,−0.07],
[−0.31,−0.40,−0.29, 0.20, 0.35, 0.35, 0.20,−0.29,−0.40,−0.31],
[0.22, 0.40, 0.43, 0.29, 0.16,−0.16,−0.29,−0.43,−0.40,−0.22],
[0.11, 0.25, 0.31, 0.39, 0.42, 0.42, 0.39, 0.31, 0.25, 0.11].

if H is chiral symmetric, i.e., SHS† = −H, its action
on, say φ+, yields the eigenstate with opposite chiral-
ity, Hφ+ ∝ φ−. In this spirit, we prepare an input
Pin ∝ [1, 0, 1, 0, 1, 0]T and measure the probe trans-
mission change (due to couplings) in the 6 channels as
the output. Signature of chiral symmetry is observed
[Fig. 3(c)]: the input in odd-numbered channels leads
to an output dominantly in even-numbered channels.
We note that, although the presence of beyond-nearest-
neighbor couplings breaks chiral symmetry in the strict
sense, given that these coupling rates are smaller than v,
w (� γ) in our experiment, we are still able to observe
residue signature of chiral symmetry in the transmission.

Generalized dissipative SSH chain with 10 channels –
In a ring-like pattern, direct atomic flight between the
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next-nearest channels may lead to nontrivial NNN cou-
pling and modify the topological properties. To exam its
effect, we wire up 10 channels as an open-end chain with
d1 = 6 mm and d2 = 3 mm [Fig. 4 (a)], i.e., v/w ≈ 1/2.
The effective Hamiltonian including NNN couplings is

H ′ = H +HNNN, (4)

where HNNN = it
∑
m

(
|a,m〉〈a,m+1|+|b,m〉〈b,m+1|+

H.c
)

captures dissipative NNN couplings with rate t for
δB ≈ 0. H ′ represents the dissipative version of the so-
called generalized SSH model [9]. Although H ′ violates
chiral symmetry [34], it retains inversion symmetry. Thus
when v/w ≈ 1/2, H ′ is topological for t/w < 1/2, which
hosts two degenerate edge modes with dissipation rates
γσ < 0 [33]. Our realized array has t/w ≈ 1/3 [Fig. 4
(a)] and remains in the topological regime, but with a
reduced gap 2t ≈ 2π × 6.67 kHz. Note, H ′ and H share
the same eigenstates in the bulk, but the spectrum of
H ′ is shifted by ∆γk = 2t cos k with respect to H in the
momentum space [34].

Experimentally, we measure the dissipation spectrum
of H ′ via the eigen-EIT spectroscopy, where the in-
put states are engineered as the eigenstates of H ′ with
v : w : t ≈ 1

2 : 1 : 1
3 . The experimental data are shown

in Fig. 4 (a). Furthermore, we swap the channel spacing
to realize H ′ with v : w : t = 1 : 1

2 : 1
3 in the non-

topological regime, and extract its spectrum as shown
in Fig. 4 (b). Each eignevalue is the averaged value of
that measured from the transmission spectrum of the
four channels with relatively higher probe powers. The
experimental data are in good agreement with the calcu-
lated eigenvalues of H ′. Although H ′ with t/w ≈ 1/3 is
close to the phase boundary, comparison of Figs. 4(a) an
(b)(especially the shaded regions) still allows to distin-
guish the nearly degenerate, surviving edge modes [see
Fig. 4(a)] in the topological regime. Moreover, to extract
the spectral shift due to NNN couplings, we compare the
experiment with the theoretical simulation of the eigen-
EIT transmission using Eq. (2) with H instead of H ′. We
observed the expected shift, e.g., both the maximum and
minimum dissipation rates of H ′, associated with k = 0,
shift upward. The remaining discrepancy between the
experiment and theory is mainly attributed to the cou-
plings beyond the NNN in the open-ring structure (see
caption of Fig. 4).

