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We study the phenomena of topologi-
cal amplification in arrays of parametric
oscillators. We find two phases of topo-
logical amplification, both with directional
transport and exponential gain with the
number of sites, and one of them featur-
ing squeezing. We also find a topologi-
cally trivial phase with zero-energy modes
which produces amplification but lacks the
robust topological protection of the others.
We characterize the resilience to disorder
of the different phases and their stability,
gain, and noise-to-signal ratio. Finally, we
discuss their experimental implementation
with state-of-the-art techniques.

1 Introduction
Systems with topological properties have become
a cornerstone in the development of current tech-
nologies. Since the discovery of the quantum Hall
effect [1, 2], which has allowed to measure physi-
cal constants with high accuracy [3], the synthesis
of graphene [4], celebrated with the Nobel prize in
physics, and the successive discovery of spin topo-
logical insulators [5], we are now at a time where
topologically protected systems are present in a
vast number of fields.

A promising area where topology can play a
pivotal role is photonics. There, it can be used to
produce exotic couplings between quantum emit-
ters [6–13], to transport and manipulate light [14–
21] or to improve sensing capabilities in metrol-
ogy [22–25]. Importantly, topological phases in
photonic systems typically include gain and loss,
and this makes them fundamentally different to
the ones typically considered in materials sci-
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Figure 1: Schematic of a topological TWPA showing
the coherent hopping in red, the parametric terms in
black and the dissipative ones in purple and green. The
coherent contributions include a hopping with phase φ
and squeezing terms, gs,c, arising from parametric driv-
ing of the cavities. The dissipative terms describe local
dissipation γ and collective pump P .

ence [26]. In fact, the dissipative nature of the
systems can enrich the physics of the topological
phases [27–32], and this can be detected in the
steady state [33, 34] or in the transient proper-
ties [35–37]. An interesting case of a dissipative
topological phase, present in photonic systems, is
that of topological amplification [33, 34, 38–40].
There, the topological nature of the open quan-
tum system induces perfectly directional amplifi-
cation of signals with an exponential gain, near
quantum limited noise and robustness to disor-
der [41].

In this work, we explore the amplification prop-
erties of an array of coupled parametric oscilla-
tors (see Fig. 1 for a schematic description of the
system). This traveling-wave parametric ampli-
fier (TWPA) [42–44] features topologically pro-
tected amplification against all types of disorder.
We analyze the experimental requirements to en-
ter the topological phase, the amplification prop-
erties and its robustness to disorder.

Our proposed setup has some important differ-
ences with previously considered models [39, 45].
Here we study a one-dimensional chain with both
local and collective parametric driving terms, and
include the presence of homogeneous dissipation,
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which acts all over the array. This makes the bulk
of the topological phase stable, in contrast to 2D
proposals which consider local sinks to stabilize
the propagating edge states [45], and also leads
to strong robustness against all types of disor-
der. We find that these are the minimal ingredi-
ents necessary for the existence of our dissipative
Bogoliubov-de Gennes (BdG) topological phase
of amplification.

We present the following results:

• The chain of coupled parametric oscillators
has two topological phases with directional
amplification, characterized by a winding
number, W1. In these phases, directional
amplification is robust against disorder and
imperfections.

• The first phase has W1 = 1 and it is domi-
nated by the parametric terms, which is why
we name it dissipative BdG phase. It dis-
plays amplification in one quadrature of the
field and squeezing in the other. The second
topological phase has W1 = 2 and requires
collective dissipation. In this case both field
quadratures are simultaneously amplified.

• Remarkably, we find that directional am-
plification can also take place in topologi-
cally trivial regimes, i.e., W1 = 0. How-
ever, in those cases directional amplification
is not robust and becomes suppressed by
small amounts of disorder in the system.

• We characterize the gain, the noise-to-signal
ratio and resilience to disorder of the topo-
logical phases. We find that they lead to
amplifiers with high gain and broad band-
width, which can also feature quantum-
limited noise.

• We study the stability of the system, show-
ing that it is size-dependent, and find range
of parameters where robust, topological am-
plifiers can operate while remaining stable.

• Finally, we have show that our model can
be implemented with different experimen-
tal techniques like Floquet engineering with
trapped ions or coupled resonators, or by ex-
ploiting non-linear terms in superconducting
circuits [46].

The manuscript is organized as follows: In Sec-
tion 2 we introduce the model and its description

in the input-output formalism. In Section 3 we
characterize the topological properties of the ar-
ray of parametric oscillators, its robustness to dis-
order and the stability of the topological phases.
In Section 4, we characterize the gain, noise-
to-signal ratio, and squeezing of the topological
phases. In addition, we describe how combin-
ing a Green’s function approach with decimation
techniques allows us to find analytical expressions
in the semi-infinite case, which perfectly capture
the numerical results for finite systems [36]. In
Section 5 we discuss some possible experimental
implementations with state-of-the-art techniques.
Finally, in Section 6, we summarize our results
and discuss future directions.

2 Traveling wave-parametric amplifier:
Model and Input-Output Theory
2.1 Master equation
The array of coupled parametric oscillators can
be described by the master equation:

∂tρ = −i[H, ρ] + Ld(ρ) + Lp(ρ), (1)

with the first term describing the Hamiltonian dy-
namics, whereas the second and third terms de-
scribe incoherent losses and pump, respectively.

The Hermitian dynamics is described by the
Hamiltonian:

H = ∆
N−1∑
j=0

a†jaj + gs

N−1∑
j=0

(
a2
j + a†2j

)
(2)

+
N−2∑
j=0

(
Jeiφa†j+1aj + gcajaj+1 + h.c.

)
.

There, the first line contains the local modes en-
ergy ∆ and the single mode parametric terms
gs, while the second line contains the complex
hopping between sites Je±iφ and the two-mode
parametric terms gc. This Hamiltonian can be
implemented quite naturally in superconducting
circuits [47], without the need of Floquet or reser-
voir engineering, by just doing four-wave mixing
in arrays of Josephson junctions and linear oscil-
lators [46]. There, the combination of Kerr effect
and parametric driving can effectively provide the
parametric terms present in Eq. (3).

The dissipative losses in the master equation
can be summarized by the following term:

Ld(ρ) =
∑
j,l

γj,lD[aj , a†l ](ρ), (3)
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where D[A,B](ρ) = AρB − (BAρ+ ρBA)/2 and
γj,l describes collective decay processes between
sites j and l. In this work we will consider lo-
cal terms only, γj,l = γδj,l, which can naturally
describe cavity losses in photonic setups or the
coupling to a superconducting transmission line
in arrays of Josephson junctions.

Similarly, the incoherent pump can be de-
scribed by the term:

Lp(ρ) =
∑
j,l

Pj,lD[a†j , al](ρ), (4)

In our particular case, we are interested in the
contribution produced by coupling the system to
auxiliary reservoirs shared by nearest neighbors.
Tracing-out the reservoirs by adiabatic elimina-
tion, it produces the following contribution:

Pj,l = 2P (2δj,l + δj,l+1 + δj,l−1) , (5)

which includes a local term and a dissipative
hopping, as indicated in Fig. 1 by green arrows.
The local term naturally appears in the adiabatic
elimination due to the possibility to hop back
and forth between a site and the auxiliary reser-
voir [36, 48].

As we will show below, the incoherent pump
term is not required to engineer the dissipative
BdG topological phase, but it is crucial to pro-
duce a topological phase with larger winding
number. This means that a phase of topological
amplification can be engineered with just local
dissipative losses and parametric driving terms.

2.2 Input-output theory
Although the master equation by itself would al-
low us to calculate many quantities of interest,
it is very convenient to express the problem in
the input-output formalism [34, 49]. The quan-
tum Langevin equation for the photonic modes
can be written in the following form:

∂t~a(t) = −iHnh~a(t) + ~ξin(t), (6)

where we have defined the Nambu spinors
~a(t) = [a0(t), a1(t), . . . , a†0(t), a†1(t), . . .]T
and the corresponding noise terms ~ξin(t) =
[ξin

0 (t), ξin
1 (t), . . . , ξin

0
†(t), ξin

1
†(t), . . .]T (details

regarding the noise terms are given in the
Appendix A). The 2N × 2N non-Hermitian
dynamical matrix has the following structure:

Hnh =
(
J + iΓ K
−K∗ −J∗ + iΓ∗

)
, (7)

and each block is an N×N matrix with elements:

Γj,l =
(4P − γ

2

)
δj,l + P (δj,l+1 + δj,l−1) , (8)

Jj,l = J
(
e−iφδj,l+1 + eiφδj,l−1

)
, (9)

Kj,l = gsδj,l + gc (δj,l+1 + δj,l−1) . (10)

In the steady state, we can apply a
Fourier transform to the operators,
aj(ω) = (2π)−1/2 ∫ dteiωtaj(t), and write
the solution to the system of equations as:

~a(ω) = iG(ω)~ξin(ω), (11)

where we have defined the dissipative Green’s
function [36]:

G(ω) = (ω −Hnh)−1, (12)

and the Fourier transform of the Nambu spinors,
~a(ω) = [a0(ω), a1(ω), . . . , a†0(−ω), a†1(−ω), . . .]T
and ~ξin(ω) = [ξin

0 (ω), ξin
1 (ω), . . . , ξin

0
†(−ω), . . .]T .

Finally, from Eq. (11) we can write the explicit
solution for the Fourier transform of the opera-
tors:

aj(ω) = i
N−1∑
l=0

[
Gj,l(ω)ξin

l (ω) +Gj,N+l(ω)ξin
l
†(−ω)

]
(13)

Then, from Eq. (13), the solution for G(ω) and
the input-output relation:

aout
j (ω) = ain

j (ω) +√γaj(ω), (14)

we can calculate arbitrary correlation functions
of the output field at some particular site, j.

For the characterization of the amplification
properties we are interested in the propagation of
an input signal inserted at the edge and detected
at a particular site, j. For example, if the input
signal is given by a coherent state with amplitude
α and frequency ωd, we can write the output field
as the average value and its fluctuations:

aout
j (ω) = 〈aout

j (ω)〉+ δaout
j (ω), (15)

where the average value can be calculated using
Eq. (14), to give:

〈aout
j (ω)〉 =αδ (ω − ωd) [δj,0 − iγGj,0 (ω)]

− iα∗δ (ω + ωd) γGj,N (ω) . (16)

Notice how the presence of parametric driving
produces an output signal at two different fre-
quencies, ±ωd, typically referred to as signal and

Accepted in Quantum 2023-05-08, click title to verify. Published under CC-BY 4.0. 3



idler, respectively. From this, we can define the
gain of the amplifier at site j 6= 0 as:

Gj(ω) = γ2|Gj,0(ω)|2. (17)

Analogously, as we are also interested in the noise
properties of the amplifier, we define the normal-
ized noise-to-signal ratio:

nadd
j (ω) =

namp
j (ω)
Gj(ω) , (18)

with namp
j (ω) being the noise added by the am-

plifier:

namp
j (ω) =γ2

N−1∑
l=0
|Gj,N+l (ω) |2

+ γ
N−1∑
l,l′=0

Pl′,lG
∗
j,l (ω)Gj,l′ (ω) . (19)

Finally, we are also interested in the possibility of
generating squeezed states. For their characteri-
zation we define the following Fourier transform
of the quadrature operators for the output fields:

Xout
j (ω, θ) =aout

j (ω) eiθ + aout†
j (−ω) e−iθ, (20)

P out
j (ω, θ) =iaout

j (ω) eiθ − iaout†
j (−ω) e−iθ,

(21)

where θ is an angle that determines along which
direction the quadratures are measured. From
the input-output relations and the solution to the
photonic modes in terms of Green’s functions, we
can express the variance of a quadrature,

∆Oj(ω) =
√
〈Oout

j (ω)Oout
j (−ω)〉, (22)

in terms of the input modes, being Oout
j = Xout

j

or P out
j . Since the Heisenberg uncertainty corre-

sponds to ∆X∆P ≥ 1, a variance below 1 implies
that the corresponding quadrature is squeezed.

