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In this paper, we investigate the driven dynamics of the localization transition in the non-
Hermitian Aubry-André model with the periodic boundary condition. Depending on the strength of
the quasi-periodic potential λ, this model undergoes a localization-delocalization phase transition.
We find that the localization length ξ satisfies ξ ∼ ε−ν with ε being the distance from the critical
point and ν = 1 being a universal critical exponent independent of the non-Hermitian parameter.
In addition, from the finite-size scaling of the energy gap between the ground state and the first
excited state, we determine the dynamic exponent z as z = 2. The critical exponent of the inverse
participation ratio (IPR) for the nth eigenstate is also determined as s = 0.1197. By changing ε

linearly to cross the critical point, we find that the driven dynamics can be described by the Kibble-
Zurek scaling (KZS). Moreover, we show that the KZS with the same set of the exponents can be
generalized to the localization phase transitions in the excited states.

I. INTRODUCTION

The quasiperiodic system, lying in between the peri-
odic system and the disordered system, exhibits very in-
teresting properties, such as the topological phase [1–6],
the Anderson localization [7–17], the quantized adiabatic
pumping [3, 18], and the cascade of the localization tran-
sition [19]. As a typical model, the Aubry-André (AA)
model [7, 20], whose on-site potential has an irrational
period compared with the lattice period, has received in-
creasing attention in recent years, partly inspired by its
realization in the pseudorandom optical lattice [21], and
ultracold atoms [22]. It was shown that the AA model
can undergo a localization transition with the change in
potential strength [5, 7, 12, 13], in contrast to the case
of the disordered system which only has the localization
phase in one dimension [23–25]. Moreover, various exten-
sions of AA models have been studied. For example, the
energy-dependent mobility edges is found in a general-
ized AA model with modified quasiperiodic potentials [9]
and long-range hopping terms [10, 11], and the critical
phase lying between the extended and localized phase is
found for a generalized AA model with two quasiperiodic
modulation parameters [18, 26, 27], and many-body lo-
calization (MBL) has been found in the AA model with
the interaction term introduced [27–31].
Recently, nonequilibrium dynamics in localized sys-

tems has attracted increasing attentions. Lots of ex-
otic properties therein have been discovered. For in-
stance, it is shown that the periodic driving can not only
turn the localized eigenstates into extended ones and vice
versa [32, 33], but also bring the system into the topo-
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logical MBL phase [34]. In addition, a dynamical local-
ization transition can happen when the system is sud-
denly quenched from the localized phase to the delocal-
ized phase [35, 36]. Furthermore, for the linearly quench
across the localization transition point, the driven dy-
namics can be well described by the Kibble-Zurek scaling
(KZS) [37].

On the other hand, inspired by the experimental
progress, the non-Hermitian systems have attracted enor-
mous studies [38–57]. In particular, it has been shown
that the interplay of non-Hermiticity and the disordered
(or quasiperiodic) potentials can bring intriguing per-
spectives in the localization phenomena [2, 58–89]. For
instance, it was shown that for the non-Hermitian AA
model with the non-reciprocal hopping the localization
transition happens at the same point as the real-complex
transition [2, 61, 64, 71, 90]. For the nonequilibrium dy-
namics in non-Hermitian localization systems, the peri-
odical driving and the sudden quench have been stud-
ied [91–94]. However, linearly quench dynamics in the
localization transition in the non-Hermitian systems is
still unexplored. A natural question is whether the KZS
is still applicable in describing the driven dynamics in the
localization transition in the non-Hermitian systems.

To answer this question, in the present paper we study
the scaling behavior of the driven dynamics of localiza-
tion transition in the non-Hermitian AA model [61]. The
non-Hermiticity of this model is induced by the non-
reciprocal hopping. According to the locations of the
critical points of the localization-delocalization transition
and real-complex transition, we classify the eigenstates
into three classes. The first class is the ground state, in
which the energy spectrum is always real and this type
of the state has only the localization transition. The
second class corresponds to the eigenstates in which the
localization transition and real-complex transition hap-
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pen at different points. The third class corresponds to
the eigenstates in which the localization transition and
real-complex transition happen at the same critical point.
Then, we study the driven dynamics in this model for
various kinds of states. Starting from the deep localized
phase and slowly tuning the potential strength across the
critical point, we find that the driven dynamics of the
localization-delocalization phase transition for different
types of initial state can be described by the KZS. Ac-
cordingly, we generalize the KZS to localizaion transition
in the non-Hermitan quasiperiodic systems.
The remainder of the paper is organized as follows. In

