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We show that a local non-Hermitian perturbation in a Hermitian lattice system generically induces
scale-free localization for the continuous-spectrum eigenstates. When the perturbation lies at a finite
distance to the boundary, the scale-free eigenstates are promoted to exponentially localized modes,
whose number is proportional to the distance. Furthermore, when the local non-Hermitian pertur-
bation respects parity-time (PT ) symmetry, the PT symmetry breaking is always accompanied by
the emergence of scale-free or exponential localization. Intriguingly, we find a concise band-structure
condition, which tells not only when the continuous-spectrum PT breaking of scale-free modes can
occur, but also the precise PT -breaking energy window. Our results uncover a series of unexpected
generic phenomena induced by a local non-Hermitian perturbation, which has interesting interplay
with PT symmetry.

Introduction. Non-Hermiticity of a Hamiltonian often
arises in open or non-equilibrium systems [1, 2]. It in-
duces remarkable phenomena such as unidirectional in-
visibility [3, 4], single-mode lasing [5, 6], and enhanced
sensitivity [7–10]. Many of them are related to the
parity-time (PT ) symmetric Hamiltonians, which gen-
erally have two phases when their parameters are varied,
namely the PT -exact and PT -broken phases, for which
the eigen-energies are real and complex, respectively [11–
15]. They are bridged by the PT breaking transition at
the exceptional points (EPs).

Recently, progress in non-Hermitian topological phases
has revealed the non-Hermitian skin effect (NHSE) [16–
26], the aggregation of eigenstates near boundaries, which
underlines a striking modification of bulk-boundary cor-
respondence in non-Hermitian systems. Whereas NHSE
stems from the non-Hermiticity of the entire system, an-
other common scenario in non-Hermitian physics is that
the system is subject to local non-Hermiticity. For ex-
ample, it is often the case that the gain or loss occurs
only at the boundaries, preserving the Hermiticity of the
bulk system [27–34]. The system can be modeled by a
Hermitian Hamiltonian with local non-Hermitian terms.

In this paper, we show that, in one-dimensional Hermi-
tian lattice systems, local non-Hermiticity at boundaries
generally gives rise to a scale-free localization, for which
the spatial decay length of eigenstates is proportional
to the system size, such that the eigenstates retain the
same profiles if the system size is taken as the measure of
length. The phenomenon is robust and generic. As such,
it fundamentally differs from the scale-free NHSE under
global non-Hermiticity, which requires fine tuning certain
parameters [35–37]. More surprisingly, when the local
non-Hermiticity is located at a finite distance to bound-
ary, it also brings about a collection of bound states that
exponentially localize to the impurity. The localization
length and population of bound modes rely on the dis-
tance but are independent of the system size. Further-
more, when the local non-Hermiticity respects PT sym-
metry, we find that the emergence of scale-free or bound

FIG. 1. Scale-free localization for model Eq. (1). (a) Eigen-
values in the complex plane with g = 1. The inset shows the
averaged imaginary part of energy ⟨Im(E)⟩ for varying 1/L.
(b) Eigenvalue-resolved mean positions. The eigenstate index
is arranged in the ascending order of the eigenvalue imaginary
part. The inset gives a typical wave function profile exhibit-
ing scale-free localization. For (a) and (b), t = 1.

states always coincide with PT breaking. Unexpectedly,
the PT breaking associated with scale-free modes under
open boundary conditions (OBC) is dictated by a sim-
ple band-structure-based criterion, which also tells the
energy window of PT breaking.
Scale-free localization from local non-Hermitian pertur-

bation. To be concrete, we start with a simple model:

H =

L−1∑

j=1

t(|j⟩⟨j + 1|+ |j + 1⟩⟨j|) + ig|1⟩⟨1|, (1)

where the first two terms describe nearest hopping with
a real parameter t, the last term represents a boundary
gain controlled by g. OBC has been built in the Hamil-
tonian. Let an eigenstate be |ψ⟩ =

∑
j ψj |j⟩, then the

eigen-equation in the bulk reads t(ψj−1 + ψj+1) = Eψj ,
whose characteristic equation is given by t(β+β−1) = E.
This allows the eigenstate ansatz:

ψj(β) = c1β
j + c2β

−j , (2)

where c1, c2 are coefficients determined by boundary con-
ditions. Applying the ansatz to the real-space eigen-
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equation H|ψ(β)⟩ = E|ψ(β)⟩, OBC results in a zero de-
terminant condition:

det

[
igβ − t igβ−1 − t
tβL+1 tβ−(L+1)

]
= 0. (3)

The spectrum of the Hamiltonian Eq. (1) is complex [Fig.
1(a)], which demands non-unitary solutions, i.e., |β| ≠ 1,
since |β| = 1 always gives real eigenvalues. If |β|L ≫ 1 for
a large system (L≫ 1), Eq. (3) reduces to tβL+1(igβ−1−
t) = 0, which could be satisfied by a bound state solution
β ≃ ig/t when |g| > t ; the case for |β|L ≪ 1 is similar.
However, the Hamiltonian has L eigenvalues; thus, the
rest of the solutions should scale as |β|L ∼ O(1) even
for L ≫ 1. Therefore, to the leading order of L−1, the
solution approximately satisfies

|β| ≃ ec/L, (4)

where c is size independent (it is generally eigenstate-
dependent), so that |β|L = ec ∼ O(1). This displays
a scale-free localization, i.e., the decay length is propor-
tional to the system size. The (right) eigenstate profile
respects a scale invariance |ψL(x)| ≃ ecx/L ≃ |ψsL(sx)|,
with s being a scaling factor. This feature can be fur-
ther demonstrated by a eigenvalue-resolved mean posi-
tion ⟨x⟩n =

∑L
j=1 |ψn,j |2j/

∑L
j=1 |ψn,j |2. As plotted in

Fig. 1 (b), ⟨x⟩n for the non-Hermitian case (g = 1) devi-
ates from the uniform distribution (g = 0), and the curve
shows a perfect self-similarity upon varying system size
(with appropriately scaling the coordinates and eigen-
value index). In addition, it is evident that the imagi-
nary part of eigenvalues are proportional inversely to the
system size L because ImE ∝ |β| − |β−1| ≈ 2c/L, which
agrees with Fig. 1 (a). From our analysis, it is clear that
the scale-free localization is a generic consequence of a
local non-Hermitian perturbation to a Hermitian lattice
Hamiltonian [38, 39].
Accumulation of bound states. Moving the position

of the non-Hermitian impurity away from the boundary,
we unveil another interesting consequence: Aside from
scale-free modes, a local (even single-site) non-Hermitian
impurity can induce arbitrary number of exponentially
localized modes. The localization length (ξloc) and pop-
ulation of these modes depend on the distance between
the impurity and the boundary, but not on the system
size. For concreteness, we replace the non-Hermitian
term in the model in Eq. (1) by ig|d⟩⟨d|, meaning that
the distance between impurity and boundary is d. The
insets in Fig. 2 (a) show that there are a bunch of eigen-
modes aggregating to the impurity, and they have a size-
independent imaginary part of the eigenvalues (isolated
from the continuous spectrum) and localization length.
Like the case of Eq. (1), the eigenvalues here follow E =
t(β + β−1), while the eigenstate wave function takes the

general form: |ψ⟩ =
∑

1≤j<d ψ
(1)
j |j⟩ + ∑

d≤j≤L ψ
(2)
j |j⟩,

with ψ
(ν)
j = aνβ

j + bνβ
−j (ν = 1, 2). By adapting the
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FIG. 2. (a) Localization length extracted from exactly diag-
onalized wave function and theory, where only ξloc ≤ 500 is
shown; the insets show exemplified eigenvalues and eigenstate
profile for different system size. t = 1, d = 50, and g = 2 are
used. (b) Localization length (ξloc ≤ 500) and the number of
bound states (the inset) as a function of impurity strength g,
t = 1, d = 50.

