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Emergent non-Hermitian physics in generalized Lotka-Volterra model
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In this work, we study that non-Hermitian physics emerging from a predator-prey ecological model
described by a generalized Lotka-Volterra equation. In the phase space, this nonlinear equation
exhibits both chaotic and localized dynamics, which are separated by a critical point. These distinct
dynamics originate from the interplay between the periodicity and non-Hermiticity of the effective
Hamiltonian in the linearized equation of motion. Moreover, the dynamics at the critical point, such
as algebraic divergence, can be understood as an exceptional point in the context of non-Hermitian
physics.

I. INTRODUCTION

Physically, non-Hermitian Hamiltonians[1], as a phe-
nomenological description of process with energy or par-
ticle flowing out of the Hilbert space of interest, are re-
sponsible for diverse intriguing phenomena in the con-
texts of classical and quantum waves[2–7], topological
physics[8–15], and active matters[16]. Searching for phys-
ically transparent examples of non-Hermitian Hamilto-
nian is not only of fundamental interest for exploring
non-Hermitian physics in a broader context, but also of
practical significance due to its potential application in
quantum sensing[17, 18] and energy transfer[19–21].

In this study, we propose a generalized Lotka-Volterra
equation (GLVE) in a one-dimensional (1D) lattice,
which could exhibit chaotic or stable dynamics in differ-
ent parameter regimes. The Lotka-Volterra (LV) equa-
tion describing the predator-prey ecological processes is
a paradigmatic model in population dynamics[22–24].
Recently, the GLVE has been generalized to spatially
periodic systems to study the topological phases and
edge modes beyond the scope of natural science[25–27].
The dynamics of a slight deviation from the stationary
point of the GLVE are governed by a linearized equa-
tion resembling the single-particle Schrodinger equation
in a lattice system. Therefore, the topological band the-
ory can straightforwardly be applied to such a classical
system[25, 26, 28]. Here, we show that if the linear ex-
pansion is performed around a temporal periodic solution
instead of the stationary point of the GLVE, the equation
of motion (EOM) of the deviation can also be described
by the Schrodinger equation, but with a time-dependent
non-Hermitian Hamiltonian. The exponential divergence
to chaos and the stable, quasi-unitary dynamics both
emerge from the Floquet quasi-energy band structure.
The dynamical critical point in the original nonlinear
model can be understood as an exceptional point of the
non-Hermitian Floquet Hamiltonian.

∗Electronic address: zcai@sjtu.edu.cn

II. MODEL AND METHOD

A. The coupled predator-prey circles

We focus on the GLVE defined in a 1D “diatomic”chain
(see Fig.1 a), which reads:

ẋi = xi[2− vyi−1 − wyi]

ẏi = yi[−2 + vxi + wxi+1]
, (1)

where i = 1 · · ·L, and L is the number of the unit cell,
each of which contains a prey (xi) and predator (yi).
v = 1 + r and w = 1 − r. 0 < r < 1 is the only tunable
parameter in Eq.(1) characterizing the difference between
the inter and intra unit cell coupling strengths. The lin-
ear terms in the right side of Eq.(1) suggest an expo-
nential growth/decay for the prey/predator populations
if there is no interspecies interaction, while the nonlinear
terms indicate the interaction between one specie and its
neighbors, which suppress the exponential growth/decay.
Starting with a simple situation where the populations

of prey and predator are site-independent xi(t) = x(t),
yi(t) = y(t), Eq.(1) is reduced to a two-species LV equa-
tion:

ẋ = 2x− 2xy

ẏ = −2y + 2xy
, (2)

which is commonly used to explain the oscillation be-
havior of natural populations (e.g. the snowshoe hare
and lynx) in ecological systems with predator-prey in-
teractions, competition and disease. Mathematically,
this model is integrable with a constant of motion[24],
V = x+ y− lnxy− 2. Consequently, it supports either a
steady solution [x⋆, y⋆]T = [1, 1]T (with V = 0) or a pe-
riodic oscillation [x̄(t), ȳ(t)]T (with V > 0) (see Fig.1 b),
corresponding to a fixed point or a closed orbit around
the fixed point in the phase space respectively (see Fig.1
c).
In general, one needs to take the spatial fluctu-

ation into account. Considering a solution vvv(t) =
[x1, y1, · · · , xL, yL]T of Eq.(1), one can expand it around
the spatially homogeneous solutions as

vi(t) = [1 + δi(t)]v̄i(t), (3)

http://arxiv.org/abs/2207.04473v2
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where δδδ(t) = [δx1 (t), δ
y
1 (t), · · · ]T (δxi (t) = xi(t)−x̄(t)

x̄(t) and

δyi (t) is likewise). v̄vv donates a unperturbed solution and is
not necessarily spatial homogeneous. A linearized equa-
tion can be derived in terms of the dimensionless vector
δδδ(t).

FIG. 1: (Color online)(a) Predator-prey model defined in a 1D
“diatomic”chain described by the GLVE Eq.(1). (b)Periodic
solution [x̄(t), ȳ(t)]T of the homogeneous GLVE Eq.(2) with
the conserved quantity V = 0.131. (c) Trajectories of
[x̄(t), ȳ(t)]T in the phase space with different conserved quan-
tities. (d) and (e) Trajectories in the phase space of the first
unit cell (i = 1) predicted via the GLVE Eq.(1) with (d)
r = 0.3 and (e) r = 0.7, ∆ = 0.05 and L = 1024. The initial
state of (d) and (e) is spatially inhomogeneous: δi(t = 0) = ∆i

with ∆i being randomly sampled from [−∆,∆]. The red
curves indicate the trajectory starting from the spatially ho-
mogeneous initial state δi(t = 0) = 0.

B. Linear expansion around the stationary solution

For a homogeneous stationary solution v̄vv⋆(t) =
[1, 1, · · · , 1, 1]T , it is shown that the linearized EOM
of δδδ(t) takes the identical form of the single-particle
Schrodinger equation in a 1D lattice:

i
dδδδ(t)

dt
= Hδδδ(t), (4)

where H = H0 is a time-independent 2L × 2L antisym-
metric Hermitian matrix (due to the prefactor i):

H0 = i

















0 −v −w
v 0 w

−w 0 −v
v 0

. . .

w
. . .

. . .

















. (5)

C. Linear expansion around the periodic solution

Unlike previous studies[25, 26], here we expand the
nonlinear Eq.(1) around the periodic solution v̄p(t) =
[x̄(t), ȳ(t), · · · , x̄(t), ȳ(t)]T , where x̄(t), ȳ(t) are the solu-
tion of Eq.(2) with a period T ≈ π. The linearized EOM
takes the same form of Eq.(4),but with a time-dependent
non-Hermitian “Hamiltonian”

H(t) = H0D(t), (6)

where H0 has the same definition as Eq.(5), and D(t) is
a diagonal matrix with dimension 2L:

D(t) =













x̄(t)
ȳ(t)

. . .

x̄(t)
ȳ(t)













. (7)

FIG. 2: (Color online) Dynamics of the average deviation σ(t)
with different r values in a semi-log plot(rc = 0.64579 is the
critical point). The inset presents the dynamics of σ(t) at the
critical point in the log-log plot. The initial state is chosen
as xi(t = 0) = yi(t = 0) = 1.6(1 + ∆i) where the amplitude
of the periodic solution ξ ≈ 0.33 and ∆i is randomly sampled
from [−∆,∆] where ∆ = 2× 10−4.