Conclusions and outlook – We have realized a lattice of
atomic spinwaves with dissipative SSH couplings in a va-
por cell and spectroscopically demonstrated key features
of topological dissipation. Though the coupling strength
remains small compared to the background loss, we ex-
pect to reach stronger coupling regime by engineering the
geometry of a wall-coated cell, the laser beam profiles
and their arrangements to prevent all-to-all coupling but
still retain coherence protection by the coating. Other
means to control the coupling could be incorporated, e.g.,

diffractive optical coupling [15] and reservoir engineer-
ing [28]. Combining with the controllability over atomic
spins by multi-level and nonlinear atom-light interactions
in each channel [35], our platform holds unique promise
for exploring non-Hermitian topology [20, 21, 23, 36–
40] in quantum regimes, and designing novel quantum-
correlated light sources for quantum information appli-
cations.
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THEORETICAL MODEL

The spin wave chain is formed by an array of optical channels in the vapor cell, where each channel contains spa-
tially overlapping control and probe fields that write ground atomic coherence through electromagnetically induced
transparency (EIT). The laser fields propagate along the long axis of the cylindrical vapor cell, and various types
of spin wave chains can be formed simply by arranging the position of the laser beams. Shown in Fig. S1 are the
cell-cross-section pictures (taken by a camera) of three types of chains used in our experiment.

We have developed a simplified theoretical model to describe the coupling and dynamics of the atomic coherence
in the optical channels, which is an extension of our previous model for anti-PT symmetry with flying atoms in a
wall-coated vapor cell [S1]. The main difference is that, here, in the vacuum cell without wall coating, the coupling
rate between any two optical channels depends on the channel spacing, while in a (cylindrical) coated cell the coupling
rates between any two channels of the same laser diameters are the same.

Using similar procedures as described in ref [S1], we derive the effective coupling Hamiltonian for the four- or six-
channel case in a vacuum vapor cell by solving the master equation Eq. (S1). For simplicity, we assume an optically
thin medium and thus neglect the propagation effect.

ρ̇(1) + Γ
(1)
relρ

(1) = −i[H(1), ρ(1)] + Γ(1)
excρ

(1) + veiθ1ρ(2)

ρ̇(2) + Γ
(2)
relρ

(2) = −i[H(2), ρ(2)] + Γ(2)
excρ

(2) + veiθ1ρ(1) + weiθ2ρ(3)

ρ̇(3) + Γ
(3)
relρ

(3) = −i[H(3), ρ(3)] + Γ(3)
excρ

(3) + veiθ1ρ(4) + weiθ2ρ(2)

ρ̇(4) + Γ
(4)
relρ

(4) = −i[H(4), ρ(4)] + Γ(4)
excρ

(4) + veiθ1ρ(3)

(S1)

Here, ~ = 1 is assumed. Γ
(i)
rel (i = 1, 2, 3, 4) is the relaxation matrix representing the decays in the ith channel, and

Γ
(i)
exc stands for the excitation of the coherence and population. We set all laser beam diameters to be 1.5 mm and the

distance between channels d1 = 6 mm, d2 = 3 mm, with d1 the distance between channel 1 and 2 (also channel 3 and
4), d2 the distance between channel 2 and 3 (see Fig.1 in the main text). While traveling from one channel to another,
the ground state atomic coherence picks up a phase θ1 = δBd1/ν or θ2 = δBd2/ν with δB the two-photon detuning
and ν the velocity of the atoms. The ground state coherence in four channels couple with one another through atomic
motion at rates v (∝ 1

d1
) and w (∝ 1

d2
), and |w|/|v| ≈ 2 for the above settings of d1 and d2 (as verified in Fig. S2).