bulk equation to the boundary and the impurity in the
thermodynamic limit (L → ∞, but 1 ≪ d ≪ L), we
obtain the equation for localized modes:

igβ2d+1 − tβ2 − igβ + t = 0, (5)

in which |β| < 1 is imposed to ensure the states be-
ing piled up to the impurity. Numerically solving this
equation (taking d = 50), we obtain d localized modes,
whose localization lengths agree well with that (ξloc =
1/| ln |β||) extracted from eigenstate wave functions for
L = 500 and 1000, as shown in Fig. 2. Moreover, Fig. 2
(b) shows that, while varying the strength of impurity
can substantially affect the localization length, the expo-
nential localization is obtained for a wide range of g.
Notably, exponentially localized modes from Eq. (5)

can be viewed as scale-free modes with respect to the
subsystem between the boundary and impurity, given
that the localization length is comparable with the length
of the subsystem: |β| ∼ ec/d. Meanwhile, they are ex-
ponentially localized modes for the whole system since
d≪ L. Moreover, the localized modes arising from local
non-Hermiticity here differ sharply from the Hermitian
counterpart [by removing i in Eq. (5)], where only a few
localized modes are obtained (not proportional to d).
PT breaking and localization. We now show that, if

a system with local non-Hermitian perturbation respects
PT symmetry, an intriguing interplay arises between PT
breaking and scale-free (or exponential) localization. Let
us consider a PT -symmetric Hamiltonian H = H0 + V ,
where V is a local non-Hermitian perturbation lying at
or near the boundaries, and H0 is a one-dimensional (1D)
Hermitian chain with L sites. Specifically, H0 contains
nth nearest-neighbor hopping with parameter tn(∈ C)
and can be well adapted to periodic boundary conditions
(PBC) or OBC. To solve the eigenstates and eigenvalues,

one takes the wave function ansatz ψj =
∑2M

µ=1 cµβ
j
µ (cµ

takes different values for intervals partitioned by in-bulk
impurities), where βµ satisfies the characteristic equation
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FIG. 3. (a) Phase diagram for an open chain driven by
boundary gain and loss. The color map shows Pcom. The
system size is L = 100. (b) The eigenvalue-resolved mean
position ⟨x⟩n (upper, left ticks, black) and the imaginary part
of eigenvalue (lower, right ticks, orange), where band index is
arranged in the ascending order of eigenvalue real part. (c)
Band structure of H0. When t2 > t1/4, the curve has two
local minima and the shadow region covers the energy range
that allows PT breaking. (d) Eigenvaues in complex plane
(with L = 100). The real parts of complex eigenvalues fall
into the shadowed energy range in (c). In all plots, t1 = 1.

E =
∑M

n=1 tnβ
n+t∗nβ

−n, with the same energy E. Legit-
imate E is determined by the boundary condition and/or
eigen-equations near impurities. In the PT -exact phase,
we know a prior that E must be real, so that at least
two of the corresponding βµ’s are on the unit circle, i.e.,
β = eik with real momentum k, and their contributions
dominate the wave function in the bulk [40]. The real-
valuedness of E dictates that V cannot drag β away from
the unit circle and therefore the eigenstates remain ex-
tended (see Ref.[41] for more details). In the PT -broken
phase, however, complex energies enforce |β| ≠ 1, which
corresponds to either a scale-free or bound state. There-
fore, we conclude that the PT symmetry breaking arising
from local non-Hermiticity is always accompanied by the
emergence of scale-free or (and) exponential localization.

PT breaking criterion under OBC. Furthermore, we
find that PT breaking associated with the scale-free
modes, referred to as continuous-spectrum PT breaking,
has an unexpected interplay with boundary conditions.
It turns out that the continuous-spectrum PT breaking
due to boundary non-Hermiticity occurs under PBC if
the perturbation is strong enough [41]. In sharp con-
trast, we find that, under OBC, the (unperturbed) band
structure dictates the PT breaking.

We state the conclusion first: For an open chain with

band structure given by {En(k)} (single or multiple
band) in momentum space, the PT symmetry break-
ing (of continuous spectrum) arising from boundary non-
Hermiticity can only take place at energies with more
than one pair of equal-energy points. For instance, PT
breaking can occur for the system with the red band
curve in Fig. 3 (c) in the shadowed energy window, where
four equal-energy points exist, while it is prohibited for
the blue band curve, as only two equal-energy points ex-
ist.
We demonstrate the mechanism in the following by as-

suming the single band, though extension to multi-band
cases is straightforward. The physics can be understood
by investigating the formation of EPs during PT break-
ing, which requires the coalescence of at least two eigen-
energies, see Fig. 4. The eigenvalue is still real-valued
at EP, so that it can be captured by the band structure
E(k), where the value of k is determined by the local per-
turbation and boundary condition. Due to the energy
degeneracy at EP, the band structure at E(k) = εEP

should be able to hold at least two eigenmodes, such
that they develop a Jordan block at EP. The eigen-
states under OBC are standing waves composed of for-
ward and backward plane wave, i.e., for a given energy ε,
ψOBC(x) ∼ c1e

ik1x + c2e
−ik2x with E(k1) = E(−k2) = ε.