3

III. CHAOTIC VERSUS LOCALIZED

DYNAMICS IN THE PHASE SPACE

Before discussing the linearized EOM, we first focus
on the dynamics of the nonlinear Eq.(1), which can be
solved using the standard Runge-Kutta method. A key
question is whether the spatially homogeneous periodic
solution [x̄(t), ȳ(t)]T is stable against spatial fluctuations.
To address this issue, we impose a small site-dependent
perturbation on the initial state as δi(t = 0) = ∆i, where
∆i is randomly sampled from a uniform random distri-
bution with ∆i ∈ [−∆,∆] and ∆ ≪ 1 (for a spatially
homogeneous solution δi(t = 0) = 0). We first study
the dynamics in one unit cell (say, i = 1) by plotting
the trajectories of x1(t) and y1(t) in the phase space.
As shown in Fig.1 (d), for a small r (e.g. r = 0.3),
the trajectory of [x1(t), y1(t)]

T rapidly deviates from the
spatially homogeneous solution [x̄(t), ȳ(t)]T after a short
time, while randomly walking in the phase space on long
timescales, indicating that the solution [x̄(t), ȳ(t)]T is un-
stable against spatial fluctuation for small r. Conversely,
at a relatively large r (e.g. r = 0.7), the trajectory of
[x1(t), y1(t)] is bounded within a finite regime around
[x̄(t), ȳ(t)] (see Fig.1 e).

The qualitatively different dynamical behavior be-
tween the cases with small and large values of r re-
veal a non-equilibrium phase transition, which can
be characterized by the average deviation: σ(t) =
√

1
L

∑

i[δ
x
i (t)]

2 + [δyi (t)]
2. As shown in Fig.2, σ(t) in-

creases exponentially (accompanied by an oscillation) at
small r (a signature of chaos), while it keeps oscillat-
ing around a finite value at a large r. The exponent
of the exponential divergence approaches zero at criti-
cal r = rc, whose value depends on the amplitude of
the periodic oscillation of the spatially homogeneous so-
lutions. At the dynamical critical point, σ(t) grows alge-

braically as σ(t) ∼ t
1
2 . In the following, we will explain

these observed dynamical behaviors as well as the critical
dynamics based on the properties of the non-Hermitian
Hamiltonian in Eq.(6).

IV. FLOQUET DYNAMICS WITH A

NON-HERMITIAN HAMILTONIAN

Now we focus on the linearized EOM Eq.(4) where the
time-dependent Hamiltonian (6) is non-Hermitian but
periodic in time H(t) = H(t+T ). However, unlike the in-
tensively studied cases with periodically driven Hamilto-
nian, the periodic oscillation in Hamiltonian Eq.(6) is not
due to external driving, but originates from the sponta-
neous oscillation in the time-independent GLVE Eq.(1),
and is self-sustained. Thanks to the spatially transla-
tional invariance, one can perform the Fourier transfor-
mation, after which the EOM Eq.(4) turns into a collec-
tion of independent k modes, each of which is a two-level

system governed by the EOM:

i
dδδδk
dt

= Hk(t)δδδk, (8)

where δδδk = [δxk , δ
y
k ]

T with δxk = 1√
L

∑

j e
−ikjδxj and δyk is

likewise. Hk is a 2× 2 matrix defined as:

Hk(t) = H0
kD(t), (9)

with

H
0

k =

[

0 −i(v + we−ik)
i(v +weik) 0

]

, D(t) =

[

x̄(t)
ȳ(t)

]

.

(10)

Again, Hk is non-Hermitian if x̄(t) 6= ȳ(t). Its instan-
taneous eigenvalues are still real but the dynamics is not
trivial, since generally [Hk(t1), Hk(t2)] 6= 0. Both x̄(t)
and ȳ(t) are periodic in time with a period T , enabling
us to employ the Floquet description of the dynamics of
Eq.(8) and derive a time-independent Floquet Hamilto-
nian HF

k satisfying:

Fk = e−iHF
k T = T e−i

∫
T

0
dtHk(t), (11)

where T is the time-ordering operator and Fk is the evo-
lution operator for the k-mode within one period whcih
is not necessarily unitary[29].

