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We examine the possibility of artificial Hawking radiation by proposing a non-PT -symmetric
weakly pseudo-Hermitian two-band model containing a tilting parameter by pursuingWeyl semimetal
blackhole analogy. We determine the tunneling probability using such a Hamiltonian through the
event horizon that acts as a classically forbidden barrier.
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I. Introduction

Non-Hermitian quantum mechanics is an emerging field of interest with a wide range of applications
[1, 2]. In particular, the sub-class embodying PT -symmetry has proved to be an area of continuous
activity [3, 4]. In fact, over the past two decades a large family of exactly solvable PT -symmetric
systems has been discovered reflecting their intriguing spectral properties. Briefly, PT -symmetry
addresses a complex extension of quantum mechanics that is controlled by the combined actions of
parity (P) and time reversal (T ) transformations [3] namely, P : x → −x, p → −p, T : x →
x, p → −p, i → −i. Non-Hermitian Hamiltonians undergo non-unitary evolution and generally
describe open systems through gain and loss of particles.

Hamiltonians respecting PT -symmetry may exhibit, under certain condition related to PT being
exact, real spectra of eigenvalues, implying balanced loss and gain. However, PT -symmetry is neither
necessary nor sufficient for the reality of the spectrum. An exceptional point (EP) appears where
symmetry breaking occurs [5, 6]. In such a situation one finds the eigenvalues corresponding to two
states to coalesce and the accompanying eigenfunctions become linearly dependent with respect to each
other. However, in approaching the EP, the phases of the eigenfunctions may not show robustness, as
a consequence information from outside may leak into the system [7]. EPs play an important role in
the characterization of non-Hermitian Hamiltonians. For a recent survey of the existence of an EPs
see [8–10].

The idea of PT -symmetry has found extension in the formulation of pseudo-Hermiticity. For
the pseudo-Hermitian operators one takes recourse to the concept bi-orthogonality of wavefunctions
[11,12]. The Hamiltonian H is called pseudo-Hermitian if there exists a Hermitian invertible operator
η satisfying

H† = ηHη−1 (1.1)
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where the Hermitian conjugation is taken in the Hilbert space that is endowed with a specific inner
product. A subtle point concerning the role of (1.1) in non-Hermitian systems may be made here.
Consider a simple 2 × 2 matrix model with η = σz. We recognize η to be Hermitian and indefinite
in character, i.e. with eigenvalues ±1. This implies that η can act as an indefinite metric in a Krein
space, as elaborated in [13, 14], so that H itself is self-adjoint in such a Krein space. But operators
self-adjoint in Krein spaces are known to have a spectrum which, in general, is symmetric with regard
to the real axis in the complex spectral plane. This means that such an H can have pairwise complex
conjugate eigenvalues as well as EP-type degenerate eigenvalues. Concerning the discussion in [12],
the reality of the spectrum of H holds not for general (indefinite) η but only for the class of η+ which
are assumed as positive definite Hilbert space metrics. In the literature, this difference is emphasized
by referring this subclass of pseudo-Hermitian H with η = η+ as quasi-Hermitian ones.

Like for unbroken PT systems, pseudo-Hermitian systems can be constructed to encounter full
balance of loss and gain (see, for example, [15] and references therein). However, in what follows, we
will focus on a weak pseudo-Hermitian operator η that is not restricted to be Hermitian [16]. Such a
relaxation opens up possibility of connecting to a wider class of non-Hermitian systems [17–20].

Lately, much interest has been focused on the issue of phases that are special to non-Hermitian
systems and do not appear in the Hermitian setups [21–24]. In particular, PT -symmetry is observed
to have a subtle role to play in stable nodal points for gapped and gapless semimetals [25, 26] where
Bloch bands constitute invariants. Of course, non-Hermitian support for stable phases has been
in the news for sometime [27, 28]. That band crossing is prevalent in three-dimensional systems is
known for sometime. Because of the role of PT -symmetry, stable nodal points may occur in lesser
dimensions [29].

A point was made a few years ago about the question of whether real black holes can emit Hawk-
ing radiation and whether non-trivial information can be gathered about about Planckian physics [30].
Very recently, De Beule et al [24] (see also [31]) have made an explicit analysis of the existence of arti-
ficial event horizon in Weyl semimetal heterostructures. The electronic analogs of stimulated Hawking
emission was studied and physical observables were addressed in the context of Weyl semimetal black
hole analogs. A related work [32] looked at the PT symmetry-protected cones and analogue Hawking
radiation was explored.