After the rotating-wave approximation, the atom-light interaction for the four-channel case can be described by the
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FIG. S1: Schematics and principle of atomic vapor cell experiment simulating SSH model with dissipative couplings. (a)
Experimentally implemented spin chain configurations shown by the optical channels, where each channel is a dot in the
picture by a camera. (a1) and (a2) are four-channel open-end chains, and (a3) six-channel ring. (b) Schematics of the non-
Hermitian SSH model with dissipative couplings. (c) Calculated eigenvalue spectra with θ = 0 (green) and θ = 0.1π (blue),
taking v/w = 1/2 in the topological phase. The eigenvalues λ are shown in the complex plane. In both cases, there exist zero
modes, with both zero dissipation rate and zero energy.
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FIG. S2: Characterization of dissipative coupling rate using a two-channel setting. (a) and (b) are EIT spectra with and
without inter-channel couplings, for channel spacing of 3 mm and 6 mm respectively. The difference of the coupled (red) and
uncoupled (blue) EIT is shown in the inset, whose linewidth is theoretically equal to the coupling rate as indicated by our
numerical calculations. The full linewidth (at half maximum) of the EIT in the insets are about 11 kHz and 5 kHz, for d = 3
mm and 6 mm respectively. The dashed lines in the insets are the fits (to guide the eye) of the experimental data shown as dots
in the inset. Plotted in (c) is the coupling rates dependence on the channel spacing d, displaying an expected 1

d
dependence.

Here, the relative coupling rates are measured using a similar method as described in Eq.(3) of the main text, and then their
absolute values are acquired by the difference EIT spectrum’s linewidth.
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following density-matrix equations:

ρ̇
(1)
12 = −(γ12 + iδB)ρ

(1)
12 + iΩ(1)

c

∗
ρ
(1)
32 − iΩ(1)

p ρ
(1)
13 + veiθ1ρ

(2)
12

ρ̇
(1)
13 = −(Γ/2 + i∆

(1)
1 )ρ

(1)
13 + iΩ(1)

c

∗
(ρ

(1)
33 − ρ

(1)
11 )− iΩ(1)

p

∗
ρ
(1)
12

ρ̇
(1)
32 = −(Γ/2− i∆(1)

2 )ρ
(1)
32 − iΩ(1)

p (ρ
(1)
33 − ρ

(1)
22 ) + iΩ(1)

c ρ
(1)
12

ρ̇
(2)
12 = −(γ12 + iδB)ρ

(2)
12 + iΩ(2)

c

∗
ρ
(2)
32 − iΩ(2)

p ρ
(2)
13 + veiθ1ρ

(1)
12 + weiθ2ρ

(3)
12

ρ̇
(2)
13 = −(Γ/2 + i∆

(2)
1 )ρ

(2)
13 + iΩ(2)

c

∗
(ρ

(2)
33 − ρ

(2)
11 )− iΩ(2)

p

∗
ρ
(2)
12

ρ̇
(2)
32 = −(Γ/2− i∆(2)

2 )ρ
(2)
32 − iΩ(2)

p (ρ
(2)
33 − ρ

(2)
22 ) + iΩ(2)

c ρ
(2)
12

ρ̇
(3)
12 = −(γ12 + iδB)ρ

(3)
12 + iΩ(3)

c

∗
ρ
(3)
32 − iΩ(3)

p ρ
(3)
13 + veiθ1ρ

(4)
12 + weiθ2ρ

(2)
12

ρ̇
(3)
13 = −(Γ/2 + i∆

(3)
1 )ρ

(3)
13 + iΩ(3)

c

∗
(ρ

(3)
33 − ρ

(3)
11 )− iΩ(3)

p

∗
ρ
(3)
12

ρ̇
(3)
32 = −(Γ/2− i∆(3)

2 )ρ
(3)
32 − iΩ(3)

p (ρ
(3)
33 − ρ

(3)
22 ) + iΩ(3)

c ρ
(3)
12

ρ̇
(4)
12 = −(γ12 + iδB)ρ

(4)
12 + iΩ(4)

c

∗
ρ
(4)
32 − iΩ(4)

p ρ
(4)
13 + veiθ1ρ

(3)
12

ρ̇
(4)
13 = −(Γ/2 + i∆

(4)
1 )ρ

(4)
13 + iΩ(4)

c

∗
(ρ

(4)
33 − ρ

(4)
11 )− iΩ(4)

p

∗
ρ
(4)
12

ρ̇
(4)
32 = −(Γ/2− i∆(4)