Sec. II, the non-Hermitian AA model is introduced, and
the static scaling behaviors are presented. In Sec. III, the
driven dynamics of the localiation-delocalization transi-
tion is studied. The KZS for various kinds of states is
examined by the numerical study. A summary is given
in Sec. IV.

II. NON-HERMITIAN AA MODEL AND THE

STATIC CRITICAL PROPERTIES

A. The non-Hermitian AA model

The Hamiltonian of the non-Hermitian AA model
reads [61]

H = −

L
∑

i

(JLC
+
j Cj+1 + JRC

+
j+1Cj) (1)

+2λ cos [2π(γj + φ)]C+
j Cj ,

where C+
j (Cj) is the creation (annihilation) operator of

the hard-core boson, JL = Je−g and JR = Jeg are the
asymmetry hopping amplitude in the left and right di-
rections, respectively, λ measures the amplitude of the
quasiperiodic potential with γ therein being an irrational
number, and φ ∈ [0, 1) is a random phase of the poten-
tial. The periodic boundary condition is assumed in the
following calculation. To satisfy the periodic boundary
condition, γ has to be approximated by a rational number
Fn/Fn+1 where Fn+1 = L and Fn are the Fibonacci num-
bers. It was shown that all the eigenstates of model (1)
are localized when λ > eg, whereas all the eigenstates are
delocalized when λ < eg. Thus the critical point for the
localization transition is λc = eg [61, 65].
As illustrated in Fig. 1, the energy spectra of Eq. (1)

are plotted. Here, the eigenstates are arranged in a
descending order of the real parts of the eigenenergies.
We find that the eigenstates can be classified into three
classes. Class I: The first class has the real spectra for
all λ’s. The typical states in this class are the ground
states. Class II: The second class corresponds to the
states in which the real-complex transition and the lo-
calization transition happen at different λ’s. The second
type eigenstates usually locate at the boundary of the
energy bands, i.e., the red curves in Fig. 1. Class III:
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FIG. 1. (a) Real and (b) imaginary parts of energy spectra
of the model Eq. (1). The black curve is the ground state
belonging to Class I. The red curves denote the eigenstates
belonging to Class II with the localization transition and real-
complex transition being separated. The blues curves denote
the third type of eigenstates belonging to Class III with lo-
calization transition and real-complex transition happening
at the same critical point. Here, we choose g = 0.5, φ = 0
and L = 987 in the calculation. The green dashed lines in (a)
and (b) label the location of the localization transition critical
point.

The third class is the eigenstate that undergoes a real-
complex transition at λ = λc accompanying with the
localization transition. We find that most of the excited
eigenstates belong to the this class.

B. Static scaling properties for localization

transition

Here we systematically explore the scaling properties of
the localization transition for three kinds of spectra. For
the ground state in Class I, three quantities can be used
to characterize the localization transition. One is the
localization length, ξ, defined in the localization phase
as [37]

ξ =

√

√

√

√

L
∑

n>nc

[(n− nc)2]Pi, (2)

in which Pi is the probability of the wavefunction at
site i, nc ≡

∑

nPi is the localization center. Near the
localization-delocalization transition, for ε ≡ λ−λc, it is
expected that ξ satisfies the scaling relation

ξ ∝ ε−ν , (3)

when ξ ≪ L.
The second quantity is the inverse participation ratio

(IPR) for the nth eigenstate, which is defined as [61, 95,
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96]

IPRn =

∑L
j=1 ||Ψ

R
n (j)〉|

4

∑L
j=1 ||Ψ

R
n (j)〉|

2
, (4)

where |ΨR
n (j)〉 is the nth right eigenvector. For the ex-

tended state with λ < λc, the wave function is homo-
geneously distributed through all sites, and IPRn scales
as IPRn ∝ L−1, whereas for the localization state with
λ > λc IPRn ∝ L0. At the localization transition point
λc, it is expected that IPRn satisfies a scaling relation