3 Topological phases and amplifica-
tion
3.1 General theory of topological amplification
Recent theoretical work has revealed a connection
between the theory of Hermitian topological in-
sulators and directional amplification in gain/loss
systems [34, 40, 48]. In this section we review this
theoretical framework and explain how it can be

extended to predict robust topological phases of
amplification in bosonic BdG arrays with dissi-
pation. We will show that in this model, the
presence of zero-energy modes leads to directional
amplification which is not always topologically
protected, and that one of the topological phases
displays common features with the Kitaev chain
in the absence of time-reversal symmetry and its
Z2 invariant [50, 51].

We are interested in the topological characteri-
zation of the Green’s function defined in Eq. (12).
For that, we first define the Hermitian matrix:

H (ω) =
(

0 ω −Hnh

ω −H†nh 0

)
, (23)

which we will refer to as doubled matrix. The
rationale for defining H (ω) is two-fold. First, the
Green’s function, G(ω), can be directly written
in terms of its eigenstates. Second, as we show
below, the existence of zero-energy eigenstates of
H (ω) imply directional amplification along the
system.

To proceed, if τz acts on the degree of freedom
produced by doubling the Hilbert space in H(ω),
notice that the doubled matrix has an intrinsic
chiral symmetry:

τzH (ω) τz = −H (ω) , (24)

which is an inherent mathematical property of
H (ω), independent of the physical symmetries of
the underlying lattice. Kramer’s theorem implies
that eigenstates come in pairs:

H(ω)
(

~un
±~vn

)
= ±En

(
~un
±~vn

)
, (25)

where ~un, ~vn, n = 0, . . . , N − 1, are N nor-
malized vectors, and the eigenvalues, En, are
positive numbers. Actually, ~un, ~vn and En are
also the singular vectors and singular values of
Hnh, respectively, and one can write ω − Hnh =∑
n ~unEn~v

†
n. For that reason, the Green’s func-

tion can be written as:

G(ω) =
∑
n

~vn
1
En

~u†n, (26)

This implies that, if H(ω) is in a topologically
non-trivial phase, we expect the appearance of
zero-energy modes and an amplification effect in
Eq. (26).
To see this, consider the simplest case of a sin-
gle zero-energy mode. Due to the mapping to an
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Figure 2: Comparison between different amplification phases with n zero-energy modes and topological invariant,
W1(ω). The spectrum of the doubled matrix with OBC is calculated for a uniform distribution of on-site disorder,
∆ → ∆ + w, averaged over 100 realizations and with w/J ∈ [−0.2, 0.2]. For PBC, loops enclosing the origin lead
to W± = ±1. As indicated in (b), γ shifts both loops in the vertical axis, while ω shifts them along the horizontal
one. In contrast, gs,c splits the loops along the vertical axis in opposite directions. The different columns correspond
to: (a) the Hatano-Nelson model with gs,c = 0; (b) the trivial phase of the TWPA with κ = P = 0 and two pairs
of degenerate zero-energy modes split by disorder; (c) the BdG phase with γ/J = 1, which removes the splitting of
the zero-energy for ω ∈ ωtop, making them topological and resilient to disorder; (d) the same phase with γ/J = 4,
where now a single pair of degenerate and topological zero-energy modes is always present; and (e) the double
Hatano-Nelson phase with P = 0.75 and γ/J = 4, where as both winding vectors rotate in the same direction, the
two pairs of edge states become topological. In absence of disorder the spectra in (b), (c) and (d) would display full
degeneracy between all zero-energy modes.

Hermitian Hamiltonian in Eq. (23), the topologi-
cal phase will display a pair of zero-energy modes
localized at the boundary. In a finite system,
their splitting will be exponentially suppressed
with the length of the chain E0 ∝ e−Nζ , being
ζ the inverse correlation length, and this mode
will be separated from the rest of eigenstates of
H(ω) by a finite gap. As such, the sum in Eq. (26)
will be dominated by this term and we can ap-
proximate the sum over n by:

G(ω) ∝ eNζ~v0~u
†
0, (27)

leading to a few important conclusions: (i) the
response of the system is amplified as a function
of the inverse correlation length, (ii) the spatial
distribution of the Green’s function reflects the
spatial distribution of the zero-energy mode of
the doubled matrix, which is typically localized a
the edges of the chain, and (iii) the amplification
of the Green’s function is topologically protected
against disorder that preserves the symmetries of
the topological phase.

Let us now particularize the analysis to our
current dissipative BdG system with Periodic
Boundary Conditions (PBC):

Hnh(k) = f0(k)1 + ~f(k) · ~σ, (28)

where we have written the dynamical matrix,
Eq. (7), in terms of the Pauli matrices ~σ =
(σx, σy, σz) acting in the Nambu subspace, and
the coefficients fj(k):

f0 (k) =− 2J sin (k) sin (φ) (29)

− iγ2 + 4iP cos2
(
k

2

)
,

fx (k) =0, fy (k) = i [gs + 2gc cos(k)] , (30)
fz (k) =∆ + 2J cos(k) cos(φ). (31)

Notice that in addition to the dissipative terms,
which are proportional to γ and P , the paramet-
ric terms, proportional to gs,c, also break Her-
miticity. This is a common feature in bosonic
BdG Hamiltonians, consequence of the Bogoli-
ubov transformation used to diagonalize the sys-
tem, which has to conserve bosonic statistics [52,
53].

As the doubled matrix is Hermitian by con-
struction, we can now study its topology in terms
of the standard classification of topological in-
sulators [54, 55]. Interestingly, the presence of
the intrinsic chiral symmetry, τz, means that our
topological classification only requires to consider
chiral symmetric classes, in which Particle-Hole
Symmetry (PHS) and Time-Reversal Symmetry
(TRS) are both simultaneously present or absent.
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The symmetry analysis reveals that the system is
in the AIII class, which lacks TRS and PHS, and
is characterized by a Z invariant in 1D (details in
the Appendix B). Only for φ = 0 mod (π) the
class changes to CI, which is trivial in 1D.

From all these considerations, we conclude that
the system can display topological properties, if
and only if, TRS is broken via the phase φ, and
that the relevant topological invariant is given
by [55]:

W1(ω) =
∫ π

−π

dk

4πitr
[
τzH(k, ω)−1∂kH(k, ω)

]
,

(32)
with H(k, ω) being the Fourier transform of the
doubled matrix. Then, by virtue of Eq. (26),
W1(ω) 6= 0 will imply the existence of direc-
tional amplification with topological protection,
i.e., with resilience to disorder that conserves the
symmetries of the topological class. Importantly,
as the AIII class only has the chiral symmetry,
which is present by construction in H(ω), we can
predict strong resilience to all types of disorder.

Our theory of topological amplification can be
illustrated with a simple example based on the
Hatano-Nelson model (full details can be found
in our previous work [34]). This is actually a lim-
iting case of our model, if we remove the para-
metric terms (i.e., if we set gc,s = 0), which leads
to K = 0 in Eq. (7). In that situation, the use
of Nambu spinors is not needed and Hnh is a
N × N non-Hermitian matrix, whose represen-
tation in momentum space is a scalar function of
k, Hnh(k).
In the Hatano-Nelson model, the evaluation of
the winding number from Eq. (32), results in
W1 = 1 when the loop formed by the vector
~h(ω, k) = (< [ω − E(k)] ,= [ω − E(k)]), encloses
the origin, being E(k) = Hnh(k) the eigenvalue in
this scalar case. This is represented in Fig. 2 (a),
where the top row shows the trajectory of ~h(ω, k)
for a particular case in the topological phase, and
the bottom row shows the spectrum of H(ω) for
a finite system, in the presence of disorder, con-
firming its robustness due to the absence of split-
ting between the degenerate pair of zero-energy
modes.

Coming back to our model, we find that in con-
trast with the Hatano-Nelson model, Hnh(k) from
Eq. (28) is now a 2× 2 matrix. However, the ge-
ometrical interpretation of W1(ω) in terms of a
loop in the complex plane can be maintained, al-

though the extra dimension from the BdG struc-
ture now requires to consider two loops instead.
To show this, we re-write H(k, ω) in Eq. (32) in
terms of Hnh(k). Then after some manipulation,
it can be written as (details in the Appendix B):

W1(ω) = W+(ω) +W−(ω), (33)

where W±(ω) are the winding numbers for the
two eigenvalues of Hnh(k):

W±(ω) = 1
2πi

∫ π

−π
∂k log [ω − E±(k)] dk, (34)

which take values:

E±(k) =f0(k)±
√

[fz(k)]2 + [fy(k)]2. (35)

As for models containing up to nearest neigh-
bors contributions, W±(ω) = 0, 1, we can con-
clude that the winding number will take values
W1(ω) = 0, 1, 2, leading to the same number
of topologically protected zero-energy states (see
Fig. 2 for a summary of the different cases). Re-
markably, we will show below that, in addition
to the topologically protected zero-energy states,
the system can also host zero-energy states which
produce exponential amplification, but are not
topologically protected, as shown in Fig. 2 (b).

3.2 Dissipative BdG topological phase (P = 0)
We first assume the presence of local dissipation
only by setting P = 0. The implementation in
this case is simpler, as it does not require external
incoherent pump and all the dissipative processes
are local. To study the topology we calculate
the value of the winding number from Eq. (32),
as a function of frequency and losses. This is
a natural choice because γ can be easily con-
trolled in Josephson arrays by just changing the
coupling to an auxiliary transmission line, and
plotting vs ω provides useful information about
the frequency bandwidth of the amplifier. The
topological phase diagram is shown in Fig. 3, for
gs/J = gc/J = 1 and φ = π/2.

In general, gs,c needs to be non-vanishing to
obtain a topological phase, but their ratio only
affects the shape of the topological region. Sim-
ilarly, as previously discussed in the symmetry
analysis, φ needs to be different from 0 or π,
which is why we fixed its value φ = π/2. Fig. 3
shows that a non-trivial topological phase re-
quires dissipation, and that for 2 < γ < 6, a
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Figure 3: Topological phase diagram as a function of
γ/J and ω/J for gs,c/J = 1, φ = π/2 and ∆/J = 0.
The inset shows the eigenvalues of H(ω) for the cut
γ/J = 1, indicated by a dashed line. Clearly, one can
differentiate three regions: Region II is topological with
a degenerate pair of zero-energy modes, while regions I
and III are topologically trivial but differ in their number
of zero-energy modes. The spectrum is plotted for a
finite system with N = 50.

wide range of frequencies display topological am-
plification.

We plot in the inset of Fig. 3 the spectrum of
H(ω) for an array withN = 50 sites and γ/J = 1,
indicated by a dashed line in the figure. Inter-
estingly, one can see three different regions as a
function of ω, labeled as I, II and III. Region I
corresponds to the standard trivial region, lack-
ing of zero-energy modes. Region II corresponds
to a topological phase with W1(ω) = 1 and a
pair of degenerate zero-energy modes (indicated
in red). Finally, region III is not topological be-
cause W1(ω) = 0, but it has two pairs of de-
generate zero-energy modes (indicated in red and
blue).
The unexpected presence of region III is inter-
esting, as it indicates that exponential amplifica-
tion can also be present for W1(ω) = 0. This is
something that has been overlooked in previous
works, and shows that the existence of exponen-
tial amplification does not imply the existence of
non-trivial topological phases with W1 6= 0.