2 )ρ
(4)
32 − iΩ(4)

p (ρ
(4)
33 − ρ

(4)
22 ) + iΩ(4)

c ρ
(4)
12

(S2)

Here, γ12 is the decay rate of the ground state coherence, Γ is the decay rate of the excited state |3〉, ∆
(i)
1 and ∆

(i)
2

are one-photon detunings for the control and probe fields, and Ω
(i)
c and Ω

(i)
p are Rabi frequencies for the control and

probe fields in the ith channel respectively. Since the optical coherences ρ
(i)
13 and ρ

(i)
32 decay much faster than the

ground-state coherences ρ
(i)
12 , we can assume that they adiabatically follow the ground-state coherences. Therefore,

by setting the time derivatives of optical coherences in Eq.(S2) to be zero, one can express the optical coherences in

terms of the ground-state coherences. Also, in the experiment, we have Ω
(i)
c � Ω

(i)
p , and the control field itself is weak,

which allow for the assumptions that the excited-state population ρ33 = 0, and one of the ground state population
ρ22 = 1. We then arrive at the following coupled equations for the time evolution of the ground-state coherences of
the four-channel case:

ρ̇
(1)
12 = −(γ + iδB)ρ

(1)
12 + veiθ1ρ

(2)
12 −

Ω
(1)
c

∗
Ω

(1)
p

γ23

ρ̇
(2)
12 = −(γ + iδB)ρ

(2)
12 + veiθ1ρ

(1)
12 + weiθ2ρ

(3)
12 −

Ω
(2)
c

∗
Ω

(2)
p

γ23

ρ̇
(3)
12 = −(γ + iδB)ρ

(3)
12 + veiθ1ρ

(4)
12 + weiθ2ρ

(2)
12 −

Ω
(3)
c

∗
Ω

(3)
p

γ23

ρ̇
(4)
12 = −(γ + iδB)ρ

(4)
12 + veiθ1ρ

(3)
12 −

Ω
(4)
c

∗
Ω

(4)
p

γ23

(S3)

Here, γ = γ12 + Γip represents the total effective decay rate of the ground state coherence, with Γip = |Ωic|2/γ23
(i = 1, 2, 3, 4) the optical pumping rate. From Eq.(S3), one can deduce the effective Hamiltonian Ĥeff that depicts
the coupling between the coherences in the four channels:

ˆHeff = Ĥ + Ĥonsite

=




0 iveiθ1 0 0
iveiθ1 0 iweiθ2 0

0 iweiθ2 0 iveiθ1

0 0 iveiθ1 0


+ (δB − iγ)I

(S4)

Here, Ĥ characterizes a purely dissipative one-dimension SSH chain with the nearest neighbor coupling, Ĥonsite is
the decay in local channels corresponding to the broad structure of the EIT spectrum and I is the identity matrix.
When the control and probe fields in all channels are on, the system is in a “coupled” condition, and the change in
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the EIT spectra compared to the uncoupled case (with all control fields on but only one probe field on) is caused
by Ĥ. In general, the coupled EIT spectrum in each channel features a dual structure: a small but narrow peak (or
dip, depending on the relative phase of the ground state coherences in different channels) at the central top of the
uncoupled EIT spectra.