A. Step-function approximation

The periodic solution [x̄(t), ȳ(t)]T does not have a
closed-form expression, thus it is impossible to analyt-
ically perform the time-ordering integral in Eq.(11) and
derive an explicit form of the Floquet operator, even for
a 2×2 matrix. As we will show in the following, the qual-
itative dynamical behavior as well as the critical proper-
ties of our model do not crucially depend on the explicit
formalism of the periodic function, what really matters
is the amplitude and the period of the periodic function.
Therefore, to analytically understand the different dy-
namical behavior and the transition between them, we
adopt an approximation by replacing the diagonal ma-
trix in Eq.(10) by a simplified formalism as (see Fig.3
a):

D(t) =

{

I+ ξσ̂z , nT < t < (n+ 1
2 )T

I− ξσ̂z , (n+ 1
2 )T < t < (n+ 1)T

, (12)

where n is an integer, I represents a 2×2 identity matrix
and σ̂z denotes the z-component Pauli matrix. Further-
more, ξ ∈ [0, 1] characterizes the amplitude of the peri-
odic oscillation, which is determined by the initial con-
ditions in the original LV equationobtained by requiring
that the step function share the same first order Fourier
coefficient with the periodic solution x̄(t), ȳ(t):

∫ T

0

dt e−iωt · 2ξsgn(sinωt) =
∫ T

0

dt e−iωt[x̄(t)− ȳ(t)],

(13)



4

FIG. 3: (Color online) (a) Sketch of the step-function approx-
imation where the periodic solution [x̄(t), ȳ(t)]T are replaced
by the step functions [x̃(t), ỹ(t)]T . (b) the phase diagram ob-
tained with the simplified model (separated by the dash line)
and the numerical result of phase diagram (heatmap in the
background). The heatmap displays σ(t) after a long time
(t = 600), which remains as small as ∆ (blue) for the stable
phase and saturates to a large value of roughly 1 for the di-
vergent phase (red).

and if the nonlinearity is small so that harmonic approx-
imation can by applied to x̄(t), ȳ(t), ξ is simply promo-
tional to the homogeneous oscillation amplitude:

ξ =
π

8

√

[(x̄(t)− x⋆)2 + (ȳ(t)− y⋆)2]. (14)

B. Quasi-energy band and the phase diagram of

dynamical stability

In the following, we demonstrate that despite the sim-
plicity of such a step-function approximation, it can cap-
ture the essence of the non-Hermitian Floquet physics as
well as the critical behavior, and explain the two different
dynamics observed in the nonlinear Eq.(1). By introduc-
ing H±

k = H0
k(I± ξσz), the evolution operator becomes

Fk = e−iT
2
H+

k e−iT
2
H−

k =





cosφk+ξ
1+ξ − ieiϕk sinφk√

1−ξ2

− ie−iϕk sinφk√
1−ξ2

cosφk−ξ
1−ξ



 ,

(15)

where φk = ∆kT
2

√

1− ξ2 and ∆k is the energy gap

of H0
k (∆k = 2

√

(2 + 2 cos k) + 2(1− cos k)r2). ϕk =

arg[−i(v + we−ik)]. By diagonalizing the matrix pre-

sented in Eq.(15), one can obtain the eigenvalues of Fk:

λk =
cosφk − ξ2 ± 2i| sin φk

2 |
√

cos2 φk

2 − ξ2

1− ξ2
. (16)

Notably, the properties of λk considerably depend on
the sign of cos2 φk

2 − ξ2, resulting in qualitatively differ-

ent physical consequences. If cos2 φk

2 > ξ2 for all the
k-modes, it is easy to check that |λk| = 1, therefore
we can introduce a real number θk ∈ [0, 2π] such that
λk = e±iθk . Let εk be the quasi-energy of the Floquet
Hamiltonian HF

k , since HF
k = i

T lnFk, one can obtain

εk = i
T lnλk = ∓ θk

T . Therefore, in this case all the

eigenvalues of the Floquet Hamiltonian HF
k are real and

the dynamics of evolution remains stable. Consequently,
there is no divergence for the deviation, and the dynam-
ics is bounded within a finite regime around the homoge-
neous trajectory [x̄(t), ȳ(t)], agreeing with our numerical

observation for large r. On contrast, when cos2 φk

2 < ξ2,
λk defined in Eq.(16) becomes real and |λk| 6= 1. As a
consequence, the eigenvalue of the Floquet Hamiltonian
εk is no longer real, but with a pair of opposite imaginary
parts, among which the one with positive imaginary part
is responsible for the exponential divergence of the devi-
ation observed in the case with small r. Obviously, such
an exponential divergence predicted by the linear anal-
ysis cannot persist forever, because the nonlinear effect
will finally take over and governs the long-time dynamics.