To illustrate the practical importance of this
feature, in Fig. 4 we characterize the robustness
to disorder of the zero-energy modes. This plot
shows the same spectrum as the inset of Fig. 3,
however, on-site disorder w/J ∈ [−0.2, 0.2] has
now been added, leading to a splitting in re-
gion III where the zero-energy modes were dou-

Figure 4: Eigenvalues of H(ω) for gc,s/J = 1, φ =
π/2, γ/J = 1, ∆ = w and N = 50, for a uniform
disorder distribution with w/J ∈ [−0.2, 0.2], averaged
over 100 realizations. In red/blue are highlighted the
zero-energy modes which split in the region where they
were degenerate. However, in the region with a single
pair (red), the zero-energy modes remain pinned to zero.

bly degenerate. In contrast, the topological re-
gion with a single pair of zero-energy modes re-
mains unaffected, confirming its topological ro-
bustness to perturbations. This effect is reminis-
cent to what is observed in other BdG Hamilto-
nians, such as in the case of Majorana fermions
in the Kitaev chain [50]. There, in the presence
of TRS breaking terms, the system is in the D
class and its topology is characterized by a Z2
invariant. Then, when two Majorana fermions
occupy the same site, they are no longer topo-
logically protected and the splitting produced by
disorder is linearly suppressed, rather than ex-
ponentially [51]. Hence, only edges with an odd
number of Majorana zero energy modes remain
topologically protected. This case is summarized
in columns (b), (c) and (d) of Fig. 2 and geo-
metrically explained in terms of the addition of
winding numbers, W±(ω).

To quantify the resilience to disorder, we plot
in Fig. 5 the energy of the two pairs of modes
with smallest energy in H(ω), as a function of
the disorder strength, w/J . The solid line in-
dicates the splitting from zero of the lowest en-
ergy pair of states, while the dotted line indicates
the splitting of the next pair in increasing en-
ergy. The yellow color corresponds to the case
γ/J = 0, shown in Fig. 2 (b), where the sys-
tem is in a trivial phase with two pairs of de-
generate zero-energy modes. Increasing disorder
immediately splits the two pairs from zero en-
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Figure 5: Energy of the two pairs of modes with smallest
energy as a function of a uniform distribution of on-site
disorder, w/J , averaged over 100 realizations. The solid
line corresponds to the lowest energy pair of zero-energy
modes and the dotted one to the next pair in energy.
The colors yellow, blue and green correspond to cases
shown in Fig. 2, (b), (d) and (e), respectively.

ergy, confirming their lack of topological protec-
tion. In contrast, the blue color represents the
case γ/J = 4, shown in Fig. 2 (d), where just a
single pair of zero-energy modes is present, but
it is topologically protected. For this reason, the
zero-energy modes (solid line), require to go be-
yond w/J > 0.2 to separate from E = 0. In ad-
dition, the dotted line shows that the next pair of
states in energy are not zero-energy modes, and
respond linearly to disorder. Finally, the green
lines corresponds to a different topological phase,
which will be discussed in the following sections.
Importantly, notice that robustness to disorder is
expected in all parameters and not just in the lo-
cal energies. This is explicitly demonstrated in
Ref. [46], where an experimental proposal of this
phase using Josephson junctions also tests the re-
silience of amplification and noise to all types of
disorder that could be present in the sample.

These results show that the presence of expo-
nential amplification with the distance is not in
one-to-one correspondence with topology, as it
can be produced in a topologically trivial phase.
Therefore, if the system is in the topological
phase of Fig. 2 (d), it will display robustness to
disorder, indicating that the performance of the
amplifier should not be greatly affected by details
of the fabrication process. In contrast, if the sys-
tem is in the trivial phase shown in Fig. 2 (b),
it will suffer a continuous decline of its amplify-
ing properties, although it could still be used as
an amplifier. From the intermediate case, such

Figure 6: Top: Stability diagram as a function of local
dissipation γ/J and detuning ∆/J for N = 12, φ = π/2
and gs,c/J = 1. The topological phases from Fig. 3
divide into stable (purple) and unstable (red) regions.
Bottom: Stable regions of the topological phase as a
function of γ/J and N , for ∆/J = 0.

as that of Fig. 2 (c) , we can deduce that the
role of local loss γ, is to break the degeneracy be-
tween pairs of zero-energy modes. This removes
one pair of zero-energy modes, but makes the re-
maining one topologically protected to disorder.

This means that for the experimental imple-
mentation of the dissipative BdG topological
phase of amplification, one must try to increase
dissipative losses until all frequencies are topolog-
ically amplified (e.g., to values γ/J ≥ 2, as shown
in Fig. 3). However, as we discuss next, to pro-
duce a reliable topological amplifier the stability
of the topological phase must also be taken into
account.

3.2.1 Stability of the dissipative BdG topological
phase

The stability of the amplifier can be character-
ized in terms of the eigenvalues of the dynam-
ical matrix Hnh, for open boundary conditions.
If their imaginary part becomes positive, the sys-
tem becomes unstable and its physical realization
is not feasible. This relation between complex
eigenvalues and stability is specially interesting in
the case of dissipative topological phases, where
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the skin effect can drastically change the spec-
trum [56, 57]. As point-gap topological phases
with periodic boundary conditions always have a
positive imaginary part, they are unstable. How-
ever, for open boundary conditions the skin ef-
fect changes the spectrum and they can become
stable. An intuitive way to see this consists in
imagining the differences between a signal trav-
eling in a loop or in a finite line. In the former
case the signal is amplified indefinitely, while the
later amplifies the signal just over a finite length.
In Fig. 6 (top), we combine the topological phase
diagram for the winding number with the stabil-
ity of the corresponding regions, as a function of
∆/J and γ/J , for an array with N = 12 sites. It
shows that the topological phase separates into
topologically stable and topologically unstable
parts. In the Hatano-Nelson model, these two
regions have been shown to display different dy-
namical properties, related with the steady state
of the system [36, 58]. However, in contrast with
the Hatano-Nelson model, we find that stability
in this model is size-dependent. We have numer-
ically checked that this dependence appears due
to the presence of parametric terms, as the limit
gs,c/J = 0 removes this dependence. Curiously,
we also find that the trivial phase with two pairs
of degenerate zero-energy modes is unstable. This
is not a general feature, as one can stabilize this
phase for gs < gc. However, Fig. 6 shows that
the role of γ > 0 in the realization of the topolog-
ical amplifier is not just to produce W1(ω) 6= 0,
but also to stabilize the system. Therefore, lo-
cal losses not only split the degenerate pairs of
zero-energy modes and produce a topologically
protected phase of amplification, they also stabi-
lize the topological amplifier.
To study the size-dependence of stability in more
detail, we plot in Fig. 6 (bottom), the region of
stability within the topological phase, as a func-
tion of dissipation and the size of the array. We
find that the stable region slowly shrinks as the
size increases, however, as the system is charac-
terized by exponential amplification, arrays with
a small number of sites are reasonable choices and
their region of stability is large.

In conclusion, a stable topological phase re-
quires a balance between gs,c/J , γ/J andN . This
is because gs,c/J can be reduced to keep the sys-
tem stable for larger N and produce zero-energy
modes close to the thermodynamic limit. How-

Figure 7: Topological phase diagram as a function of
P/J and ω/J . Parameters: gs,c/J = 1, ∆/J = 0,
φ = π/2 and γ/J = 4.

ever, this also reduces the gap between the zero-
energy modes and the bulk states, making the
topological phase more fragile to disorder. De-
spite these limitations, in Section 4 we will show
that good amplifiers can be produced within these
constrains. However, let us first describe the
topology and stability of the topological phase
in the presence of collective pump.

3.3 Double Hatano-Nelson phase (P 6= 0)

Previously, we neglected collective dissipative
terms, but their role in topological amplifica-
tion can be important. This is the case in the
Hatano-Nelson model, where non-local pump is
a necessary ingredient to find non-trivial topol-
ogy [34]. Similarly, collective dissipative terms in
this model can directly affect the values that the
winding number can take. For example, we saw
that for P/J = 0, the winding number can only
take values W1(ω) = 0, 1, even in the presence of
two pairs of degenerate zero-energy modes in the
gap. The reason is that E±(k) will always wind in
opposite directions and the corresponding wind-
ing numbers, W±(ω), cancel, if they simultane-
ously are not zero. Therefore, it would be inter-
esting to find a way to make all the degenerate
pairs of zero-energy modes from Fig. 3 topologi-
cally protected against disorder. Below we show
that for P 6= 0, W1(ω) can reach larger values
and that all its zero-energy modes are topologi-
cally protected.

In Fig. 7 we plot the topological phase diagram,
as a function of P/J , for the case of γ/J = 4.
At this value of γ/J , the system initially is in a
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topological phase with W1(ω) = 1 and has a sin-
gle degenerate pair of zero-energy modes in the
gap (see Fig. 3). One can see that the presence of
collective pump eventually leads to W1(ω) = 2,
when P/J is sufficiently large. The reason for
this change in the winding number can be intu-
itively understood from the geometrical picture
in Fig. 2 (e). There, one can see that the k-
dependence from the collective pump changes the
loop direction, initially controlled by gc. Hence, if
P & gc, the two winding numbers W±(ω) rotate
in the same direction and do not cancel. We must
remark that the value of P/J does not affect the
topological class of H(k, ω), because only φ con-
trols this change, as previously argued. A closely
related case has been analyzed in the context of
the non-Hermitian Skin effect [57].

Physically, this regime is dominated by inco-
herent pump and loss, and reducing the value of
gs,c/J does not qualitatively affect the phase with
W1(ω) = 2. Their decrease mainly shrinks the
area where the phase with W1(ω) = 1 exists (cf
Fig. 7 and Fig. 8, where the only difference is a
decrease in gs,c/J from 1 to 0.1). Actually, this
topological phase has important similarities with
the one in the Hatano-Nelson model. It can be
checked that gs,c/J can be reduced to an arbi-
trarily small value without changing the wind-
ing number from W1(ω) = 2, and that in this
limit, the model reduces to the Hatano-Nelson.
This means that the topological phase can be
understood as two weakly coupled copies of the
Hatano-Nelson model, one for positive frequency
and other for negative frequency modes. In par-
ticular for this phase, the sole effect of the para-
metric terms will be to make the propagation for
positive and negative frequency modes slightly
different, as we will show in the next section.
However, it is important to address first the sta-
bility of this topological phase.

3.3.1 Stability of the double Hatano-Nelson phase

It turns out that, because of the presence of col-
lective pump, the stability of the phase is severely
affected. This can be intuitively understood from
the fact that both, collective pump and paramet-
ric terms destabilize the system, and this must
be compensated by increasing losses. However,
too large losses can drive the system into a triv-
ial phase. Fortunately, we know that one of the
sources of instability is the presence of paramet-

Figure 8: Topological phase diagram as a function of
P/J . Parameters: gs,c/J = 0.1, ∆/J = 0, φ = π/2
and γ/J = 4. We have reduced the value of gs,c/J for
stability reasons discussed in the main text. This would
only re-scale the phase diagram of Fig. 3.

ric terms, which also turns stability into a size-
dependent property. As in addition we are aware
that it is possible to reduce their value without
changing the invariant, we will use this feature to
find a stable phase with W1(ω) = 2.

In Fig. 8 we plot the topological phase dia-
gram, now for the case of gs,c/J = 0.1. As pre-
viously anticipated, the region with W1(ω) = 1
is reduced, but the one with W1(ω) = 2 exists
for a wide range of parameters. It is impor-
tant to mention that in this topological phase
with smaller gs,c/J , resilience to disorder remains
strong. Naively, one could think that this would
not be the case, because the gap should be re-
duced by decreasing the squeezing terms. How-
ever, this is compensated by the contribution
from collective pump, P/J . This can be con-
firmed in Fig. 5 (green), where it is shown that
the degeneracy of all the zero-energy modes (solid
and dotted line, which completely overlap) is ro-
bust in the presence of disorder, and that their
resilience is present up to very large values.

To confirm that for small parametric terms,
gs,c, the topological phase with W1(ω) can be
stabilized, we plot in Fig. 9 the stable topological
phases as a function of the dissipative parameters,
for a system with N = 12 sites. It shows that a
stable phase with W1(ω) = 2 is possible, and in
addition, the stability of the topological phases as
a function of the size improves, because decreas-
ing gs,c/J reduces the size-dependence of the sta-
ble regions. For example, the case P/J = 0.75
with γ/J = 4, indicated by a red dot, remains
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Figure 9: Stability of the topological phase as a function
of the dissipative parameters. Parameters: ω/J = 0,
gs,c/J = 0.1,∆/J = 0, φ = π/2 and N = 12. The
red dot indicates the point chosen to plot the spectrum
in Fig. 10 and to calculate the amplifier properties in
Sec. 4.