IPRn ∝ L−s/ν , (5)

with s being its exponent. When L → ∞, s can also be
determined by

IPRn ∝ εs. (6)

The third quantity is the energy gap between the first
excited state and the ground state. According to the
finite-size scaling, this energy gap ∆s should scales as

∆s ∝ L−z, (7)

when λ = λc.
For Classes II and III, the energy gap that is relevant

to the localization transition cannot be well defined. But
the scaling relations of the localization length Eq. (3) and
the IPRn Eqs. (5) and (6) can also be used to character-
ize the localization transition in the excited states. A
peculiar situation for Class III is that the real-complex
spectra phase transitions happens at the same point as
the localization transition. However, the real-complex
spectra transition and the localization transition are de-
scribed by different universality classes. For the former,
as λ decreases, a pair of real energy levels converge as

∆r ∝ ε
1/2
r in which εr = λ− λr is the distance from the

real-complex transition point λr, and ∆r is the energy
difference between these two energy levels for εr > 0,
whereas for εr < 0 a pair of complex energy levels gener-
ate with the same real part of energy and their imaginary
parts of the energies satisfy ∆i ∝ |εr|

1/2 in which ∆i de-
notes the imaginary parts of the energy difference. Thus,
for this transition, the critical exponent νrzr = 1/2. This
behavior is characterized by the (0 + 1)D Yang-Lee edge
singularity [97–99]. In contrast, in the following, we will
show that for the localization transition, νz = 2.
In the following, we will numerically examine Eqs. (3)-

(7) and determine ν, s and z. The numerical results of ξ
of the ground state for different g’s are shown in Fig. 2
(a). For Class I, Fig. 2 (a) confirms the scaling relation
of Eq. (3) and demonstrates that ν = 1. Moreover, the
results for different g’s displayed in Fig. 2 (a) demon-
strate that ν is a universal exponent independent of g.
In addition, Fig. 2 (b) shows that IPRn in the localiza-
tion transition in the ground state satisfies Eq. (5) and
the averaged critical exponent s = 0.1197, which is con-
sistent with the result in a non-Hermitian interpolating
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FIG. 2. Static scaling properties in the ground state. (a)
Curves of localization length ξ versus ε for L = 987, (b) IPRn

at λ = λc versus L, and (c) Energy gap ∆s at λ = λc versus L
for different g. Here, the results are averaged for 100 choices
of φ. The power-law fitting yields ν = 0.9557, 0.9631, 0.9719
and 0.9803, and s = 0.1196, 0.1197, 0.1198, and 0.1198 and
z = 1.995, 1.998, 1.997, and 1.997 for g = 0.2, 0.3, 0.4, and
0.5, respectively.

Aubry-André-Fibonacci model [65]. Moreover, Fig. 2 (c)
shows that the energy gap at the critical point satisfies
∆s ∝ Lz with z = 2. Note that this value is different
from the one obtained for the localization transition in
the Hermitian Hamiltonian, where z = 2.37 [25, 37, 100].

For Classes II and III, we calculate the localization
length and show the results in Figs. 3(a) and 3(c). These
results demonstrate that the localization length in the
excited state also satisfy Eq. (3) with ν = 1. In addition,
we calculate the IPRn for the localization transition in
the states belonging to Classes II and III. Figs. 3(b) and
3(d) show that IPRn at the localization transition for
both cases satisfy IPRn ∝ ε0.1294 and IPRn ∝ ε0.1201,
similar to the case of Class I. These results indicate that
the localization transitions for all three classes of states
belong to the same universality class. In the next section,
we will show that the dynamic exponent for both Classes
II and III is z = 2, although it cannot be determined via
the gap scaling.
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FIG. 3. Static scaling properties in different kinds of excited
states. ξ versus ε for (a) the 609th eigenstate (Class II) and
(c) the third eigenstate (Class III). IPRn versus ε for (b) the
609th excited eigenstate (Class II) and (d) the third excited
eigenstate (Class III). Here, we use L = 2584 and g = 0.5.
The results are averaged for 100 choices of φ.