We emphasize that the SSH Hamiltonian Ĥ has pure imaginary coupling terms only when the two-photon detuning
δB is zero, otherwise the coupling terms are complex numbers, resulting in a more general non-Hermitian Hamiltonian.
In this general scenario, chiral symmetry still exists, since Ĥ in momentum space below commutes with σz for arbitrary
δB ,

H(k) =

(
0 iveiθ1 + iwei(θ2−k)

iveiθ1 + iwei(θ2+k) 0

)
(S5)

In the spatial domain, for the six-channel experiment with a coherence input of [1, 0, 1, 0, 1, 0]T , the coherence difference
between the coupled and uncoupled cases are given by the following equation,




0 veiθ1 0 0 0 weiθ2

veiθ1 0 weiθ2 0 0 0
0 weiθ2 0 veiθ1 0 0
0 0 veiθ1 0 weiθ2 0
0 0 0 weiθ2 0 veiθ1

weiθ2 0 0 0 veiθ1 0







1
0
1
0
1
0




= (veiθ1 + weiθ2)




0
1
0
1
0
1




(S6)

where the real part of the right hand side of Eq.(S6) determines the intensity change of the probe field upon coupling,
and is consistent with the experiment observation as shown in Fig.4(c) in the main text.

EIT SPECTROSCOPY FOR TOPOLOGY PHASE PROBING

In our experiment, atoms in the vapor cell move fast (∼ 210 m/s) and the atom-light interaction time is relatively
short, giving rise to a transit decay (∼ 143 kHz of linewidth broadening) of the local spin wave in all the optical
channels, much larger than the coupling rate between the optical channels. Such loss makes it hard to observe
the eigen-EIT-modes associated with the relatively weak SSH-coupling Hamiltonian. We propose to experimentally
prepare and inject the eigen-EIT-modes predicted by the SSH Hamiltonian (with coupling rates from the experiment).

From Eq.(S3), the steady state ground state coherence (uncoupled case) is ρ
(i)
12 ∝ Ω

(i)
c

∗
Ω

(i)
p , which indicates that an

“input” state, i.e., a particular coherence distribution in all channels without the inter-channel coupling, can be
prepared by adjusting the laser power of the probe fields (while maintaining the condition of stronger control and
weaker probe) and the relative phase between the control and probe.

The experiment procedure of preparing the eigen-state input is as follows. First, the eigenstates and eigenvalues of
the purely dissipative Hamiltonian Ĥ0 is calculated (by setting δB = 0 and |w|/|v| = 2) as [3, 7, 7, 3]T , [−3, 7,−7, 3]T ,
[−7,−3, 3, 7]T and [7,−3,−3, 7]T (un-normalized), which corresponds to eigenvalues 0.97, −0.97, 0.17 and −0.17
respectively. Then, we construct a particular coherence distribution in the four channels by choosing the correct
probe field powers while keeping the control powers unchanged. The polarization state of light can be described by a
vector cos(θ/2) |R〉+ eiφ sin(θ/2) |L〉 on the Poincare sphere, where θ is the polar angle and φ is the azimuthal angle,
which determine the power ratio and relative phase between the right-handed circularly polarized control field |R〉
and the left-handed circularly polarized probe field |L〉. θ and φ are adjusted by half-wave and quarter-wave plates
in the light streams before the vacuum cell.

The SSH coupling Hamiltonian determines the difference between the ground state coherence under the uncoupled
and coupled conditions, and such difference can be measured through the probe transmission change on EIT resonance,
since the ground state coherence is connected with the optical coherence by:

ρ
(i)
32 =

2iΩ
(i)
p

Γ
(1 +

Ω
(i)
c

Ω
(i)
p

ρ
(i)
12 ) (S7)

and the probe transmission is given by the optical coherence through:

T (i)
p = exp(−αLIm(ρ

(i)
32 )

Ω
(i)
p

) (S8)
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FIG. S3: EIT spectra for a non-eigenstate input, showing the importance of the phase of the spin waves. Here, for coher-
ence input of [7, 3, 3, 7]T , the coupled and uncoupled EIT has a pronounced difference, in contrast to the input eigenstate of
[−7,−3, 3, 7]T which gives nearly identical coupled and uncoupled EIT spectra as shown in Fig.2 in the main text.