Figure 10: Eigenvalues of H(ω) for N = 50, gc,s/J =
0.1, φ = π/2, γ/J = 4, P/J = 0.75, ∆/J = 0 and
and uniform disorder distribution w/J ∈ [−0.2, 0.2], av-
eraged over 100 realizations. In red/blue are highlighted
the zero-energy modes, which remain robust to disorder.

stable up to a size of N ' 50. However, notice
that a large part of the phase diagram in Fig. 8
remains unstable. To confirm the resilience to
disorder, we plot in Fig. 10 the spectrum of H(ω)
at this point, for a system with N = 50 sites
and a uniform distribution of on-site disorder av-
eraged 100 times. This confirms that the phase
withW1(ω) = 2 has two pairs of degenerate zero-
energy modes, and that they are topologically
protected, even for moderate disorder.

In summary, we have found that the addition
of collective pump terms allows to find a topo-
logical phase of amplification with a larger num-
ber of topological zero-energy modes, although its

stability requires to reduce the squeezing terms.
Besides its intrinsic interest regarding the topol-
ogy of BdG systems, this phase is also interesting
from the perspective of topological amplification,
because it allows us, for the first time, to explore
phases with more than one channel of amplifica-
tion. We will discuss in the next section the de-
tails of the amplification in each phase and show
that they can be very different. From now on, the
red dot in Fig. 9 indicates the parameters chosen
to study this stable phase with W1(ω) = 2.

4 Amplifier properties: gain, noise and
squeezing
We now explore the physical properties of the dif-
ferent topological phases using a Green’s func-
tion approach. This is very adequate for topolog-
ical amplification in dissipative systems, as it has
been shown that, in combination with decima-
tion, it is possible to obtain accurate analytical
approximations in the semi-infinite size limit of
1D systems [58]. This limit is specially appealing
to study topological features, as it connects the
bulk properties of the array, with the presence of
topological edge states due to the boundary.

The calculation requires to first determine the
surface Green’s function, Ĝ0,0 (ω), from the non-
linear matrix equation [36]:

Ĝ0,0 (ω) = ĝ0,0 (ω)
[
1 + V+Ĝ0,0 (ω)V−Ĝ0,0 (ω)

]
.

(36)
Here, the hat indicates that the surface Green’s
functions are 2× 2 matrices with components:

Ĝj,l (ω) =
(

Gj,l (ω) Gj,N+l (ω)
GN+j,l (ω) GN+j,N+l (ω)

)
(37)

written in the Nambu spinor basis ~aj(ω) =
[aj(ω), a†j(−ω)]T . This form is very convenient for
practical calculations, as these are the four com-
ponents coupled by the parametric terms. There-
fore, the dissipative Green’s function for an iso-
lated site is given by:

ĝ0,0(ω) =
(
ω −∆ + iγ−4P

2 −gs
gs ω + ∆ + iγ−4P

2

)−1

.(38)

In addition, the hopping matrices, V±, describe
the forward and backward complex hopping be-
tween sites, respectively:

V± =
(
Je±iφ + iP gc
−gc −Je∓iφ + iP

)
. (39)
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In some cases, an analytical solution for the ma-
trix Ĝ0,0(ω) is not possible. However, this is
unimportant, as we can always find a numerical
solution and use it to calculate the physical ob-
servables in the semi-infinite limit. In this work,
we will consider both scenarios: we will impose
additional constraints between parameters to find
analytical expressions, and also use numerical so-
lutions to calculate the observables in a range of

parameters where compact analytical expressions
cannot be obtained. Simultaneously, we will com-
pare our results in the semi-infinite case with the
ones from exact diagonalization for a finite sys-
tem, to check the accuracy and the importance
of finite-size effects.

An important property of the surface Green’s
function is that it can be related with an arbitrary
Green’s function using [36]:

Ĝj,l(ω) =
[
Ĝ0,0(ω)Vsgn(l−j)

]|j−l|
Ĝ0,0(ω) +

rf∑
r=0

[
Ĝ0,0(ω)V−

]j−r [
Ĝ0,0(ω)V+

]l−r
Ĝ0,0(ω), (40)

where rf = min {j, l} − 1. Also, to relate the
Green’s function to the physical observables, it
is useful to define an inverse coherence length,
ζ±(ω). A natural way to do this is to consider
the propagation of an excitation from the edge
to site j, which is characterized by the following
Green’s function:

Ĝj,0(ω) =
[
Ĝ0,0(ω)V−

]j
Ĝ0,0(ω). (41)

If we rewrite this expression using the spectral
decomposition of G0,0(ω)V− in terms of its eigen-
values and projectors, λ±(ω) and P±(ω), respec-
tively:

Ĝ0,0(ω)V− =
∑
α=±

λα(ω)Pα(ω), (42)

we can write the following expression for the
Green’s function:

Ĝj,0(ω) =
∑
α=±

eζα(ω)jPα(ω)Ĝ0,0(ω), (43)

where we have defined the inverse coherence
length as ζ±(ω) = log[λ±(ω)] (details of the de-
composition in the Appendix C).
Eq. (43) has a useful structure, as it separates the
local contribution from the one that depends on
the relative distance between sites, j. In phys-
ical terms, Eq. (43) characterizes the propaga-
tion of an initial excitation along two orthogonal
subspaces with different coherence lengths. The
condition <[ζ±(ω)] > 0, can be used to indicate
the presence of amplification along each subspace,
and =[ζ±(ω)] is the phase gained during prop-
agation. In addition, we will show below that
the form of the projectors determines the mixing
of positive and negative frequency modes in each

subspace, and will be useful to characterize the
squeezing generated in the system.

Now we calculate the surface Green’s function
for the different topological phases described in
Section 3, and use this result to determine the
properties of the amplifier.

4.1 Dissipative BdG topological phase (P = 0)

4.1.1 Inverse coherence length

To determine ζ±(ω), we focus on the topological
phase diagram of Fig. 3, where gs,c/J = 1, ∆/J =
0 and φ = π/2, and determine its surface Green’s
function from Eq. (36). In this case, there is a
unique compact solution which can be used to
write the decomposition of G0,0(ω)V− in Eq. (42).
We find the following eigenvalues and projectors:

λ± =
{

2iJ
ω − iJ + iγ2

, 0
}
, P± = 1

2

(
1 ∓i
±i 1

)
.

(44)
The presence of the λ− = 0 eigenvalue indicates
that the matrix G0,0(ω)V− is singular, and that
the physics can be reduced to that of the P+
subspace, which mixes positive and negative fre-
quency modes. This is a particular feature for
the present case with gs = gc. However, we gen-
erally find that this topological phase always has
<[ζ−(ω)] ≤ 0 and will never produce amplifica-
tion in the subspace defined by P−. That is, for
gs 6= gc and the system in the dissipative BdG
topological phase, only one of the eigenvalues will
have <[ζ+(ω)] > 0, while the other will always
have <[ζ−(ω)] ≤ 0. We show below how this is
related with squeezing one quadrature while am-
plifying the other, and that this is not possible in
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Figure 11: Real (solid) and imaginary part (dashed) of
ζ+(ω) for different values of γ/J . The comparison with
the one obtained from the exact diagonalization of a sys-
tem withN & 10 is excellent. In the range of frequencies
with <[ζ+(ω)] > 0 signals are amplified.

the case with W1(ω) = 2, because in both sub-
spaces there is amplification.

In Fig. 11 we plot the inverse correlation length
as a function of frequency and for different val-
ues of losses. It shows that for the case γ/J =
0 (blue), where two pairs of non-topological zero-
energy modes coexist, amplification happens for
the region with <[ζ+(ω)] > 0, but it is not topo-
logically protected, as discussed in Section 3. In-
terestingly, the case γ/J = 4 (blue) shows an
identical amplification profile, with the difference
that in this case there is a single pair of topologi-
cally protected zero-energy modes. This means
that just by looking at the amplification of a
signal, it would be difficult to differentiate be-
tween topological and non-topological amplifica-
tion. Only by looking at their robustness to dis-
order or by measuring the phase acquired during
propagation given by =[ζ±(ω)] in Fig. 11 (dashed
yellow and red), would it be possible to detect
the topological origin of amplification.

An additional interesting feature in Fig. 11
is the divergence of ζ+(ω) for ω/J = 0 and
γ/J = 2 (green), where the system becomes com-
pletely directional. This is the only point where
λ+ can diverge and coincides with the value of
γ/J where the zero-energy modes become topo-
logical for the whole range of frequencies where
they exist. Hence, it is similar to a critical point
in Quantum Phase Transitions, where correla-
tions diverge.

Figure 12: Gj(ω) (blue) and nadd
j (ω) (yellow) at site

j = 8 for γ/J = 4. The solid line corresponds to the
analytical result in the semi-infinite limit, while the mark-
ers show the exact value for an array with N = 12. The
vertical dot-dashed lines indicate the phase boundaries,
while the blue horizontal line, the onset for amplifica-
tion. The horizontal yellow line indicates the quantum
limit of noise.

4.1.2 Amplifier gain and noise

We now study the amplifier gain, which is given
by Eq. (17). In the semi-infinite case, we can
determine its value analytically from Eq. (44).
However, we will also calculate its value numer-
ically from the exact Green’s function for a fi-
nite size array, to determine the importance of
finite size effects in the amplifier properties. Us-
ing Eq. (44), we can write for the semi-infinite
case:

Ĝj,0(ω) = ej log λ+P+Ĝ0,0(ω), (45)

which results in the following expression for the
gain at site j 1:

Gj(ω) = γ24j−1J2j[
ω2 +

(γ
2 − J

)2]j+1 . (46)

This is shown in Fig. 12 (blue), where we com-
pare the gain at site j = 8 from Eq. (46), with
the exact numerical value for a system with size
N = 12. The analytical expression perfectly
matches the result for a finite system and high
gain is easily obtained for small-size arrays, con-
firming that the loss of stability for large systems
is not important in practice.

The calculation of the noise-to-signal ratio can
be carried out analogously. From Eq. (18), we
can particularize for this topological phase with

1Remember that we have chosen gs,c/J = 1 for all our
calculations, otherwise the analytical expressions change.
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local loss, namely:

nadd
j (ω) =

∑N−1
l=0 |Gj,N+l (ω) |2

|Gj,0 (ω) |2 . (47)

The denominator corresponds to the previous cal-
culation of the gain, so we are left with finding the
numerator, which involves the anomalous part of
the Green’s function that mixes positive and neg-
ative frequency modes. It is important to note
that the noise is created by all sites in the array
and the not just those between the edge and site
j. This means that, in the semi-infinite limit, the
sum over l must be extended to infinity. In Ap-
pendix D we show that this sum converges to a
finite value, although, since the topological phase
is directional, the propagation of signals in the op-
posite direction is exponentially suppressed and
one could approximate the infinite sum by l ≤ j.
In Fig. 12 (yellow) we compare the analytical re-
sult in the semi-infinite limit, with the exact value
for a finite array, and show the good agreement
between them, only deviating at large frequen-
cies. This is expected, as in the trivial region
directional transport is not present and the role
of back scattering from the opposite boundary is
relevant.

Importantly, one can see that the noise is close
to its quantum limit, nadd

j (ω)→ 1 2. To quanti-
tatively characterize this, we plot in Fig. 13 (blue)
the minimum value of the normalized added noise
in the semi-infinite limit, as a function of γ/J and
for arbitrary ω within the topological phase. We
find that the minimum is always at ω = 0 and
that it reaches the quantum limit in the vicinity
of the critical point, γ/J ' 2. Remember that
there is also amplification for γ/J < 2, although
in this particular case the zero-energy modes are
not topologically protected and the system be-
comes unstable.