The aim of this note is to propose a weak pseudo-Hermitian two-band model containing a tilting
parameter that reveals the signature of an artificial Hawking radiation. Towards this end, we review
briefly in section 2 the background of the two-band structure where we justify how an artificial Hawking
radiation can plausibly take place. In section 3, we calculate the contribution of such a Hamiltonian
to the tunneling. Finally, in section 4, we present a summary.

II. Pseudo-Hermitian Hamiltonian

To begin with, we write down a tilted Weyl Hamiltonian distorted in the x-direction [32]

H = ξpx¶+ ~p · ~σ (2.1)

where ξ ∈ ℜ is the tilting parameter, ¶ is the three-dimensional identity matrix, ~p is the three-
dimensional momentum with components (px, py, pz), ~σ’s are a set of Pauli matrices (σx, σy, σz) which
are Hermitian and unitary and set the Fermi velocity to be 1. The accompanying energy eigenvalues
can be readily evaluated

E± = ξpx ±
√

p2x + p2y + p2z (2.2)

where the two signs reflect two zones of a cone, the upper and lower, in the energy-momentum
space. Weyl semimetals with tilted nodes admit black and white hole analogs [31, 33]. Experimental
discovery of Weyl and Dirac semimetals (see, for example, [34]) has led to intense study of the Weyl
Hamiltonian [24, 31, 35]. The study of H reveals that the Weyl cones touch when the two energies
become equal and may cross the Fermi level if overtilting happens (|ξ| > 1). The existence of strongly
tilted Weyl cones has been proposed to exist in layered transition metals [26].
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Adopting the standard tetrad representation [24,32,33]

H = eiapiσ
a + ei0pi¶ (2.3)

where e
µ
α are the vielbiens satisfying the orthonormality condition eaµe

µ
b = δba, µ, α = (0, x, y, z) and

i, a = (x, y, z) subject to the inner product-signature constraint

gµν = eµαe
ν
αη

αβ (2.4)

where ηαβ = diag(−1, 1, 1, 1) is the Minkowski metric of flat spacetime, comparison with (2.1) yields
for the line element

ds2 = gµνdx
µdxν = −(1− ξ2)dt2 + 2ξdxdt+ dx2 (2.5)

|ξ| = 1 represents the event horizon. Through critical-tilting of the cone, a phase transition takes
place and emission of Hawking-like radiation can be envisaged due to pair production that involve
pairs of light-like particles and their anti-particles. As remarked by Carlip [36] for a black hole that is
initially formed as a result of collapse of matter in a pure quantum state and subsequently evaporating
completely into Hawking radiation, a transition is represented from a pure state to a mixed state
thereby violating unitarity, a situation unfamiliar in standard quantum mechanics. However, if the
Hawking radiation is involved in a pure state, this would appear to require correlations are implied
between the early and late Hawking particles that otherwise were not in causal contact (see [37]). Note
that Hawking radiation [38] refers to thermal radiation emitted by a black hole off its event horizon if
the quantum effects are taken into account. The contention is that pair production leads to one of the
particles escaping the boundary of the black hole to infinite space leaving the other of negative energy
returning into it. Incessant transitions of negative energy particles back into the black hole inevitably
reduces its mass until the whole black hole disappears into a cloud of radiation. In this way, an analogy
has been drawn between Weyl semimetals with inhomogeneous tilting and spacetime conforming to
black holes triggering off the idea of an artificial Hawking radiation in Weyl semimetals [33,39–41].

Consider the following non-Hermitian Hamiltonian of a topologically insulated two- band model

H = pxσ
x + pyσ

y + ι(pz − λpx)σ
z, λ ∈ R (2.6)

where the third term in the right specifies the presence of non-Hermiticity that contains tilting in the
x-direction, with λ signifies the coupling strength. One can easily check that H does not commute
with the PT operator. Actually, the explicit presence of the py term in (2.6) spoils the PT character
of H.