III. KIBBLE-ZUREK SCALING IN THE

NON-HERMITIAN AA MODEL

A. General theory of the KZS

In usual phase transitions, when the tuning parameter
ε is changed linearly as

ε = −Rt, (8)

to drive a system cross its critical point, the KZS states
that for |ε| > R1/νr with r = z + 1/ν the system can
evolve adiabatically since the state has enough time to
adjust to the change in the Hamiltonian; whereas for
|ε| < R1/νr the system enters the impulse region and
ceases to evolve as a result of the critical slowing down.
However, investigations showed that the assumption that
the system stop evolving in the impulse region is quite ex-
cessive. For instance, a finite-time scaling theory demon-
strates that in the impulse region the system evolves ac-
cording to a time scale ζ ∼ R−z/r [101–103]. Accord-
ingly, for a quantity Y , its full scaling form reads

Y (ε,R) = Ry/rfY (tR
z/r), (9)

in which y is the critical exponent of Y and is defined
according to the static scaling Y ∝ εy when L → ∞,
and fY is the scaling function. At the critical point,
t = 0, Eq. (9) demonstrates that Y can be scaled with
R as Y ∝ Ry/νr for L → ∞. Equation (9) was first
established in classical phase transitions [104–106]. In
quantum phase transitions, similar scaling forms were
also proposed from different perspectives in various sys-
tems [107–109]. Recently, the KZS and the full scal-
ing form Eq. (9) have been generalized into the non-
Hermitian Yang-Lee edge singularity [97, 110] and the
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FIG. 4. (a) ξ and (b) IPRn at t = 0 and (c) ∆n at tRz/r = 0.5
as a function of R for the initial ground state. Here, we use
g = 0.5 and L = 987. The results are averaged for 10 choices
of φ.

localization transition in the ground state of the Hermi-
tian system [37, 111]. In the following, we will generalize
this scaling form into the localization transition in the
non-Hermitian AA model (1).

B. KZS in states of Class I

We at first explore the driven dynamics in the states in
Class I. We focus on the driven dynamics in the ground
state. In addition, we set the lattice size L very large and
the finite-size effects can be ignored. For the localization
length ξ, Eq. (9) converts to

ξ(t, R) = R−1/rfξ(tR
z/r), (10)

in which r = 3. Besides, according to Eq. (9), the dy-
namic scaling form of IPRn is

IPRn(t, R) = Rs/rνfI(tR
z/r). (11)

In addition, we define an energy difference ∆n(t) between
the time-dependent state and the nth eigenstate as

∆n(t) ≡ Re[〈ΨL
n(t)|H(t)|ΨR

n (t)〉 − En], (12)

where 〈ΨL
n(t)| ≡ 〈ΨL

n(0)|e
iH(t)t and |ΨR

n (t)〉 ≡
e−iH(t)t|ΨR

n (0)〉, |Ψ
R
n (0)〉 and 〈ΨL

n(0)| are the right and
left eigenstates at the initial time, and En is the nth
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FIG. 5. Driven dynamics with the initial ground state. The
curves of ξ versus t before (a1) and after (a2) rescaling for
different R’s. The curves of IPRn versus t before (b1) and
after (b2) rescaling for different R’s. The curves of ∆n versus
t before (c1) and after (c2) rescaling for different R’s. Here,
we use g = 0.5 and L = 987, the results are averaged for 10
choices of φ. The arrows in (a1), (b1), and (c1) point to the
quench direction.

eigenenergy for the instantaneous Hamiltonian H(t).
The driven dynamics of ∆n satisfy

∆n(t, R) = Rz/rf∆(tR
z/r), (13)

according to Eq. (9).