4.1.3 Squeezing

The generation of squeezing in systems with para-
metric driving is an additional feature that can be
exploited in arrays of parametric oscillators. In
contrast to the generation of squeezed states in
standard parametric down conversion [49], in our
case, the spatial degree of freedom of the array
and its topological properties play a role. Now we

2A different convention can result in nadd
j (ω) → 1/2

instead, as in ref. [59]

0 1 2 3 4 5 6

Figure 13: Blue: Minimum value of nadd
j (ω) as a func-

tion of γ/J , for a site, j = 100, far from the edge.
The horizontal dashed line indicates the quantum limit,
nadd

j (ω) → 1, and the vertical dashed line indicates
the phase boundary of the topological phase. Yellow:
Squeezing of the quadrature ∆Pj at the last site of a
chain with N = 12 and ω/J = 0.

explore this phenomenon in the dissipative BdG
topological phase of amplification.

First, we need to find the correct angle θ for
measuring the quadratures. For this, we combine
Eq. (21) and the input-output relations to write
the average value of the quadratures for a coher-
ent field at site j:

〈Xout
j (ωd)〉 =− iακ

[
Gj,0 (ωd) eiθ (48)

+ Gj+N,0 (ωd) e−iθ
]
,

〈P out
j (ωd)〉 =ακ

[
Gj,0 (ωd) eiθ (49)

−Gj+N,0 (ωd) e−iθ
]
.

A similar result is obtained if we detect the out-
put idler mode instead, ω = −ωd. We can now
use the analytical expression for the Green’s func-
tion in the topological phase, Eq. (44), to factor
out the θ-dependence and see that 〈Xout

j (ωd)〉 ∝
cos(θ) + sin(θ) and 〈P out

j (ωd)〉 ∝ cos(θ)− sin(θ).
This means that for θ = π/4 the 〈Xout

j (ωd)〉
quadrature is maximized, while 〈P out

j (ωd)〉 van-
ishes. Notice that this is a direct consequence of
the structure of the projectors in Eq. (44). To
confirm that the direction in which the quadra-
ture 〈P out

j (ωd)〉 is squeezed coincides with the di-
rection where its average vanishes, we show in
Fig. 14 that the variance in any of the quadra-
tures can be minimized at θ = π/4 mod (π/2),
to values below the Heisenberg limit. Hence, from
now on we fix the direction of the quadratures
to θ = π/4, where the Pj quadrature can be
squeezed.

In Fig. 15 we show how the variance of each
quadrature depends on frequency. One can see
that one of the quadratures is amplified, as ex-
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Figure 14: Variance of the quadratures as a function of
θ for a finite system with N = 12. The system is in
the topological phase and the quadrature is measured
at site j = N − 1. In general, amplification increases
the quadratures value several orders of magnitude, but
for θ = π/4 and 3π/4, the quadratures are reduced be-
low the Heisenberg limit ∆Oj = 1 (indicated by the
horizontal dashed line). Parameters: ω = 0, γ/J = 4,
gs,c/J = 1, φ = π/2, ∆/J = 0 and N = 12.

pected for the topological amplification phase,
while the other is squeezed for a wide range of
frequencies. The plot is shown for the last site
of the array, j = N − 1, but if we consider in-
termediate sites, where amplification is reduced,
we find that the squeezing also decreases. In con-
trast, increasing the size of the array boosts am-
plification for the corresponding quadrature but
it does not significantly affect the squeezing in
the other one. All these properties are encap-
sulated in the diagram of Fig. 16. There, each
trajectory corresponds to the one followed by the
vector [∆Xj(ω),∆Pj(ω)], as a function of ω. The
diagram is divided in four regions: the red one is
forbidden by the Heisenberg limit ∆Xj∆Pj ≤ 1,
the blue ones correspond to one of the quadra-
tures being squeezed and the white one corre-
sponds to states which are not squeezed along
any particular direction. We find squeezing for
the Pj quadrature in the dissipative BdG topo-
logical phase. For the last site, j = N − 1, is
present for all frequencies. However, one can see
important differences between sites, as squeezing
is rapidly reduced as j approaches j = 0. In
contrast, the Xj quadrature is always amplified
several orders of magnitude.
Finally, we plot in Fig. 13 (yellow), the maximum
squeezing that can be obtained in this topologi-
cal phase. It follows a similar behavior as the

Figure 15: Variance of the quadratures at the edge of the
array, j = N − 1, as a function of ω/J and for the BdG
topological phase. The X quadrature is amplified while
the P is squeezed. Parameters: γ/J = 4, gs,c/J = 1,
φ = π/2, ∆/J = 0 and N = 12.

Figure 16: Squeezing diagram which shows the trajecto-
ries, as a function ω, of the vector [∆Xj(ω),∆Pj(ω)] for
different sites j = 1, 3, . . . , 11. The last site trajectory is
within the region of momentum squeezed states, as ex-
pected from Fig. 15. Parameters: γ/J = 4, gs,c/J = 1,
φ = π/2, ∆/J = 0 and N = 12.

noise, approaching the ideal limit, ∆Pj → 0, in
the proximity of the "critical point", γ/J = 2,
where the amplification of ∆Xj also grows.

4.2 Double Hatano-Nelson phase (P 6= 0)

As mentioned in Sec. 3, the presence of collec-
tive pump makes possible to reach W1(ω) = 2
and produces a larger number of topologically
protected zero-energy modes. We now study the
amplifier properties in this phase.

4.2.1 Coherence length

The inverse coherence length in this topological
phase can be studied analogously. However, due
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Figure 17: ζ±(ω) as a function of ω/J for gs,c/J = 0.1,
φ = π/2, ∆/J = 0, P/J = 0.75 and γ/J = 4. Regions
of amplification correspond to <[ζ±(ω)] > 0. Vertical
dashed lines indicate changes in the topological invariant
from the phase diagram in Fig. 8.

to P 6= 0, the non-linear matrix equation for the
surface Green’s function is now more complicated
and makes more difficult to find compact analyt-
ical expressions. For this reason and because the
region of topological stability in Fig. 9 is small
and depends on size, we will restrict our analysis
to a fully numerical one for the case P/J = 0.75
and γ/J = 4, which is indicated by the red dot in
Fig. 9. Nevertheless, it is important to mention
that as in the previous case, the comparison be-
tween the finite system and the semi-infinite limit
always shows good agreement.

The calculation of the inverse coherence length
shows that this topological phase is characterized
by amplification in both subspaces. This is shown
in Fig. 17, where the condition <[ζ±(ω)] > 0 de-
termines the regions of topological amplification.
Notice that the critical points in the phase di-
agram of Fig. 8 can be identified with the fre-
quency values were amplification starts for each
ζ±(ω). It is also interesting to notice that, if we
continuously reduce the parametric terms, both
inverse coherence lengths approach each other
without modifying the winding number, until
they are indistinguishable. As for gs,c/J = 0 the
positive and negative frequency modes decouple,
this confirms that this topological phase can be
identified with two weakly coupled copies of the
Hatano-Nelson model. Next, we will show that
this has consequences in the gain and noise pro-
duced by the amplifier, but the squeezing prop-
erties will be the ones primarily affected.

Figure 18: Top: Gain and noise at site j = 8 for the
topological phase with W1 = 2, as a function of ω and
for an array with N = 12 sites. The vertical dot-dashed
lines indicate the regions where the topological invari-
ant changes. The horizontal lines indicate the onset of
amplification (blue) and the quantum limit of noise (yel-
low). Bottom: Noise minimum value vs γ/J for different
values of P/J . The dashed line indicates the quantum
limit for the noise.

4.2.2 Amplifier gain and noise

We plot in Fig. 18 (top, blue), the gain at site
j = 8 for a finite array with N = 12 sites. The
gain is greater than in the topological phase with
W1(ω) = 1, which can be attributed to the pres-
ence of amplification in both subspaces. As ex-
pected from our formalism, the region of amplifi-
cation, marked by vertical dot-dashed lines, per-
fectly matches the boundaries of the topological
phase diagram in Fig. 8. Regarding the noise-to-
signal ratio in this topological phase, the expres-
sion is now slightly more complex than in Eq. (47)
due to the additional collective pump term:

nadd
j (ω) =

∑N−1
l=0 |Gj,N+l (ω) |2

|Gj,0 (ω) |2

+
∑N−1
l,l′=0 Pl′,lG

∗
j,l (ω)Gj,l′ (ω)

γ|Gj,0 (ω) |2 . (50)

However, its behavior in Fig. 18 (top, yellow)
also shows that noise is strongly reduced in the
topological phase. The main difference with the
dissipative BdG topological phase is that in this
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case, the noise does not reach the quantum limit
(cf Fig. 12). To explore in more detail the pos-
sibility to reach the quantum limit, we plot in
Fig. 18 (bottom), the minimum value of nadd

j (ω),
as a function of the dissipative parameters P/J
and γ/J . It shows that the minimum shifts
as P/J changes, but the quantum limit is not
reached. If we compare with the stability phase
diagram in Fig. 9, one can see that the noise min-
imum always coincides with the transition from
the unstable to the stable topological region, as it
also happened in the dissipative BdG topological
phase (Fig. 13), however, in this case the min-
ima coincide with a divergence. This is a con-
sequence of the finite size of the system, and we
have checked that the divergence softens as the
size of the system increases and the noise is de-
tected further away from j = 0. Concretely, we
have seen that increasing the size of the system
for P/J = 0.75, saturates min[nadd

N (ω)] → 1.95,
as N →∞.

4.2.3 Squeezing

Squeezing is greatly affected in this topological
phase with collective pump. This is shown in
Fig. 19 (top), where one can see that both quadra-
tures are simultaneously amplified. The different
ratio of amplification between quadratures is pro-
duced by the unequal correlation length in each
subspace (see Fig. 17). Importantly, we have
checked that the lack of squeezing in this topolog-
ical phase is not due to a rotation of the quadra-
tures, as we have checked that the minimum of
each variance is still found for θ = π/4. This
result is to be expected due to the similarities
between this topological phase and the one in the
Hatano-Nelson model, where squeezing cannot be
created. In this case, there is a small contribu-
tion from gs,c/J = 0.1, but this is not enough
to produce relevant correlations between positive
and negative frequency modes, required to gener-
ate squeezed states. Moreover, Fig. 19 (bottom)
shows that squeezing is not produced in any of the
sites of the array. All trajectories of the vector are
away from the region of squeezed states. Their
different length along each direction is a direct
consequence of the unequal correlation length in
each subspace, while their change in length be-
tween sites shows that amplification happens ex-
ponentially with the number of sites. These re-
sults confirm that the topological phase with col-

Figure 19: Top: Variance of the quadratures as a func-
tion of ω for the topological phase withW1 = 2. Param-
eters: gs,c/J = 0.1, φ = π/2, ∆/J = 0, P/J = 0.75
and γ/J = 4. Bottom: Trajectories of the vector
[∆Xj(ω),∆Pj(ω)] for different sites j = 1, 3, . . . , 11
and the same parameters as the top plot.
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lective pump can also be used as a good amplifier,
due to its large gain, stability, great resilience to
disorder and small noise-to-signal ratio, although
it lacks the possibility to generate squeezing.

5 Experimental implementations

The dissipative topological phases of amplifica-
tion can be implemented in a variety of quan-
tum optical and nano-mechanical setups, includ-
ing superconducting qubits [60, 61], trapped ions
[62, 63], and opto-mechanical systems [64]. The
main requirements are the ability to induce or
control squeezing terms in the Hamiltonian to-
gether with complex phases in the photon hop-
ping energies. We focus below in two implemen-
tations. The first one takes advantage of the pres-
ence of controllable Kerr non-linearities in super-
conducting circuits. The second scheme relies on
multi-tone drivings to control coupling terms that
are naturally present in systems of coupled mi-
crowave or nano-mechanical resonators, as well
as in trapped ion systems.

5.1 Implementation with Kerr non-linearities

Parametric terms such as those that produce
squeezing in Eq. (3), can arise from three- or
four-wave mixing processes, which occur as a re-
sult of non-linear effects. The latter are naturally
present in non-linear materials, however, they can
also be engineered in superconducting circuits by
using Josephson junctions.