FIG. 4: (Color online) Floquet quasi-energy band structure
of a typical unstable case, where ξ = 0.1, r = 0. The inset
magnifies the region where the real parts of quasi-energy be-
come degenerate and the imaginary parts split into conjugate
pairs.

To illustratively address this mechanism, we numer-
ically calculate one quasi-energy band in the unstable
phase, see Fig.4. The imaginary parts of εk are non-zero
near ∆k(k

∗) = ω which is just k∗ ≈ 2π/3. Any initial
noise near k∗ gets amplified and exponentially grows. In
contrast at relatively large r, if there is no such split-
ting of imaginary parts in the band, the dynamics stays
quasi-unitary and stable.
It would also be interesting to analytically investi-

gate the Lyapunov exponent of the divergence, named
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η, which corresponds to the maximum of imaginary part
of the quasi-energy. Near k∗ = argmax[Im εk(k)], we in-
troduce the detuning parameter ν = ω

∆k∗

− 1 and neglect

O(ξ2) and smaller terms so that one can approximately
obtain

εk =

{

1±
√

ν2 − ν2c , |ν| > νc
1± i

√

ν2c − ν, |ν| 6 νc
, (17)

where νc = 2ξ/π is proportional to ξ. To this first order
approximation, η = νc = 2ξ/π and does not depend on
r (there is a tiny dependence on r considering high or-
der terms, and this approximation fails when |r − rc| is
comparable with ξ or the system is totally stable). This
approximation agrees well with the inset of accurate cal-
culation shown in Fig.4.
Besides quantitatively explaining the Lyapunov com-

ponent of divergence, we can further determine the crit-
ical condition for the system to be stable: The energy
gap of Hk

0 satisfies ∆k ∈ [4r, 4] (0 < r < 1), which takes
its minimum value ∆min = 4r at k = π. Therefore, for ξ
fixed by small oscillation amplitude, the π-mode (k = π)
will first become unstable as r decreases below the crit-
ical value rc that satisfies cos[πrc

√

1− ξ2] = −ξ, which
indicates that rc → 1

2 in the limit of ξ → 0.
The phase diagram under this step-function approx-

imation is also determined and plotted using smooth
line in Fig.3 (b), where the phase boundary rc(ξ) is

determined by the condition cos[πrc
√

1− ξ2] = −ξ, at
which the π-mode start to be unstable. The overlapped
heatmap is the phase diagram from numerical simula-
tion of the nonlinear GLVE Eq.(1) and agrees with the
approximation. Both results show that rc → 1

2 when
ξ → 0, indicating that the approximation becomes exact
in the limit of ξ → 0 (but is still illustrative for any small
ξ). For relatively large ξ, the nonlinearity cannot be ne-
glected and leads to a shift of the boundary between two
phase.

FIG. 5: (Color online) The dynamics of |δδδk| for different k-
modes that are right at or close to k = π. q0 = π

64

V. CRITICAL DYNAMICS: AN EMERGENT

EXCEPTIONAL POINT

In this section, we will explain the t
1
2 divergence of

the average deviation σ(t) observed right at the critical
point, which can be understood as a collective behavior
of the k-modes close to k = π.

σ2(t) =
1

L

∑

i

δδδi(t)δδδi(t) =
1

L

∑

k

δδδk(t)δδδ−k(t) (18)

where the momentum summation is over the k-mode
in the first Brillonin Zone k ∈ [0, 2π] and δδδk(t) =
[δxk (t), δ

y
k(t)]

T .