Thus, only one OBC eigenmode can be constructed from
two real solutions of the equation E(k) = ε, which man-
ifests as the absence of eigenvalue degeneracy (e.g., see
the spectrum for t2 < t1/4 in Fig. 4). Therefore, EP
can never exist at an energy with only one pair of equal-
energy points, where only one eigenmode is allowed. In
contrast, in the presence of more than one pair of equal-
energy points, at least two eigenstates of the same energy
exist, which enables EP formation.
As a comparison, the PBC case [41] is different in the

sense that each equal-energy point represents an inde-
pendent plane-wave eigenmode ψPBC(x) ∼ eikx, which
allows EP formation from two equal-energy points. Note
that our statement does not apply to isolated bound
states, which are not captured by band structure E(k)
with real k.
According to our criterion, a single-band system with

only nearest-neighbor hopping, whose band structure
looks like the blue one in Fig. 3(c), can not have
continuous-spectrum PT breaking under OBC, in stark
contrast with the PBC behavior [41]. This motivates us
to consider a model with second-nearest-neighbor hop-
ping

H0 =

L−1∑

j=1

t1|j⟩⟨j + 1|+
L−2∑

j=1

t2|j⟩⟨j + 2|+H.c. (6)

where t1, t2 are real and positive, and the non-Hermitian
boundary potential V is given by

V = ig(|1⟩⟨1| − |L⟩⟨L|). (7)
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FIG. 4. Spectrum for model described by Eqs. (6) and (7).
(a) The Hermitian case. (b) The real part of non-Hermitian
spectrum (black) with g = 0.8, overlapped with Hermitian
spectrum (blue). The PT breaking occurring between bound
states is marked. t1 = 1 and L = 100 are fixed.

The phase diagram is plotted in Fig. 3 (a), where the
PT breaking is quantified by the proportion of complex
eigenvalues Pcom = ncom/L, with ncom being the number
of complex eigenvalues. The PT breaking of the contin-
uous spectrum is prohibited until t2 > t1/4 because the
band structure has one local minimum for t2 < t1/4, thus
only allows one pair of equal-energy points. Figure 3 (c)
gives two representative cases, where the red curve ful-
fills the requirement and the shadow region marks the
allowed energy window for PT breaking. As shown in
(d), the energy real part of PT -broken modes precisely
falls into this range. In addition, we confirmed the cor-
respondence between PT breaking and scale-free local-
ization in Fig. 3 (b), where the eigenvalue-resolved mean
position only shows deviation from middle position for
PT -broken modes. It is also worth noting that there
are two PT -broken modes (even for t2 < t1/4) stem-
ming from isolated bound states near boundaries if the
non-Hermitian term is large enough, irrespective of the
criterion for continuous spectrum.

The real part of the spectrum in Fig. 4 (d) shows
that the PT breaking takes place by deforming near-
est real energy levels into complex ones through an EP,
which stimulates an intuitive understanding by project-
ing the Hamiltonian into two-level subspaces. The model
in Eq. (6) is inversion symmetric, so that its eigenstates
can be categorized with even or odd parity. Under OBC,
accidental degeneracy in the spectrum [Fig. 4 (a)] can ex-
ist for modes with opposite parity [41]. In a subspace ef-
fective theory, the perturbation V can only couple modes
belonging to opposite parities, as it is inversion anti-
symmetric, i.e., PV P = −V , with P being the inversion
operator; hence, the perturbative terms in the effective
Hamiltonian are off-diagonal and anti-Hermitian. The
effective Hamiltonian for two eigenmodes involved in a
PT breaking takes the form

Heff = ∆12σz + ig(dxσx + dyσy), (8)

where ∆12 represents the energy gap, and dx, dy are func-
tions of the involved modes and the perturbation. At the
degenerate point ∆12 = 0, the eigenvalue of the effective

Hamiltonian is ±ig
√
d2x + d2y, namely, the PT symmetry

is broken if g ̸= 0, agreeing with the vanishing threshold
in Fig. 3 (a) (in the t2 > t1/4 regime). Here, one should
notice that the vanishing PT breaking threshold is at-
tributed to the inversion anti-symmetry of perturbation,
which can couple equal-energy modes of opposite parity.
When an inversion symmetric non-Hermitian perturba-
tion is considered, it would mix gapped modes belonging
to the same parity. The perturbation needs to be strong
enough to overcome the gap, which corresponds to a fi-
nite threshold [41].