Let us focus on the case of four-wave mixing.
Here, squeezing terms can be produced by means
of the Kerr non-linear effect, which leads to two
types of terms:

Hs =
∑
j

Ks(aj + a†j)
4,

Hc =
∑
j

Kc(aj + a†j)
2(aj+1 + a†j+1)2. (51)

The parametric driving of a chain of coupled Kerr
oscillators at frequencies 2ωp will bring terms
like a†ja

†
j , a

†
ja
†
j+1, into resonance. This is the

usual method followed with superconducting cir-
cuits for squeezing generation, for example, in
Refs. [65, 66].

The normal tunneling terms, on the other
hand, appear quite naturally in systems of cou-
pled microwave superconducting cavities. The

phase φ can be controlled, for example, with
Floquet engineering techniques. In Ref. [46] we
present details on how to implement our dissipa-
tive BdG topological phase by using Kerr non-
linearities in a realistic superconducting setup,
without the need of Floquet engineering or mag-
netic fields to break time-reversal symmetry. Fi-
nally, the squeezing terms that are required for
our scheme, can also be implemented with three-
wave mixing terms, as explained in Ref. [39].

5.2 Implementation with periodic driving of
the local frequencies

5.2.1 Periodic driving of the local frequencies

Our topological array of parametric oscillators
could be implemented with a Floquet-engineering
scheme that does not require the presence of non-
linearities. This approach is appropriate for sys-
tems of coupled microwave resonators, as well
as for nanomechanical or trapped ion setups, in
which vibrational excitations play the role of the
photons in the amplifier. Our proposed method
relies on the periodic driving of the local res-
onator frequencies, an idea successfully demon-
strated in the vibrational case with trapped ions
in Ref. [67].

Consider a chain of coupled resonators de-
scribed by the following time-dependent Hamil-
tonian,

H(τ) = H0 + V +Hd(τ). (52)

Here, H0 describes the local frequencies, which
we assume to be equal,

H0 =
∑
j

ωra
†
jaj , (53)

where a†j and aj can be photonic or phononic
operators. In the case of trapped ions, H0 de-
scribes the quantized oscillations of ions around
their equilibrium positions. V is the coupling be-
tween resonators and takes the form of a position-
or field-dependent interaction, which we write in
terms of dimensionless position operators Xj =
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(aj + a†j)/
√

2:

V =
∑
j

Jc (Xj −Xj+1)2

= 2
∑
j

JcX
2
j − 2

∑
j

JcXjXj+1

=
∑
j

Jc
(
aj + a†j

)2

−
∑
j

Jc
(
aj + a†j

) (
aj+1 + a†j+1

)
, (54)

where we have assumed that only nearest-
neighbours are coupled. This is the natural sit-
uation for systems of microwave or nanomechan-
ical resonators. In the case of trapped ions, vi-
brational couplings decay fast with distance, so
that the nearest-neighbour model is still a good
approximation, although the formalism presented
here could be easily adapted to account for long-
range terms.

The time-dependent term consists of a peri-
odic driving of the local energies with driving fre-
quency 2ωr,

Hd(τ) =
∑
j

2ηωr cos(2ωrτ + φj)a†jaj , (55)

with η the driving strength relative to the fre-
quency, ωr. The modulation frequency has been
chosen as twice the local frequency to put into
resonance the squeezing terms. Finally, we need
to have a position-dependent driving phase:

φj = j∆φ , (56)

for reasons that will become clear below.
To see how the scheme works, we define the

evolution operator in the interaction picture with
respect to H0 +Hd(τ),

U(t) = exp
(
−i
∫ t

0
(H0 +Hd(τ)) dτ

)
, (57)

in which bosonic operators evolve like,

ā†j(t) = U †(t)a†jU(t) = a†je
iωrteiη sin(2ωrt+φj).(58)

and have ignored a phase factor, eiη sin(φj), that
can be trivially gauged away.

We proceed by writing coupling terms in the
interaction picture defined above. We assume
that ωr � Jc, so that we neglect any nonres-
onant terms in a rotating wave approximation.

However, we do not need to work in a perturba-
tive regime of small η. We will make use of the
following identity:

eiη sin(2ωrt+φj) =
∑

n=0,±1,...
Jn(η)ein2ωrt+inφj ,

(59)
where Jn(η) are the Bessel functions of the first
kind. Let us start by writing the squeezing terms
in the interaction picture:

ā†j ā
†
j = a†ja

†
je

2iωrt
∑
n

Jn(2η)ein2ωrt+inφj

≈ a†ja
†
jJ−1(2η)e−iφj , (60)

where the approximation implies neglecting terms
evolving with frequencies that are multiples of
ωr. We follow the same procedure with two-site
squeezing terms

ā†j ā
†
j+1 ≈ a

†
ja
†
j+1

∑
n

J−n−1(η)Jn(η)einφje−i(n+1)φj+1

= a†ja
†
j+1F (η,∆φ)e−iφj/2e−iφj+1/2 , (61)

where we have defined the function:

F (η,∆φ) =
∑
n

J−n−1(η)Jn(η)e−i(n+1/2)∆φ,

(62)
which can be easily checked to be real-valued. Fi-
nally, the normal boson hopping terms are also
renormalized:

ā†j āj+1 ≈ a†jaj+1
∑
n

[Jn (η)]2 e−in∆φ. (63)

Again, it can be easily shown that the obtained
factor is real-valued.

The periodic drivings, thus, leads to a
dressed system where the coupling Hamiltonian
in Eq. (54) is transformed into the Hamilto-
nian part of our array of parametric oscillators.
Remarkably, we will get squeezing Hamiltonian
terms that have a real value, up to a complex
site-dependent phase. To remove them, we can
perform a gauge transformation.

aj → aje
iφj/2, (64)

so that the phases disappear from the squeez-
ing terms. However in the new gauge, the phase
difference appears in the normal boson hopping
terms. Thus, we finally get the desired Hamilto-
nian with constants:

J = −Jc
∑
n

[Jn(η)]2 e−in∆φ,

φ = ∆φ/2,
gs = JcJ−1(2η)
gc = −JcF (η,∆φ). (65)
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We emphasize that the periodic drivings required
for our scheme are feasible, for example with
trapped ion technologies, where all the elements
required for this proposal have been demon-
strated, in particular the control of hopping terms
to add a synthetic gauge field was theoretically
proposed in Refs. [68, 69] and recently demon-
strated in an experiment [67]. Other possibili-
ties, such as non-perturbative driving regimes or
exploiting anharmonic mechanical terms in much
the same way as Kerr nonlinearities, could be ex-
plored. Finally, dissipative terms in Eq. (3) can
be implemented by means of laser cooling in the
case of trapped ions, or they would provided by
natural decay in the case of nano-mechanical or
microwave resonators.

5.2.2 Periodic driving of the couplings

An alternative mechanism that can allow us to
implement the topological amplification phase re-
lies on the periodic driving of the coupling terms,
rather than the local frequencies. This scheme
has been used, for example, in the case of mi-
crowave superconducting resonators in Ref. [70].
In trapped ion setups, this method would be
more challenging, since it would require displac-
ing ions to modify the Coulomb coupling. How-
ever, parametric resonance between different vi-
brational modes has already been demonstrated
in Ref. [71].

The scheme would work by periodically driving
the coupling terms. Our Hamiltonian takes the
form,

H = H0 + V (t), (66)

In order to have full control on the final Hamilto-
nian, it is advantageous to have a gradient of the
resonator frequencies, so that, now,

H0 =
∑
j

ωja
†
jaj , (67)

with ωj = ω0 + j∆ω. V (t) has the same form as
in Eq. (54), but with a time- and site-dependent
coupling,

V (t) =
∑
j

Jc,j(t)
(
aj + a†j

)2

+
∑
j

Jc,j(t)
(
aj + a†j

) (
aj+1 + a†j+1

)
.(68)

We consider the following multi-tone driving for
the couplings:

Jc,j(t) = A0 +A1 cos(2ωjt) +A2 cos[(ωj + ωj+1)t]
+A3 cos(∆ωt− φd). (69)

A0 accounts for any remaining constant contri-
bution in the coupling. The A1, A2 components
activate local and two-site squeezing terms, re-
spectively. The A3 term activates boson hopping.
Assuming ∆ω, ωj � Aj=0,1,2,3 we can neglect
non-resonant terms in a rotating-wave approxi-
mation. We find that V (t) leads to the Hamil-
tonian part of our array of parametric oscillators
with parameters: J = A3/2, φ = φd, gs = A1/2
and gc = A2/2.

6 Conclusions
We have studied the phenomena of topological
amplification in arrays of parametric oscillators
and have found two qualitatively different driven-
dissipative topological phases, one dominated by
parametric driving, which requires local dissipa-
tion, and other where collective pump dominates.
The existence of an additional phase of amplifica-
tion with W1(ω) = 0 allowed us to demonstrate
that exponential gain due to zero-energy modes
does not necessarily imply the presence of topo-
logically protected amplification, which we con-
firmed by studying the resilience to disorder of
the different phases. In addition, we have stud-
ied the stability of the system, finding that the
presence of parametric terms makes the stability
of the amplifier a size-dependent quantity. This
means that the design of the amplifier must bal-
ance several ingredients: array size, strength of
parametric terms, dissipation, and gap size. How-
ever, we have shown that it is always possible
to find realistic and stable dissipative topological
phases with good amplification properties.

Regarding the physical properties of each
phase, we have found that the one dominated by
parametric driving can be used to generate states
with one quadrature squeezed and the other am-
plified. In contrast, the topological phase with
collective pump amplifies both quadratures. This
difference between the two topological phases in-
dicates that they can be used for different techno-
logical applications, with the advantage that they
are both present in the same physical setup. We
have found that the gain and noise-to-signal ratio
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are excellent in both topological phases, and we
have been able to show analytically that the dissi-
pative BdG topological phase can reach quantum-
limited noise and maximum squeezing near the
critical point γ/J ' 2. Actually, the qualita-
tively similar behavior of signal-to-noise ratio in
both topological phases seems to indicate that the
neighborhood of critical points is an interesting
working point for topological amplifiers. There,
the amplifier displays great performance, but in
practice this must be balanced to avoid satura-
tion [46].
These ideas can be immediately implemented
with current superconducting circuit technol-
ogy [46] or with trapped ions. From a techno-
logical point of view, realizing directional broad-
band amplification that can be integrated on
chip, without bulky and lossy isolators, may help
to scale up quantum devices.

As future prospects of our results, it would be
interesting to study the capabilities of arrays of
parametric oscillators as single photon detectors.
In addition, the use of topological TWPA in the
generation of two-mode squeezing is an intriguing
direction to pursue [72].
Finally, the application of these ideas to higher-
dimensional topological systems might lead to
novel effects such as amplifiers with spatial tun-
ability or interesting quadrature properties. For
this, notice that the theory developed in this work
can be straightforwardly applied to 2D systems,
where the zoo of topological phases now includes
chiral or helical edge states.

Acknowledgments

We acknowledge financial support from the
Proyecto Sinérgico CAM 2020 Y2020/TCS-6545
(NanoQuCo-CM), the CSIC Interdisciplinary
Thematic Platform (PTI+) on Quantum Tech-
nologies (PTI-QTEP+) and from Spanish project
PGC2018-094792-B-100(MCIU/AEI/FEDER,
EU). T.R. further acknowledges support from the
Juan de la Cierva fellowship IJC2019-040260-I.

References

[1] K. v. Klitzing, G. Dorda, and M. Pepper,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 45, 494 (1980).

[2] D. J. Thouless, M. Kohmoto, M. P. Nightin-

gale, and M. den Nijs, Phys. Rev. Lett. 49,
405 (1982).

[3] K. von Klitzing, Nature Physics 13, 198
(2017).

[4] A. K. Geim and K. S. Novoselov, Nature Ma-
terials 6, 183 (2007).

[5] B. A. Bernevig, T. L. Hughes, and S.-C.
Zhang, Science 314, 1757 (2006).

[6] M. Bello, G. Platero, J. I. Cirac, and
A. González-Tudela, Science Advances 5,
eaaw0297 (2019).

[7] E. Kim, X. Zhang, V. S. Ferreira, J. Banker,
J. K. Iverson, A. Sipahigil, M. Bello,
A. González-Tudela, M. Mirhosseini, and
O. Painter, Phys. Rev. X 11, 011015 (2021).