Then, we numerically examine Eqs. (10), (11) and (13)
for the states of Class I. First, we show in Fig. 4 (a)
that at the localization transition point ξ satisfies ξ ∝
R−0.3367 in the ground state. The critical exponent is
close to −1/r. Furthermore, by rescaling ξ and t as tRz/r,
one finds that the rescaled curves collapse onto each other
for the ground state as shown in Figs. 5(a1) and 5(a2),
confirming Eq. (10). Second, Fig 4 (b) shows that at the
critical point IPRn obeys IPRn ∝ R0.04213 for the ground
state. Then, by rescaling IPRn and t as IPRnR

−s/rν

and tRz/r, respectively, one finds that the rescaled curves
collapse onto each other for the ground state as shown in
Fig. 5(b1) and 5(b2), confirming Eq. (11). Third, Fig 4
(c) shows that ∆n obeys ∆n ∝ R0.6593 at tRz/r = 0.5 for
the ground state. Then, by rescaling ∆n and t as ∆R−z/r

and tRz/r, respectively, one finds that the rescaled curves
collapse onto each other for the ground state as shown in
Figs. 5(c1) and 5(c2), confirming Eq. (13).
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FIG. 6. Driven dynamics with the initial state belonging to
Class II. The curves of ξ versus t before (a1) and after (a2)
rescaling for different R’s. The curves of IPRn versus t before
(b1) and after (b2) rescaling for different R’s. The curves of
∆n versus t before (c1) and after (c2) rescaling for different
R’s. Here, we use g = 0.5 and L = 987. We choose 609th
excited state as the initial state in the figure. The results are
averaged for 10 choices of φ. The arrows in (a1), (b1) and
(c1) point to the quench direction.

C. KZS in states of Class II and Class III

In this section, we will show that Eqs. (10), (11), and
(13) are also applicable for localization phase transitions
in the states beloging to Classes II and III. For the Class
II state, the real-complex transition happens at smaller
value of ε, comparing with the localization transition
point. Accordingly, the localization transition happens
at the the real-spectra region. Figures 6(a1), 6(b1) and
6(c1) show the evolution of ξ, IPRn and ∆n, respec-
tively, for the 609th excited state. After rescaling ac-
cording to Eqs. (10), (11), and (13) with the same set
of the critical exponents, we find the rescaled curves col-
lapse onto each other as shown in Figs. 6(a2), 6(b2) and
6(c2). These results confirm that the rescaling functions
Eqs. (10), (11) and (13) are applicable for Class II eigen-
states. In particular, for ∆n, we find that it decreases as
t increases, different from the case of the initial ground
state, as shown in Fig. 5 (c1). The reason is that when
the initial state is the ground state, the energy can only
increase under external driving. In contrast, when the
initial state is in the excited state, the energy can spread
to both higher and lower states. In the present 609th
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FIG. 7. Driven dynamics with the initial state belonging to
Class III. The curves of ξ versus t before (a1) and after (a2)
rescaling for different R’s. The curves of IPRn versus t before
(b1) and after (b2) rescaling for different R’s. The curves of
∆n versus t before (c1) and after (c2) rescaling for different
R’s. Here, we use g = 0.5 and L = 987. The third excited
state is taken as the initial state in the figure. The results
are averaged for 10 choices of φ. The arrows in (a1), (b1) and
(c1) point to the quench direction.

excited state, the lower-energy excitation dominates, as
shown in Figs. 6(c1) and 6(c2).
For the Class III state, we choose the third excited

state as an example. We calculate the evolution of ξ,
IPRn, and ∆n and show the results in Fig. 7. We find
that the rescaled curves, according to Eqs. (10), (11),
and (13) with the same set of the critical exponents, col-
lapse onto each other. These results confirm that the
scaling functions Eqs. (10), (11), and (13) are applicable
for Class III eigenstates.
For the Class III state, the real-complex transition hap-

pens at the same point as the localization transition.
Since these two kinds of phase transitions belong to dif-
ferent universality classes, a nature question is whether
the real-complex transition affects the universal scaling
behavior. To answer this question, we compare the rele-

vant exponents for these two transitions. For the scaling
of the correlation length ξ ∼ R−1/r, the exponent −1/r
is always −1/3 for both the localization transition and
the real-complex transition. So the scaling of the corre-
lation length satisfies the same scaling form for the real-
complex transition and the localization transition. Ac-
cordingly, from the scaling of the correlation length, one
cannot distinguish the contribution of the real-complex
transition from that of the localization transition. For the
energy scaling ∆n ∼ Rz/r, the exponent z/r is 2/3 for
the localization transition but is 1/3 for the real-complex
transition. For the small driving rate, it seems that the
contribution from the real-complex transition can dom-
inate. However, there are only two relevant states for
the real-complex transition. For instance, for the third
state, only the fourth state is relevant. The energy gap
of these two states vanishes at the transition point and
becomes complex valued in the other side of the transi-
tion point. However, for the localization transition, there
are lots of states that can be occupied under the exter-
nal driving. Thus, the contribution from the localization
transition will dominate. This argument is supported by
the scaling of ξ shown in Fig. 7 (c).