Conclusions. We show that a local non-Hermitian per-
turbation in Hermitian lattices can generically induce
scale-free localization for continuous-spectrum eigen-
states. Furthermore, the same mechanism can generate a
collection of exponentially localized modes when the lo-
cal non-Hermitian perturbation sits at a finite distance to
the boundary, and the number of these modes is propor-
tional to the distance. When PT symmetry is present, we
show that the scale-free localization emerges simultane-
ously with the PT breaking. The continuous-spectrum
PT breaking (associated with scale-free modes) arising
from local boundary perturbation is dictated by a con-
cise criterion based on band structure.

One of the most promising platforms for verifying
our results is optics systems, where gain and loss can
be conveniently controlled, based on which tremendous
progress on PT symmetric non-Hermitian physics has
been achieved [42–48]. Another promising setup is an ar-
ray of cavities, which plays important roles in studying
driven-dissipative quantum systems [49–53]. Its inherent
non-Hermiticity can be engineered according to our pro-
posals. Our results are also relevant to other boundary-
driven/dissipated systems. As a final remark, it will be
interesting to generalize our results to many-body sys-
tems; for example, the XXZ spin chain subject to a PT
symmetric imaginary magnetic field on boundaries for
which integrable techniques based on the Bethe ansatz
are available [54, 55].
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I. SCALE-FREE LOCALIZATION FOR A SIMPLE CHAIN MODEL

For the chain model presented in Eq.(1) in the main text, the scale-free localization of eigenstates implies that the
boundary condition can be satisfied, up to O(L−1), by the solution of form

β = ec/L+iθ, (1)

where c is a real parameter. Substituting this ansatz into the boundary condition in the main text, i.e.,

det

(
igβ − t igβ−1 − t
tβL+1 tβ−(L+1)

)
= 0, (2)

the parameter c can be solved by keeping the leading order of the equation, which gives

e2c =
igeiθ − t

ige−iθ − t
e−i2(L+1)θ. (3)

By taking absolute value on both side, the value of c is given by

c =
1

2
ln

√
(t2 + g2 cos(2θ))2 + g4 sin2(2θ)

g2 + t2 − 2gt sin θ
. (4)

For a lattice model, the value of θ takes discrete values to guarantee the r.h.s of Eq. (3) to be real. A convenient way
to check the expression Eq. (4) is to reproduce the eigenvalues, i.e., E = t(β+ β−1). To the leading order of L−1, the
eigenvalues can be decomposed into real and imaginary part

(Re(E), Im(E)) = (2t cos θ, 2tc sin θ/L), (5)

which is plotted parametrically in Fig. 1. The parametric plot agrees well with the exact diagonalization result,
confirming the expression of scale constant c.

II. ACCUMULATION OF BOUND STATES DUE TO LOCAL NON-HERMITIAN IMPURITY

In this section, we give more details of the model discussed in the main text, and then extend the discussion to
general situation. To be clear, we first explicitly write down the model

H =

L−1∑

j=1

t(|j⟩⟨j + 1|+ h.c.) + ig|d⟩⟨d|. (6)

The eigenvalues here is characterized by E = t(β + β−1), while the eigenstate has a sudden change at the impurity,

|ψ⟩ = ∑
1≤j<d ψ

(1)
j |j⟩+∑

d≤j≤L ψ
(2)
j |j⟩, with ψ(ν)

j = aνβ
j+bνβ

−j (ν = 1, 2). The coefficient aν , bν can be determined
by boundary condition and bulk equation across the impurity. The eigen equation of the system is tψj−1+tψj+1 = Eψj

except for sites near the impurity and boundary. To accommodate the eigen equation at boundaries, the wavefunction
has to be vanish outside of the chain

ψ0 = a1 + b1 = 0, (7)

ψL+1 = a2β
L+1 + b2β

−L+1 = 0. (8)
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FIG. 1. Eigenvalues (of model Eq.(1) in main text ) in complex plane reproduced by using the scale-free ansatz Eq. (1). Here,
the dots represents eigenvalues obtained from exact diagonalization; the black lines are given by parametric plot according to
Eq. (4) and (5), where eigenvalues are reserved to the leading order of L−1.