Here, L is the length of the vacuum cell, α = 2nµ2
0/λε0~, with n the atomic number density, µ0 the dipole moment,

λ the wavelength of the input light, ε0 the permittivity of vacuum. To be more precise, we take the logarithm of the
normalized EIT spectra to obtain the (average) optical coherence, although the optical depth is relatively small and
taking the logarithm has a small effect on the results.

EXTENDED EXPERIMENT DATA

In Fig.2 of the main text, we have presented the experimental and calculated EIT spectra corresponding to the four
eigenstate inputs for the four-channel topological configuration, which shows good qualitative agreement. Here, as
supplementary material, we emphasize that the phase or sign of the coherence ρ12 is critical. For instance, as shown in
Fig. S3, when the input is [7, 3, 3, 7]T , the coupled and uncoupled EIT spectra are substantially different, as opposed
to the case with [−7,−3, 3, 7]T input which has the same input laser power distribution but shows nearly identical
coupled and uncoupled EIT spectra (see Fig.2 in the main text).

Furthermore, we show in Fig. S4 that for the four-channel non-topological configuration, qualitative agreement
between experiment and theory can be also found. As expected, in contrast to the topological case, here the coupled
and uncoupled EIT spectra are different for all the four eigenstate inputs, indicating the lacking of zero modes (with
near-zero eigenvalue, i.e., coupled and uncoupled EIT are nearly identical).

EXPERIMENT IMPERFECTIONS

The EIT spectra of a single channel, or the EIT spectra in the uncoupled situation, displays a small unexpected spike
on the top. This is likely due to the return of a small portion of atoms (upon bouncing off the cell wall, or with
impurity background atoms in the cell) to the laser beams with remaining coherence. Previously, it has been found
that in a buffer gas vapor cell or a wall-coated vapor cell, such return of atomic coherence plays a significant role in
the atomic spectrum lineshape and gives rise to a very pointy EIT, as described by a Ramsey narrowing mechanism
[S2]. Here, in the vacuum cell without buffer gas or wall-coating, the tiny pointy feature of the uncoupled EIT spectra
indicates the existence of some residual all-to-all coupling, and is the major imperfection of our experiment because
it resembles the pointy feature caused by inter-channel coupling of the coherence .

To prove this is the case, experimentally, we use a ring shape laser beam near the cell wall to optically pump the
atoms and destroy the coherence return from wall bouncing. Indeed, the pointy feature is slightly reduced as shown
in Fig. S5. However, because of space constraints, this pumping beam cannot be kept on for the measurements of the
topological features when four or six optical channels are turned on. In future experiments, vapor cells with different
cross section geometry, rectangular or elliptical etc., can be used to alleviate the problem.

Such imperfection in the experiment affects the the positive maximal eigenvalue the most, as can be seen from
Fig.3, because its eigenstate corresponds to same-sign coherence in all channels, which means the total coherence in
the cell is maximal and so the returned coherence.

Another imperfection is that we still have some influence from the next nearest neighbor, because the 1/d scaling of
the inter-channel coupling rate versus the channel spacing d is not sharp enough. This accounts for the deviation of
some of the measured eigenvalues from the prediction of our theoretical model which assumes only nearest neighbor
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FIG. S4: Measured and simulated EIT spectra for the four-channel non-topological configuration. The four rows correspond to
the four eigenstate inputs respectively. Experimental spectra show the probe transmission normalized to far off resonant 100%
transmission, and theory spectra display the calculated optical coherences.
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FIG. S5: Experimental single-channel EIT spectra with and without a ring-shape optical pumping beam near the cell wall.



7

(a1)

(a3)

(a2)

(a4)

Input: [-7,-3,3,7]

Input: [3,7,7,3]

Input: [7,-3,-3,7]

Input: [-3,7,-7,3]

×10-3

×10-3

-200 -100 0 100 200 -200 -100 0 100 200

-200 -100 0 100 200 -200 -100 0 100 200

1.76

1.77

1.78

1.79

×10-3

×10-3

Uncoupled
Coupled

Uncoupled
Coupled

Pr
ob

e 
tra

ns
m

is
si

on
 [a

.u
.]