For H, the corresponding eigenvalue problem gives

|H − κI| = 0 =⇒ κ2 = p2x + p2y − (pz − λpx)
2 (2.7)

implying the existence of a pair of eigenvalues

κ± = ±
√

(p2x + p2y)− (pz − λpx)2 (2.8)

with the associated eigenvectors





ι(pz − λpx) +
√

(p2x + p2y)− (pz − λpx)2

px + ιpy
, 1





T

,





ι(pz − λpx)−
√

(p2x + p2y)− (pz − λpx)2

px + ιpy
, 1





T

(2.9)

where T stands for the transpose. It is readily seen from (2.8) that for the condition λ+ =
pz+

√
p2x+p2y

px
the eigenvalues κ+ and κ− coincide to become vanishing and the associated eigenvectors coalesce

to the form

[

− ι
√

p2x+p2y
px+ιpy

, 1

]T

(similarly, for λ− =
pz−

√
p2x+p2y

px
, the associated eigenvectors coalesce
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to

[

ι
√

p2x+p2y
px+ιpy

, 1

]T

). Thus κ1 = κ2 = 0 could be identified as the EP and passing through it is

accompanied by a spontaneous symmetry breaking of eigenstates and a change of the eigenvalues
implying a crossover from their real character to a pair of complex entities. At the EP we have the
relation

p±z = λpx ±
√

p2x + p2y (2.10)

On comparing with its Hermitian counterpart of H, namely

H = λpx¶+ pxσ
x + pyσ

y (2.11)

whose energy eigenvalues read

E± = λpx ±
√

p2x + p2y (2.12)

one easily observes that E± and p±z are interchangeable entities affording p±z to be interpreted as a
Hamiltonian-like operator.

We offer an interesting interpretation here. Although H is not entirely PT -symmetric by itself,
we can treat it as a combination of two Hamiltonians one of which is Hermitian (Hh) while the other
is weak pseudo-Hermtian (Hw) with respect to PT . Interfacing the Hermitian and non-Hermitian
systems has been a topic of interest in the literature [42,43]. Thus, we write

H = Hh +Hw (2.13)

where

Hh = pyσ
y (2.14)

Hw = pxσ
x + ι(pz − λpx)σ

z (2.15)

While the Hermiticity of Hh is trivial, the weak pseudo-Hermiticity of Hw follows from the condition

H†
w = ρHwρ

−1 (2.16)

as is evident on employing ρ = −ισx(6= ρ†). However, it should be borne in mind that Hw is not ρ-
symmetric. The operator ρ is not invariant under the conventional transformation of PT . Examples
of Hamiltonians endowed with the property of weak pseudo-Hermiticity but not being PT -symmetric
have been explicitly constructed before [17].

It needs to be emphasized that in the scheme of [32], the idea of PT -symmetry preservation was
pursued. The latter was defined in terms of an operator P and a non-conventional K-matrix such
that KK∗ = 1, P2 = 1, and KP∗ = PK. At first sight, it appears that such a model differs in
spirit from the present work. However, a little observation reveals that this is not so. In fact, using
standard Pauli matrix representations for P and K namely, P = σy,K = σz which imply PK = iσx,
it turns out that HPK = σxH

∗
PKσx. Resolving this matrix constraint generates a general structure

HPT = a1I2 + ia2σz + b1σx − b2σy, where the coefficients ar and br, with r = 1, 2 are constants.
Obviously, this HPK appearing in [32] structurally coincides with our (2.13) - (2.15).

Focusing on Hw, the eigenvalue problem |Hw − κI| = 0 transforms to

κ2 = p2x − (pz − λpx)
2 (2.17)

showing that the eigenvalues of Hw are ±
√

p2x − (pz − λpx)2 with the corresponding eigenvectors

[

ι(pz − λpx)−
√

p2x − (pz − λpx)2

px + ιpy
, 1

]T

,

[

ι(pz − λpx) +
√

p2x − (pz − λpx)2

px + ιpy
, 1

]T

(2.18)
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The eigenvalues κ+ and κ− both collapse to zero-value when the condition λ+ = pz
px

+ 1 is imposed.

The system thus has an EP here where the eigenvectors coalesce to the form [−ι, 1]T (for λ− = pz
px

− 1,

the eigenvectors coalesce to [ι, 1]T ). At the EP we obtain the underlying result

p±z = px ± λ|px| (2.19)

For Hw, the corresponding Hermitian Hamiltonian is

Hh = pxσ
x + λpx¶ (2.20)

which supports the energy eigenvalues

E± = px ± λ|px| (2.21)

The forms of E± and p±z are similar. One checks that (2.16) and (2.18) are respectively reduced versions
of (2.8) and (2.10) when py is absent.

Employing the same arguments leading to (2.5), here too with the Hamiltonian Hh results in a
similar metric containing the coupling parameter λ and with an additional presence of a term dy2. If
we consider a slice of y = constant, then the latter contribution drops out and the metric transforms
to the Schwarzschild black hole in Painlevé-Gullstrand coordinates [32,44,45]

ds2 = −
(

1− 2M
r

)

dτ2 + 2

√

2M
r

drdτ + dr2 (2.22)

with evident identifications of x with r, and t with τ , the Painlevé time and fixing λ as the quantity
√

2M
r
, M denoting the mass of the black hole. In arriving at (2.19) we used the tetrad formalism for

the Hermitian Hamiltonian Hh. We now turn to the process of tunneling across the black hole horizon.