[8] S. Barik, A. Karasahin, C. Flower, T. Cai,
H. Miyake, W. DeGottardi, M. Hafezi, and
E. Waks, Science 359, 666 (2018).

[9] C. Vega, M. Bello, D. Porras, and
A. González-Tudela, Phys. Rev. A 104,
053522 (2021).

[10] I. García-Elcano, A. González-Tudela, and
J. Bravo-Abad, Phys. Rev. Lett. 125, 163602
(2020).

[11] I. García-Elcano, J. Bravo-Abad, and
A. González-Tudela, Phys. Rev. A 103,
033511 (2021).

[12] L. Leonforte, D. Valenti, B. Spagnolo,
A. Carollo, and F. Ciccarello, Nanophotonics
10, 4251 (2021).

[13] D. De Bernardis, Z.-P. Cian, I. Carusotto,
M. Hafezi, and P. Rabl, Phys. Rev. Lett. 126,
103603 (2021).

[14] M. C. Rechtsman, J. M. Zeuner, Y. Plotnik,
Y. Lumer, D. Podolsky, F. Dreisow, S. Nolte,
M. Segev, and A. Szameit, Nature 496, 196
(2013).

[15] A. B. Khanikaev, S. Hossein Mousavi, W.-K.
Tse, M. Kargarian, A. H. MacDonald, and
G. Shvets, Nature Materials 12, 233 (2013).

[16] T. Ozawa, H. M. Price, A. Amo, N. Gold-
man, M. Hafezi, L. Lu, M. C. Rechtsman,
D. Schuster, J. Simon, O. Zilberberg, and
I. Carusotto, Rev. Mod. Phys. 91, 015006
(2019).

[17] M. Kim, Z. Jacob, and J. Rho, Light: Sci-
ence & Applications 9, 130 (2020).

[18] Y. Yang, Z. Gao, H. Xue, L. Zhang, M. He,
Z. Yang, R. Singh, Y. Chong, B. Zhang, and
H. Chen, Nature 565, 622 (2019).

Accepted in Quantum 2023-05-08, click title to verify. Published under CC-BY 4.0. 21

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.45.494
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.49.405
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.49.405
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphys4029
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphys4029
https://doi.org/10.1038/nmat1849
https://doi.org/10.1038/nmat1849
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1133734
https://doi.org/10.1126/sciadv.aaw0297
https://doi.org/10.1126/sciadv.aaw0297
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.11.011015
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aaq0327
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.104.053522
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.104.053522
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.125.163602
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.125.163602
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.103.033511
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.103.033511
https://doi.org/doi:10.1515/nanoph-2021-0490
https://doi.org/doi:10.1515/nanoph-2021-0490
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.126.103603
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.126.103603
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature12066
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature12066
https://doi.org/10.1038/nmat3520
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.91.015006
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.91.015006
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41377-020-0331-y
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41377-020-0331-y
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-018-0829-0


[19] L. Lu, J. D. Joannopoulos, and M. Soljačić,
Nature Photonics 8, 821 (2014).

[20] A. B. Khanikaev and G. Shvets, Nature Pho-
tonics 11, 763 (2017).

[21] S. Ma and S. M. Anlage, Applied Physics
Letters 116, 250502 (2020).

[22] J. C. Budich and E. J. Bergholtz, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 125, 180403 (2020).

[23] A. McDonald and A. A. Clerk, Nature Com-
munications 11, 5382 (2020).

[24] F. Koch and J. C. Budich, Phys. Rev. Re-
search 4, 013113 (2022).

[25] K. E. Arledge, B. Uchoa, Y. Zou, and
B. Weng, Phys. Rev. Research 3, 033106
(2021).

[26] C.-E. Bardyn, M. A. Baranov, C. V. Kraus,
E. Rico, A. İmamoğlu, P. Zoller, and
S. Diehl, New Journal of Physics 15, 085001
(2013).

[27] Z. Gong, Y. Ashida, K. Kawabata,
K. Takasan, S. Higashikawa, and M. Ueda,
Phys. Rev. X 8, 031079 (2018).

[28] K. Kawabata, K. Shiozaki, M. Ueda, and
M. Sato, Phys. Rev. X 9, 041015 (2019).

[29] H. Zhou and J. Y. Lee, Phys. Rev. B 99,
235112 (2019).

[30] S. Yao and Z. Wang, Phys. Rev. Lett. 121,
086803 (2018).

[31] A. McDonald, R. Hanai, and A. A. Clerk,
Phys. Rev. B 105, 064302 (2022).

[32] D. S. Borgnia, A. J. Kruchkov, and R.-J.
Slager, Phys. Rev. Lett. 124, 056802 (2020).

[33] C. C. Wanjura, M. Brunelli, and A. Nun-
nenkamp, Nature Communications 11, 3149
(2020).

[34] T. Ramos, J. J. García-Ripoll, and D. Por-
ras, Phys. Rev. A 103, 033513 (2021).

[35] V. P. Flynn, E. Cobanera, and L. Viola,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 127, 245701 (2021).

[36] A. Gómez-León, T. Ramos, D. Porras, and
A. González-Tudela, Phys. Rev. A 105,
052223 (2022).

[37] F. Song, S. Yao, and Z. Wang, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 123, 170401 (2019).

[38] V. Peano, M. Houde, F. Marquardt, and
A. A. Clerk, Phys. Rev. X 6, 041026 (2016).

[39] A. McDonald, T. Pereg-Barnea, and A. A.
Clerk, Phys. Rev. X 8, 041031 (2018).

[40] D. Porras and S. Fernández-Lorenzo, Phys.
Rev. Lett. 122, 143901 (2019).

[41] C. C. Wanjura, M. Brunelli, and A. Nun-
nenkamp, Phys. Rev. Lett. 127, 213601
(2021).

[42] A. L. CULLEN, Nature 181, 332 (1958).
[43] T. C. White, J. Y. Mutus, I.-C. Hoi,

R. Barends, B. Campbell, Y. Chen,
Z. Chen, B. Chiaro, A. Dunsworth, E. Jef-
frey, J. Kelly, A. Megrant, C. Neill,
P. J. J. O’Malley, P. Roushan, D. Sank,
A. Vainsencher, J. Wenner, S. Chaudhuri,
J. Gao, and J. M. Martinis, Applied Physics
Letters 106, 242601 (2015).

[44] C. Macklin, K. O’Brien, D. Hover, M. E.
Schwartz, V. Bolkhovsky, X. Zhang, W. D.
Oliver, and I. Siddiqi, Science 350, 307
(2015).

[45] V. Peano, M. Houde, F. Marquardt, and
A. A. Clerk, Phys. Rev. X 6, 041026 (2016).

[46] T. Ramos, A. Gómez-León, J. J. García-
Ripoll, A. González-Tudela, and D. Porras,
arXiv:2207.13728 (2022), submitted.

[47] J. Bourassa, F. Beaudoin, J. M. Gambetta,
and A. Blais, Phys. Rev. A 86, 013814
(2012).

[48] A. Gómez-León, T. Ramos, A. González-
Tudela, and D. Porras, Phys. Rev. A 106,
L011501 (2022).

[49] C. Gardiner and P. Zoller, Quantum
Noise. A Handbook of Markovian and
Non-Markovian Quantum Stochastic Meth-
ods with Applications to Quantum Optics
(Springer Berlin, Heidelberg, 2004).

[50] A. Y. Kitaev, Physics-Uspekhi 44, 131
(2001).

[51] L. Herviou, Topological Phases and Majo-
rana Fermions: Section 1.3., Thesis url, Uni-
versité Paris-Saclay (2017).

[52] J. Colpa, Physica A: Statistical Mechanics
and its Applications 134, 417 (1986).

[53] G. Engelhardt and T. Brandes, Physical Re-
view A 91, 053621 (2015).

[54] S. Ryu, A. P. Schnyder, A. Furusaki, and
A. W. W. Ludwig, New Journal of Physics
12, 065010 (2010).

[55] M. Z. Hasan and C. L. Kane, Rev. Mod.
Phys. 82, 3045 (2010).

[56] S. Yao and Z. Wang, Phys. Rev. Lett. 121,
086803 (2018).

[57] N. Okuma, K. Kawabata, K. Shiozaki, and
M. Sato, Phys. Rev. Lett. 124, 086801
(2020).

Accepted in Quantum 2023-05-08, click title to verify. Published under CC-BY 4.0. 22

https://doi.org/10.1038/nphoton.2014.248
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41566-017-0048-5
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41566-017-0048-5
https://doi.org/10.1063/5.0008046
https://doi.org/10.1063/5.0008046
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.125.180403
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.125.180403
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-020-19090-4
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-020-19090-4
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevResearch.4.013113
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevResearch.4.013113
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevResearch.3.033106
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevResearch.3.033106
https://doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/15/8/085001
https://doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/15/8/085001
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.8.031079
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.9.041015
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.99.235112
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.99.235112
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.121.086803
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.121.086803
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.105.064302
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.124.056802
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-020-16863-9
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-020-16863-9
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.103.033513
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.127.245701
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.105.052223
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.105.052223
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.123.170401
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.123.170401
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.6.041026
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.8.041031
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.122.143901
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.122.143901
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.127.213601
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.127.213601
https://doi.org/10.1038/181332a0
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4922348
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4922348
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aaa8525
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aaa8525
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.6.041026
https://arxiv.org/abs/2207.13728
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.86.013814
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.86.013814
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.106.L011501
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.106.L011501
https://doi.org/10.1070/1063-7869/44/10s/s29
https://doi.org/10.1070/1063-7869/44/10s/s29
https://pastel.archives-ouvertes.fr/tel-01651575
https://doi.org/10.1016/0378-4371(86)90057-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/0378-4371(86)90057-9
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.91.053621
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.91.053621
https://doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/12/6/065010
https://doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/12/6/065010
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.82.3045
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.82.3045
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.121.086803
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.121.086803
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.124.086801
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.124.086801


[58] L. Ruocco and A. Gómez-León, Phys. Rev.
B 95, 064302 (2017).

[59] C. M. Caves, Phys. Rev. D 26, 1817 (1982).
[60] A. A. Houck, H. E. Türeci, and J. Koch, Na-

ture Physics 8, 292 (2012).
[61] J. J. García-Ripoll, Quantum Information

and Quantum Optics with Superconducting
Circuits (Cambridge University Press, Cam-
bridge, 2022).

[62] C. Schneider, D. Porras, and T. Schaetz,
Reports on Progress in Physics 75, 024401
(2012).

[63] R. Blatt and C. F. Roos, Nature Physics 8,
277 (2012).

[64] M. Ludwig and F. Marquardt, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 111, 073603 (2013).

[65] A. Roy and M. Devoret, Comptes Ren-
dus Physique Quantum microwaves / Micro-
ondes quantiques, 17, 740 (2016).

[66] C. Eichler and A. Wallraff, EPJ Quantum
Technol. 1, 2 (2014).

[67] P. Kiefer, F. Hakelberg, M. Wittemer,
A. Bermúdez, D. Porras, U. Warring, and
T. Schaetz, Phys. Rev. Lett. 123, 213605
(2019).

[68] A. Bermudez, T. Schaetz, and D. Porras,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 107, 150501 (2011).

[69] A. Bermudez, T. Schaetz, and D. Porras,
New Journal of Physics 14, 053049 (2012).

[70] P. Roushan, C. Neill, A. Megrant, Y. Chen,
R. Babbush, R. Barends, B. Campbell,
Z. Chen, B. Chiaro, A. Dunsworth, et al.,
Nat. Phys. 13, 146 (2017).

[71] D. J. Gorman, P. Schindler, S. Selvarajan,
N. Daniilidis, and H. Häffner, Phys. Rev. A
89, 062332 (2014).

[72] M. Esposito, A. Ranadive, L. Planat,
S. Leger, D. Fraudet, V. Jouanny, O. Buis-
son, W. Guichard, C. Naud, J. Aumentado,
F. Lecocq, and N. Roch, Phys. Rev. Lett.
128, 153603 (2022).