1.76

1.77

1.78

1.79

1.76

1.77

1.78

1.79

1.76

1.77

1.78

1.79

Pr
ob

e 
tra

ns
m

is
si

on
 [a

.u
.]

Two-photon detuning δB [kHz] Two-photon detuning δB [kHz]

FIG. S6: Monte Carlo simulation of uncoupled and coupled EIT spectra for the four-channel topological configuration. The
four figures show the example EIT spectra (through the optical coherences) for the four eigenstates input, for the channels with
relatively higher coherence, i.e., Ch1 in (a1), Ch1 in (a2), Ch2 in (a3), Ch2 in (a4). The spectra are in qualitative agreement
with the experiment and the theoretical model described in the main text and in the first section here, with (a3) and (a4)
indicating the zero modes which give nearly identical coupled and uncoupled EIT spectra. In the Monte Carlo simulation,
flat-top laser beams with diameter of 1.2 mm are assumed, and the cell diameter is set to be 25 mm. The channel spacings are
3 mm and 6 mm, the same with the experiments.

coupling. For example, in the non-topological case, for the eigenstate [−5, 7,−7, 5]T , let’s consider the coherence
change in Ch2 upon coupling: the two nearest neighbor contributes to coherence reduction due to the opposite sign in
the coherence, while residual coupling with Ch4 gives coherence increase, which would decrease the amplitude of this
eigenvalue. Indeed, as seen in Fig.3(b) of the main text, the first eigenvalue, corresponding to the eignestate input
[−5, 7,−7, 5]T , displays a smaller amplitude than the theoretical value. The eigenstate with same-sign coherence in
all channels, corresponding to the 4th eigenvalues in Fig.3(a-b) is also affected by the next nearest neighbor coupling,
rendering a noticeably larger eigenvalue than predicted.

MONTE CARLO SIMULATION

We have also implemented a two-dimensional Monte Carlo simulation for the vacuum cell experiment, to supplement
the aforementioned theoretical model. The Monte Carlo model here is an extension of the one we developed previ-
ously [S1], now adapted for the case of four channels and uncoated cell. Each time the atom bounces off the cell
wall, we assume that the atom returns to thermal state with nearly no coherence. We let the atomic dynamics evolve
until the system reaches its steady state, and then the physical quantities of interest are extracted. The results are
averaged over 30 velocities satisfying the Maxwell-Boltzmann distribution, with each velocity averaging over 7000
different trajectories of the atomic movement. As in the experiment, the two-photon detuning is varied by changing
the applied magnetic field. Fig. S6 shows the calculated EIT shapes (displaying both the broad structure and the
narrow structure caused by the SSH Hamiltonian) for the topological case, and the results agree qualitatively with
the experiment and the simplified theoretical model. In particular, the two edge states (zero modes) shows nearly no
difference between the coupled and uncoupled EIT spectra, indicating the near-zero eigenvalues which are observed
in the experiment and the simplified theoretical model.

Finally, we note that the EIT lineshape from the Monte Carlo simulation better mimics the experimental EIT
lineshapes than the simplified model, for instance, the uncoulped EIT is pointier than that of the Lorenzian lineshape
obtained from the simplified theoretical model presented in the first section here. Such deviation from the Lorenzian
lineshape results from the distribution of atom-light interaction time (transit time of the atoms through the laser
beam) associated with the velocity distribution of the atoms.



8

Wave number k

10

0

20

-10

-20-π -π/2 0 π/2 π

SSH
Generalized SSH

D
is

si
pa

tio
n 

ra
te

Gap

FIG. S7: Calculated dissipation spectrum for the SSH and Generalized-SSH Hamiltonian in the momentum space. The gap for
the Generalized-SSH model is indicated by the dashed lines. Parameters: t=3.33, v=5, w=10.