III. Tunneling probability

The tunneling probability of the Hawking radiation is simple to compute [32,46–48]. The contribution
comes from the first and third terms of the right side of H. In our case, we evaluate the tunneling from
the weak pseudo-Hermitian part (2.13) which is our guiding Hamiltonian. In fact, the y-component
cannot be present in Hw to preserve its weak pseudo-Hermiticity.

The particle escaping from the black hole has an energy ω and so the mass of black hole is reduced
from from M to M − ω. More precisely, when the pair production is happening inside the event
horizon, the positive energy particle will tunnel out [46,49,50]. The region between rin (radius before
the emission of the particle) and rout (radius after the emission of the particle) that separates the
two points serves as a possible barrier for the tunneling particle to go across. The particle created
during pair creation would have an energy below the acting barrier, thereby replicating a classically
prohibited zone. Since the action in this region is imaginary, we may effectively estimate the tunnelling
probability using the semiclassical WKB approximation.

For our calculation of the tunneling corresponding to the weak pseudo-Hermitian component Hw

of H, the procedure is standard as elucidated in [49]. The situation that we encounter resembles a
contrived scenario of Hawking radiation, where the pair production of particles occurs near the event
horizon of the black hole, which is given by the metric (2.22), the event horizon playing a potential
barrier for the outgoing particle. Using the Legendre transformation, the associated Lagrangian Lw

for Hw can be expressed as

Lw = pr · ṙ −Hw (3.1)

We focus on the condition of κ = 0 at the EP. From (2.8) which then reads p2x − (pz − λpx)
2 = 0

in the absence of py we get, after carrying out the identifications mentioned when dealing with (2.22),
the following expression

5



pr = −
√
2Mrpz

r − 2M − rpz

r − 2M (3.2)

where we have chosen the negative sign for the outgoing particle. Using (3.1) and considering expansion
in the neighbourhood of r = 2M , the imaginary part of the action (ζ =

∫

Lwdt) appearing in the
tunneling probability Γ ∼ e−2Im(ζ) is straightforwardly given by

Imζ = Im

∫ 2(M−ω)

2M

(

−
√
2Mrpz − rpz

r − 2M

)

· dr (3.3)

where the contribution of the second term from (3.1) is dropped because at the exceptional point
where the two eigenstates coalesce, the time taken for the transition is rather small and hence the
neglect of the integral over dt is justified [5, 51]. Indeed as pointed out by Heiss [5], the EP, serving
as a critical point, could be interpreted as a turning point and further that for the level splitting by
a potential barrier, the feature of quantum tunneling is associated with the coalescence of two levels
at an appropriate value of the barrier strength.

To determine the integral in (3.3) we make the substituion of r − 2M = r∗ so that dr = dr∗ so
that (3.3) is re-expressible as

Imζ = Im

∫ −2ω

0

(

−
√

2M(2M + r∗)

r∗
pz −

(2M+ r∗)

r∗
pz

)

dr∗ (3.4)

Evaluation of this integral in (3.4) can be done by Taylor expansion of the integrand and concen-
trating on the pole around r = 0. Using the Cauchy integral formula

∫

C
dz
z
dz = 2πι, we obtain the

value 8πMpz so that the particle-contribution to the tunneling probability Γ is given by the following
result

Γ ∼ e−2Im(ζ) = e−16πMpz (3.5)

We want to point out that the expression for tunneling probability is not unique and quite often
variations from the Parikh-Wilczek estimate [49] of 8πM are noticed in the literature (see, for example,
[46]). The effects of rotation can also have an impact on the tunneling probability [52]. When compared
with the work of [49], we find that the argument of the exponential in (3.5) has a value which is a
factor of 2 too large. On inspection we find that from (3.5) that the exponential can be compared

with the Boltzmann factor (e
− ω

TH ) for a particle with energy ω that is getting emitted. Here TH is the
temperature of the corresponding Hawking radiation. We remark here that although the structural
nature of our model and that of [32] coincides, the feature of Hawking radiation, including the estimate
in (3.5), drawn from our analysis of the location of EPs, differs from it.

It is relevant to mention that experimental studies of artificial Hawking radiation in ultra-soft
laser pulse filaments have been carried out in [53] by creating an effective flowing medium that mimics
certain characteristic features of black hole physics. Indeed analogous black hole horizons may be
duplicated with photon emissions similar to Hawking radiation [54].