IV. SUMMARY

To summarize, we have studied the driven dynamics
of the non-Hermitian AA model. We have first deter-
mined the static exponent ν, s and z by investigating
the static behavior of ξ, IPRn and ∆s, respectively. Then
we have studied the driven dynamics of the localization-
delocalization transitions for three classes of states. We
have found that the driven dynamics in all of these states
can be described by the KZS with the same set of crit-
ical exponents. Our paper generalizes the KZS to the
localization transition in both the ground state and the
excited states in non-Hermitian systems.
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the Aubry-André Model, Phys. Rev. Lett. 115, 180401
(2015).

[31] S.-X. Zhang and H. Yao, Universal Properties of Many-
Body Localization Transitions in Quasiperiodic Sys-
tems, Phys. Rev. Lett. 121, 206601 (2018).

[32] L. Morales-Molina, E. Doerner, C. Danieli and S. Flach,
Resonant extended states in driven quasiperiodic lat-
tices: Aubry-Andre localization by design, Phys. Rev.
A 90, 043630 (2014).

[33] E. Bairey, G. Refael and N. H. Lindner, Driving in-
duced many-body localization, Phys. Rev. B 96, 020201
(2017).

[34] K. S. C. Decker, C. Karrasch, J. Eisert and D. M.
Kennes, Floquet Engineering Topological Many-Body
Localized Systems, Phys. Rev. Lett. 124, 190601 (2020).

[35] R. Modak and D. Rakshit, Many-body dynamical phase
transition in a quasiperiodic potential, Phys. Rev. B
103, 224310 (2021).

[36] C. Yang, Y. Wang, P. Wang, X. Gao and S. Chen, Dy-
namical signature of localization-delocalization transi-
tion in a one-dimensional incommensurate lattice, Phys.
Rev. B 95, 184201 (2017).

[37] A. Sinha, M. M. Rams, and J. Dziarmaga, Kibble-
Zurek mechanism with a single particle: Dynamics of
the localization-delocalization transition in the Aubry-
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Dóra, M. Heyl, R. Moessner, W. Yi, and P. Xue, Non-
Hermitian Kibble-Zurek Mechanism with Tunable Com-
plexity in Single-Photon Interferometry, PRX Quantum
2, 020313 (2021).

[57] L.-J. Zhai and S. Yin, Out-of-time-ordered correlator in
non-Hermitian quantum systems, Phys. Rev. B, 102,
054303 (2020).

[58] N. Hatano and D. R. Nelson, Non-Hermitian delocal-
ization and eigenfunctions, Phys. Rev. B 58, 8384-
8390(1998).

[59] S. Longhi, Metal-insulator phase transition in a non-
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models with p-wave pairing, Phys. Rev. B 103, 214202
(2021).

[69] L.-M. Chen, Y. Zhou, S.A. Chen, P. Ye, Quantum en-
tanglement of non-Hermitian quasicrystals, Phys. Rev.
B 105, L121115 (2022).

[70] I. Y. Goldsheid and B. A. Khoruzhenko, Distribution of
Eigenvalues in Non-Hermitian Anderson Models, Phys.
Rev. Lett. 80, 2897-2900 (1998).

[71] Y. Liu, Y. Wang, X.-J. Liu, Q. Zhou and S. Chen, Exact
mobility edges, PT-symmetry breaking, and skin effect
in one-dimensional non-Hermitian quasicrystals, Phys.
Rev. B 103, 014203 (2021).

[72] Y. Liu, Q. Zhou and S. Chen, Localization transi-
tion, spectrum structure, and winding numbers for one-
dimensional non-Hermitian quasicrystals, Phys. Rev. B,
104, 024201 (2021).

[73] T. Liu, H. Guo, Y. Pu and S. Longhi, Generalized
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