[73] D. C. Brody, Journal of Physics A: Mathe-
matical and Theoretical 47, 035305 (2013).

Accepted in Quantum 2023-05-08, click title to verify. Published under CC-BY 4.0. 23

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.95.064302
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.95.064302
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.26.1817
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphys2251
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphys2251
https://doi.org/10.1088/0034-4885/75/2/024401
https://doi.org/10.1088/0034-4885/75/2/024401
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphys2252
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphys2252
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.111.073603
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.111.073603
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.crhy.2016.07.012
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.crhy.2016.07.012
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.crhy.2016.07.012
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjqt2
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjqt2
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.123.213605
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.123.213605
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.107.150501
https://doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/14/5/053049
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphys3930
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.89.062332
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.89.062332
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.128.153603
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.128.153603
https://doi.org/10.1088/1751-8113/47/3/035305
https://doi.org/10.1088/1751-8113/47/3/035305


A Input-output description of the TWPA
To describe the TWPA in terms of the input-output formalism [34, 49], we start by writing the quantum
Langevin equation for the photonic operators:

∂taj = −i
N−1∑
l=0

[
(Jj,l + iΓj,l)al +Kj,la

†
l

]
+ ξin

j , (70)

with the coupling terms:

Γj,l =
(4P − γ

2

)
δj,l + P (δj,l+1 + δj,l−1) , (71)

Jj,l = J
(
e−iφδj,l+1 + eiφδj,l−1

)
, (72)

Kj,l = gs + gc (δj,l+1 + δj,l−1) . (73)

The total noise operators in Eq. (70) are (do not confuse the pin
j operators with the quadrature operators

P out
j in the main text):

ξin
j (t) = −√γain

j (t) +
∑
m

√
P̄mR

∗
mjp

in
m
†(t), (74)

where Rml is a unitary matrix obtained from the eigenvalue decomposition:

Pj,l =
∑
m

P̄mR
∗
mjRml, (75)

and P̄m are real eigenvalues describing the collective rates for incoherent pumping associated to the
noise operators pin†

m (t).
To close the system of equations produced by Eq. (70), one just needs to define BdG spinors ~a(t) =

[a0(t), a1(t), . . . , a†0(t), a†1(t), . . .]T and ~ξin(t) = [ξin
0 (t), ξin

1 (t), . . . , ξin
0
†(t), ξin

1
†(t), . . .]T , to find:

∂t~a(t) = −iHnh~a(t) + ~ξin(t), (76)

where the 2N × 2N non-Hermitian dynamical matrix reads:

Hnh =
(
J + iΓ K
−K∗ −J∗ + iΓ∗

)
. (77)

and each block is an N × N matrix with elements from Eqs. (71)-(73). We can formally solve this
system of equations in terms of the Green’s function

G(ω) = (ω −Hnh)−1, (78)

after a Fourier transform of the operators ãj(ω) = (2π)−1/2 ∫ dteiωtaj(t). The solution can be written
as:

~a(ω) = iG(ω)~ξin(ω), (79)

where ~a(ω) = [a0(ω), a1(ω), . . . , a†0(−ω), a†1(−ω), . . .]T and ~ξin(ω) =
[ξin

0 (ω), ξin
1 (ω), . . . , ξin

0
†(−ω), ξin

1
†(−ω), . . .]T . From Eq. (79), we can write the explicit solution

for the Fourier transform of the operators as:

aj(ω) = i
N−1∑
l=0

[
Gj,l(ω)ξin

l (ω) +Gj,N+l(ω)ξin
l
†(−ω)

]
. (80)

Finally, from Eq. (80), the solution for G(ω) and the input-output relation:

aout
j (ω) = ain

j (ω) +√γaj(ω), (81)
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one can calculate arbitrary correlation functions of the output field.
To characterize the amplification properties, we are interested in the propagation of an input signal,

inserted at the edge, and detected at a particular site, j. For an input signal given by a coherent state
with amplitude α and frequency ωd, we can write the input field as the average value and fluctuations:

ain
j (ω) = 〈ain

j (ω)〉+ δain
j (ω), (82)

where 〈ain
j (t)〉 = αδj,0e

−iωdt. Similarly, the output field can be written in terms of its average value
and fluctuations:

aout
j (ω) = 〈aout

j (ω)〉+ δaout
j (ω), (83)

where the average value can be calculated using Eq. (81), to give:

〈aout
j (ω)〉 =αδ (ω − ωd) [δj,0 − iγGj,0 (ω)]

− iα∗δ (ω + ωd) γGj,N (ω) , (84)

which illustrates the presence of an output signal at two different frequencies, ±ωd, typically referred to
as signal and idler, respectively. From this, we can define the gain of the amplifier at signal frequency
and site j 6= 0 as:

Gj(ω) = γ2|Gj,0(ω)|2. (85)

Analogously, as we are also interested in the noise properties, we can calculate the noise added by the
amplifier at site j, namp

j (ω) = 〈δaout†
j (ω) δaout

j (ω)〉:

namp
j (ω) =γ2

N−1∑
l=0
|Gj,N+l (ω) |2

+ γ
N−1∑
l,l′=0

Pl′,lG
∗
j,l (ω)Gj,l′ (ω) , (86)

and the normalized noise-to-signal ratio:

nadd
j (ω) =

namp
j (ω)
Gj(ω) . (87)

B Topological analysis
We start from the expression for Hnh in terms of Pauli matrices, Eq. (28). Then, we can write the
doubled Hamiltonian in terms of the Pauli matrices acting on each subspace:

H(k, ω) =
∑
j,l

hj,l(k, ω)σj ⊗ τl, (88)

where σj acts on the Nambu spinor subspace and τj on the additional degree of freedom introduced to
write H. If we now consider the presence of TRS, which fulfills: T H(k, ω)∗T −1 = H(−k, ω), one finds
that it is always broken for φ 6= 0 mod (π), because the coefficient h0,x(k, ω) = ω + 2J sin(k) sin(φ)
has a relative sign change for k → −k which makes impossible to find a transformation that fulfills the
criteria for TRS. This means that PHS also must be broken, in order to have chiral symmetry, which
makes the system to belong to the AIII class, which is characterized by a Z topological invariant in
1D.

On the contrary, if φ = 0 mod (π), TRS is given by T = σz ⊗ τx (with T 2 = +1) and PHS results
in C = σz ⊗ τy (with C2 = −1). In that case the system belongs to the CI class, which is trivial in 1D.
The invariant for the AIII class:

W1(ω) =
∫ π

−π

dk

4πitr
[
τzH(k, ω)−1∂kH(k, ω)

]
, (89)
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correctly predicts the existence of topological amplification, however, it would be interesting to under-
stand the change produced by Pj,l, which makes trivial edge states to become topologically protected,
without changing the topological class.

For that, and due to the chiral symmetry, we can focus on one of the blocks ω −Hnh(k), where:

Hnh (k) =
[
−2J sin (k) sin (φ)− iγ2 + 4iP cos2

(
k

2

)]
σ0

+ i [gs + 2gc cos(k)]σy
+ [∆ + 2J cos(k) cos(φ)]σz, (90)

According to the standard classification of non-hermitian matrices [28], Hnh(k) has TRS implemented
by T− = σx, which makes it belong to the D† class in 1D. Its complex eigenvalues are:

E±(k) =− 2J sin (k) sin (φ)− iγ2 + 4iP cos2
(
k

2

)
(91)

±
√

[∆ + 2J cos(k) cos(φ)]2 − [gs + 2gc cos(k)]2,

and each of them results in a point gap, which is known to give a non-vanishing Winding number when
enclosing the origin:

W±(ω) = 1
2πi

∫ π

−π
∂k log [ω − E±(k)] dk (92)

Furthermore, the topological invariant from Eq. (89) can be re-written in terms of Hnh as:

W1(ω) =
∫ π

−π

dk

2iπ [ω −Hnh(k)]−1∂k[ω −Hnh(k)], (93)

and after some manipulations, it can be reduced to:

W1(ω) = W+(ω) +W−(ω). (94)

where we have used the spectral decomposition for Hnh(k) and noticed that only the contribution from
the winding of the eigenvalues contributes in this case.

C General Green’s function from decimation
When we rewrite Eq. (41) in terms of the eigenvalues and projectors of the matrix G0,0(ω)V−:

G0,0(ω)V− =
∑
α=±

λα(ω)Pα(ω), (95)

we find the following expression for the Green’s function:

Gj,0(ω) =
∑
α=±

eζα(ω)jPα(ω)G0,0(ω). (96)

where we have defined the inverse coherence length ζ±(ω) = log[λ±(ω)] and the projectors fulfill the
standard condition PnPm = Pnδn,m.

Notice that for non-hermitian matrices one needs to be careful with the meaning of the eigenvalues.
One could adopt the formalism of ref. [73], based on a biorthogonal basis of eigenvectors, or as it is
our case, skip the discussion of the eigenvectors and directly work with projectors. For that, one just
needs to determine the eigenvalues of the non-hermitian matrix, e.g., from its characteristic polynomial
det [G0,0(ω)V− − λ1] = 0, and then solve the matrix equations:

1 = P+ + P− (97)
G0,0(ω)V− = λ+P+ + λ−P− (98)

Its solution immediately gives the matrix form of the projectors, in terms of λ± and G0,0(ω)V−:

P± = ±G0,0(ω)V− − λ∓1
λ+ − λ−

. (99)
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D Analytical expressions in the semi-infinite limit
In this Appendix we detail the calculation of the amplifier properties in the semi-infinite limit.

To study the topological phase with local dissipation only, and calculate the different observables in
terms of the Green’s function, we start from Eq. (40) and the solution for the surface Green’s function
in Eq. (36), for the case gs,c/J = 1, φ = π/2 and ∆/J = 0:

G0,0 (ω) =

(
ω + iγ2 J
−J ω + iγ2

)
J2 +

(
ω + iγ2

)2 . (100)

As the relevant quantities for the calculation of an arbitrary Green’s function are just G0,0(ω)V±,
we can express them in terms of their eigenvalues and projectors. In particular for our choice of
parameters, we find that one of the eigenvalues is always zero, which means that we can write:

G0,0(ω)V− =λ1P1, (101)
G0,0(ω)V+ =λ2P2, (102)

where the eigenvalues and projectors are given by:

λ1 = 2iJ
ω − i

(
J − γ

2
) , P1 = 1

2

(
1 −i
i 1

)
, (103)

λ2 = −2iJ
ω + i

(
J + γ

2
) , P2 = 1

2

(
1 i
−i 1

)
. (104)

For the calculation of the gain at site j we are just required to find Gj,0(ω):

Gj(ω) =γ2|Gj,0(ω)|2 = γ2|[G0,0(ω)V−]jG0,0(ω)|2

=γ2|ej log(λ1)P1G0,0(ω)|2

= γ24j−1J2j[
ω2 +

(γ
2 − J

)2]j+1 . (105)

One can proceed in a similar way for the calculation of the noise-to-signal ratio. The main difference
is that now the projector P2 and the eigenvalue λ2, are also required. From Eq. (18) one can see
that the sum over l requires to explicitly evaluate Eq. (40) for both, l ≤ j and l ≥ j separately.
Particularizing for each case the expression for the Green’s function, we find the following:

Gj,l≤j =P1G0,0e
(j−l) log λ1 (106)

+ P1P2G0,0

l∑
r=0

e(j−r) log λ1+(l−r) log λ2 ,

Gj,l≥j =P2G0,0e
(l−j) log λ2 (107)

+ P1P2G0,0

j∑
r=0

e(j−r) log λ1+(l−r) log λ2 ,

where the sums over r can be easily evaluated. From the final result we just need to select the anomalous
component of the Green’s function, G1,2

j,l , which is the required term Gj,N+l(ω). Finally, we are left
with calculating

∑∞
l=0 |Gj,N+l(ω)|2, which we separate into

∑j−1
l=0 |Gj,N+l(ω)|2 and

∑∞
l=j |Gj,N+l(ω)|2

for the corresponding cases in Eqs. (106) and (107). This results in the analytical value plotted in
Fig. 12.
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