IV. Summary

Against the background of some recent works on artificial event horizons, we have set up in this
paper, a Hamiltonian relevant for a tilted two band model that goes with the spirit of modeling a
Weyl semimetal. Our proposed Hamiltonian is weakly pseudo-Hermitian rather than PT -symmetric.
The notion of weak pseudo-Hermiticity extends the definition of the underlying operators to exclude
the constraint of the operator to be Hermitian. However, our Hamiltonian is not PT -symmetric.
Moreover, our scheme reflects similar features of a Schwarzschild black hole when translated to the
Painléve -Gullstrand coordinates. By writing down the action whose imaginary part contributes to
the tunneling effect, we have provided an estimate of the tunneling probability. Some comparison
remarks are made in this regard.

6



V. Acknowledgment

We thank Rahul Ghosh for valuable discussions. We also thank the referee for constructive remarks.
One of us (SS) thanks Shiv Nadar University for the grant of a research fellowship.

VI. Data availability statement

All data supporting the findings of this study are included in the article.

7



References

[1] Y. Ashida, Z. Gong, M. Ueda, Adv. Phys. 69, 249 (2020).

[2] N. Moiseyev, Non-Hermitian quantum mechanics (Cambridge University Press, 2011).

[3] C.M. Bender and S. Boettcher, Phys. Rev. Lett. 80, 5243 (1998).

[4] R. El-Ganainy, K. G. Makris, M. Khajavikhan, Z. H. Musslimani, S. Rotter and D. N.
Christodoulides, Nature Phys. 14, 11 (2018).

[5] W. D. Heiss, J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 45, 444016 (2012).

[6] F. Correa and M. L. Plyushchay, Phys. Rev. D 86, 085028 (2012).

[7] H. Eleuch and I. Rotter, Int. J. Theor. Phys. 54, 3877 (2015).

[8] F. M. Fernández, Symmetry and degeneracy, exceptional point and coalescence: a pedagogical
approach, arXiv:2108.08287 (quant.ph).

[9] B. Bagchi, R. Ghosh and S. Sen, Europhys. Lett. 137, 50004 (2022)

[10] T. T. Sergeev, A. A. Zyablovsky, E. S. Andrianov, Yu. E. Lozovik, Phase transition at exceptional
point in Hermitian systems, arXiv:2207.01862 (physics.optics).

[11] A. Mostafazadeh, J. Math. Phys. 43, 205 (2002).

[12] A. Mostafazadeh, Int. J. Geom. Methods Mod. Phys. 7, 1191 (2010).

[13] S. Albeverio, U. Guenther and S. Kuzhel, J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 42, 105205 (2009).

[14] U. Guenther and S. Kuzhel, J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 43, 392002 (2010).

[15] L. Luo, J. Luo, H. Chu and Y. Lai, Adv. Photonics Res. 2, 2000081 (2021).

[16] L. Solombrino, J. Math. Phys. 43, 5439 (2002).

[17] B. Bagchi and C. Quesne, Phys. Lett. A 301, 173 (2002).

[18] Z. Ahmed, Phys. Lett. A 294, 287 (2002).

[19] M. Znojil, Phys. Lett. A 353, 463 (2006).

[20] A. Mostafazadeh, J. Math. Phys. 47, 092101 (2006).

[21] E. J. Bergholtz, J. C. Budich and F. K. Kunst, Rev. Mod. Phys. 93, 015005 (2021).

[22] Y. Xu, F. Zhang and C. Zhang, Phys. Rev. Lett. 115, 265304 (2015).

[23] Y. Xu, S. T. Wang and L. M. Duan, Phys. Rev. Lett. 118, 045701 (2017).

[24] C. De Beule, S. Groenendijk, T. Meng and T. L. Schmidt, Sci.Post Phys. 11, 095 (2021).

[25] M.O. Goerbig, Rev. Mod. Phys. 83, 1193 (2011).

[26] N.P. Armitage, E.J. Mele and A. Vishwanath, Rev. Mod. Phys. 90, 015001 (2018).

[27] S. Weimann, M. Kremer, Y. Plotnik, Y. Lumer, S. Nolte, K. G. Makris, M. Segev, M. C. Rechts-
man and A. Szameit, Nat. Mater. 16, 433 (2017).

[28] C. Yuce and Z. Oztas, Scientific Reports 8, 17416 (2018).

[29] M. V. Berry, Czech. J. Phys. 54, 1039 (2004).

8
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