A. Dynamics of modes right at the exceptional

point

Right at the critical point, we first focus on the π-
mode, whose dynamics at integer multiples of the period
T (t = nT ) is governed by the Floquet operator

Fπ = 2ξ

[

1 −1
1 −1

]

+

[

−1 0
0 −1

]

. (19)

Such a 2×2 matrix has parallel eigenvectors with a degen-
erate eigenvalue λπ = −1, indicating it is an exceptional
point for the non-Hermitian matrix Fπ. Next, we will
study the long-time dynamics governed by Fπ.
The dynamics of δδδπ(t) with t = nT can be directly

expressed as

δδδπ(nT ) = Fn
π δδδπ(0). (20)

Assuming that initially δδδπ(0) = [a, b]T , from Eq.(20), one
can derive that

δδδπ(t) = (−1)n
{

a

[

1−Kt
−Kt

]

+ b

[

Kt
1 +Kt

]}

, (21)

where t = nT , K = 2ξ
T . In the long time limit t ≫ 1/K,

Eq.(21) is reduced to:

δδδπ(t) = (b − a)Kt

[

1
1

]

, (22)

which indicates a linear divergence of |δδδπ(t)| at the criti-
cal point. This agrees very well with the numerical results
as shown in Fig.5, where the envelope of |δδδπ(t)| growth
linearly in time.

B. Collective behaviour of modes and algebraic

divergence

For a single mode, the dynamics is either staying stable
or diverging linearly, which indicates that the 1/2 power
law sublinear divergence is a collective behaviour under
the thermodynamic limit. According to Eq.(18), all the
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k-modes contribute to σ(t), while at the critical point,
only the π-mode and those k-mode close to it dominate
the long-time dynamics of σ(t). Now we focus on those
k-modes close to π-mode with k = π + q and q ≪ 1. As
shown in Fig.5, for a k-mode that slight deviates from
k = π, the envelope of |δδδπ+q(t)| behavior resembles a
sine function: initially, it grows linearly in time, while
after a characteristic time scale t∗q , it will significantly
deviate from the linear function. Such a characteristic
time scale is roughly a quarter of the period of the sine
function, which in turn, is proportional to 1/|q|, as shown
in Fig.5.
We can phenomenologically describe the dynamics of

δδδπ+q with

|δδδπ+q(t)| = Aq

∣

∣

∣

∣

q0
q
sin

(

q

q0
Kt

)∣

∣

∣

∣

, (23)

where Aq is the an random amplitude but of the same
order for all q. q0 is a characteristic constant for all q.
In this approximation, t∗q ∼ Kq0/|q| ∼ |q|−1. Also, the
linear growth of π-mode is recovered in the limit that
q → 0.
Qualitatively, the closer a k-mode is to k = π, the

longer it can contribute a linear component to σ(t). At
a fixed time t, only N (t) ∼ 1/t of those k-modes satisfy
t∗q > t and are still linearly growing, which explains why
the collective dynamics of σ(t) is sublinear. Quantita-
tively, by substitute the phenomenological expression for
δδδπ+q(t) Eq.(23), we can explicitly calculate σ(t):

σ2(t) =

∫ +π

−π

dq ρ(q)|δδδπ+q(t)|2

≈ 〈A2
q〉
N

2π
Ktq0

∫ +∞

−∞
dx

sin2 x

x2
=
NKq0

2
〈A2

q〉 · t
, (24)

where the amplitude Aq is assumed to be uniform over
all q and replaced by its average 〈Aq〉 over q. Therefore,
one can obtain σ(t) ∼ t1/2, which agree with the critical
power law divergence of the nonlinear GLVE.

VI. CONCLUSION AND OUTLOOK

In summary, this study show that non-Hermitian
physics, which used to be considered as a consequence
of dissipative quantum systems, can emerge in classical
non-linear systems out of equilibrium. This work also
provide a new member to the quasi-Hermitian family
with real eigenvalues. It is shown that the interplay be-
tween temporal periodicity and non-Hermicity can lead
to intriguing dynamic behaviors[29–36].
We also point out that the expansion technique Eq.(3)

can be applied to other predator-prey type GLVE and
results a Hamiltonian like Eq.(9) that is usually time-
dependent and non-Hermitian, see Appendix A. Our
method also provides an opportunity to understand the
phenomena such as the pattern formation[37] and phase

coexistence[38] in GLVE from a perspective of non-
Hermitian physics. .