GENERALIZED-SSH WITH TEN LATTICE SITES

To construct a larger lattice under the constraints of the size of the cylindrical vapor cell and the clear aperture
of the magnetic shield, we design the configuration with input laser beams arranged in an open-ring-like pattern
containing ten optical channels in topological or trivial (non-topological) regime [shown in main text Fig.4]. Owing
to the fact that the inter-channel coupling rate is proportional to 1/d, and that there is nearly no “blocking” effect
for beyond-nearest-neighbor couplings as in the straight-line configuration, the next-nearest-neighbor (NNN) hopping
terms in the present configuration should be considered with the NNN coupling rate tA,B approximately ∝ 1/(d1+d2).
Furthermore, compared to the four-channel line-pattern, the ring-like pattern here has some additional experimental
imperfections which result in slight deviation of the experimentally extracted eigenvalues from the theoretical ones:
(a) Due to the much reduced distance between the optical channels and the cell wall, the local Markovian reservoir
associated with the residual return of the ground state atomic coherence after wall collision causes a slight increase
of the probe transmission, which leads to a small elevation of all the extracted eigenvalues. (b) In the open-ring-like
configuration, there is unwanted coupling between the two end lattice sites, which has more influence on the extracted
eigenstates of the edge states than on the bulk ones.

Theoretically, one can write down the Hamiltonian Ĥ describing the coupling between the coherence in the ten
optical channels with NNN coupling:

Ĥ = iveiδBd1/ν
∑

m

(|a,m〉 〈b,m|+ H.C.)

+ iweiδBd2/ν
∑

m

(|b,m〉 〈a,m+ 1|+ H.C.)

+ itAe
iδB(d1+d2)/ν

∑

m

(|a,m〉 〈a,m+ 1|+ H.C.)

+ itBe
iδB(d1+d2)/ν

∑

m

(|b,m〉 〈b,m+ 1|+ H.C.)

(S9)

Here, |tA| and |tB | are the NNN hopping amplitudes between sublattices A and B, respectively. We have set
|tA|=|tB |=t since the inter-channel coupling rate is proportional to 1/d. While the atoms travel in sublattices A
or B, the ground state coherence will accumulate a phase θ3 = θ4 ≈ δB(d1 + d2)/ν. Under periodic boundary
conditions, we can make a Fourier transformation conveniently,

H(k) =

(
i2tAe

iθ3 cos k iveiθ1 + iwei(θ2−k)

iveiθ1 + iwei(θ2+k) i2tBe
iθ4 cos k

)
(S10)

After diagonalizing the Hamiltonian, we get the eigenvalues,

E(k) = (itAe
iθ3 + itBe

iθ4)cos(k)±
√

∆(k) (S11)
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FIG. S8: Calculated dissipation spectrum for the SSH model and Generalized-SSH model with 10 lattice sites, in real space.
The vertical dashed lines (yellow) indicate our experiment parameter regime. The modes in pink are of particular interest
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retains topology and the “zero” modes (in red). Parameter: w = 10.

where, ∆(k) = (itAe
iθ3 − itBe

iθ4)2cos2(k) + (iveiθ1)2 + (iweiθ2)2 + 2(iveiθ1)(iweiθ2)cos(k). We will focus on the
experimental relevant situation where θi ≈ 0 (i = 1, 2, 3, 4) and tA = tB . In this situation, we show in Fig.S7 the
dissipation spectrum of the standard SSH model and Generalized-SSH model in momentum space, which indicates
the broken of chiral symmetry due to the existence of NNN coupling.

The dissipative SSH model has chiral symmetry and inversion symmetry. The presence of NNN couplings with
tA = tB and θ3 = θ4 = 0, breaks chiral symmetry, but preserves inversion symmetry. However, by judiciously setting
v : w : t ≈ 1

2 : 1 : 1
3 (see Fig. S8), we can make sure that the generalized-SSH Hamiltonian is still topological (see

Fig. S9 for a phase diagram), which means the existence of two (nearly degenerate) edge modes.
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