Appendix A: derivation of time-dependent

non-Hermitian Hamiltonians from generic GLVE

Mathematically, GLVE can be written in the generic
form where all variables and parameters are real-valued:

ẋi = xi



γi +
∑

j 6=i

κijxj



 , (25)

where xi denotes the mass on site i and is usually consid-
ered positive. γi is the corresponding growth/decay rate.
The coupling coefficients κij characterize the nonlinear
interaction among sites.
Now we focus on the evolution of perturbation δi(t) on

a given solution Xi(t) (not necessarily periodic or sta-
tionary). Substitute xi(t) = [1 + δi(t)]Xi(t), we get

(1+ δi)Ẋi +Xiδ̇i = (1+ δi)Xi



γi +
∑

i6=j

κijXj(1 + δj)



 ,

(26)
and by neglecting o(δ2) terms like δiδj , we obtain a EOM
for δi that does not explicitly contain γi:

δ̇i = κijXjδj . (27)

Now let’s use the following more heuristic symbols

Dij(t) = Xi(t)δi,j , {H0}ij = iκij , (28)

where D = diag[X1(t) · · ·Xn(t)] is a diagonal matrix.
Now we multiply EOM Eq.(27) by a factor of i. Then it
turns out to be

i
dδi
dt

= {H0}ijDjkδk, (29)

or

i
d

dt
δδδ = H0D(t)δδδ. (30)

which is essentially a single-particle Schrodinger equation
with a time-dependent non-Hermitian ”Hamiltonian”

H(t) = H0D(t) (31)

For predator-prey models, κij are sign-constrained
that κijκji < 0 and is called antagonistic[39], where
the antisymmetric (κij = −κji) case is often of interest

[25, 28, 38]. If the latter is true, then H†
0 = H0 and H0

will be Hermitian. Moreover, the generic GLVE Eq.(25)
can be written as

ẏi = γi +
∑

j 6=i

κij exp yj , (32)
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where yi = log xi, where we can infer that ∀Xi(t) will
stay positive as long as ∀Xi(t = 0) > 0. Therefore,
D(t) is positive semidefinite and Cholesky factorization

L†L = D is well-defined with L =
√
D. It is easy to

check that H = H0D is similar to another Hermitian
Hamiltonian H = L†H0L:

H = (L†)−1HL†. (33)

This guarantees that H share the same eigenvalues
{ωi} with H, which are real; their eigenvectors ({ψi}
for H and {φi} for H) are usually different, but can be
related by the transformation:

φi = L†ψi =
√
Dψi. (34)

Since det
√
D =

√

∏N
i=1Xi(t) > 0, the inverse trans-

formation

ψi = (L†)−1φi = D− 1
2φi (35)

is well-defined and keeps the span {ψi} non-degenerate.
If one perform such expansion around a saturate solu-

tion Xi(t) = X⋆
i , then H is time-independent. Despite

the non-Hermicity ofH , this will not lead to more intrigu-
ing dynamics than H ′. One would expect quasi-unitary

dynamics and will not encounter exceptional points be-
cause the non-degeneracy of {ψi} means that none of the
eigenvectors is parallel to another.

On contrast, non-trivial dynamics lies behind the time-
dependence of H(t). If [H(t1), H(t2)] 6= 0, then the effec-
tive Hamiltonian on a given time interval can possibly be
PT-broken with complex eigenvalues or hosts exceptional
points with parallel eigenvectors, exhibiting non-trivial
dynamics. Additionally, Floquet analysis can be applied
if the solution Xi(t) is periodic.
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[35] B. Höckendorf, A. Alvermann, and H. Fehske, Non-
hermitian boundary state engineering in anomalous flo-
quet topological insulators, Phys. Rev. Lett. 123, 190403
(2019).

[36] X. Zhang and J. Gong, Non-hermitian floquet topological
phases: Exceptional points, coalescent edge modes, and
the skin effect, Phys. Rev. B 101, 045415 (2020).

[37] J. Menezes, Antipredator behavior in the rock-paper-
scissors model, Phys. Rev. E 103, 052216 (2021).
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