Near the impurity, we need to take care of the imaginary potential and the sudden change of combination coefficients,
which yields the following constraints

tψ
(1)
d−1 + igψ

(2)
d + tψ

(2)
d+1 = E(β)ψ

(2)
d , (9)

tψ
(1)
d−2 + tψ

(2)
d = E(β)ψ

(1)
d−1. (10)

If only the bound states near the impurity are concerned, namely decaying from site d to L, we can assume |β| < 1.
In the thermodynamic limit L → ∞, Eq. (8) demands a2 = 0. Now, we are left with three equations and three free
parameters, and the information of system size L is eliminated. By applying the ansatz to the rest equations, it is
straightforward to reach the following condition,

igβ2d+1 − tβ2 − igβ + t = 0. (11)

More general case. The core of above discussion is that for an impurity leaving one boundary with distance d, we
only focus on bound states that exponentially localize to the impurity, which makes these states only sensitive to
the information between the impurity and the closer boundary. As a result, the equations of these bound states of
concern have highest order linear in d, and thus the number of satisfactory solutions is O(d). These bound states
exist in the thermodynamic limit and its number can be controlled by the distance d.

The same logic works as well when adding non-Hermitian impurities at two sides of an open chain with cor-
responding distance d1, d2 to their closer boundary. In the thermodynamic limit, i.e., two impurities infinitely far
from each other, the bound states accumulate at different impurites decouple with each other. Therefore, the problem
for each impurity is reduced to the case before, and the number of bound states is controlled by d1, d2, respectively.
Moreover, if two impurities with interval d are added on a closed chain or deep inside of an open chain (infinitely
far from both boundaries when L → ∞), the equations to solve only involve more coefficients to account the two
impurities, but the highest order of equation is still O(d). Hence, the situation is again analogous to what we have
solved, and exponentially localized states exist in the thermodynamic limit.

The scenario becomes complicated when longer range hopping is included, however the underlying origin of
bound state is the same as before. One key observation is that there should be a set of complex eigenvalues whose
amount is determined by the distance d (or d1, d2) even if L→ ∞. This can be seen as the following: the eigenvalues
in general are continuous functions of {tn}, the hopping parameters; a model with further hopping range, i.e.,
tn>1 ̸= 0, can be always continuously deformed to the simplest model with only nearest neighbor hopping (tn>1 = 0),
so do their eigenvalues; as we know there is a set of complex eigenvalues for the tn>1 = 0 case, so models with
tn>1 ̸= 0 should in general has similar amount of complex eigenvalues, otherwise the imaginary part of complex
eigenvalues will suddenly jump from nonzero to zero. Already knowing existence of complex eigenvalues {Eν}, its
corresponding characteristic equation

∑
n tnβ

n + t∗nβ
−n = Eν in general gives solution not living on Brillioun zone,
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FIG. 2. (a),(b) Spectrum for the OBC case with PT symmetric impurities respectively lying at sites with distance d to two
ends. (c),(d) Spectrum for PBC case with PT symmetric impurities siting 2d away from each other.

i.e., |β| ≠ 1 and β ∈ C, which corresponds bound state.

More examples. We give examples with second nearest neighbor hopping and PT symmetric impurities
under both OBC and PBC. The Hamiltonians are respectively given by

HOBC =

L−1∑

j=1

t1(|j⟩⟨j + 1|+ h.c.) +

L−2∑

j=1

t2(|j⟩⟨j + 2|+ h.c.) + ig(|d⟩⟨d| − |L− d⟩⟨L− d|), (12)

HPBC =

L∑

j=1

(t1|j⟩⟨j + 1|+ t2|j⟩⟨j + 2|+ h.c.) + ig(|d⟩⟨d| − |L− d+ 1⟩⟨L− d+ 1|), (13)

where |j + L⟩ = |j⟩ is implies under PBC. Actually, the gain and loss with equal strength can be placed at any two
sites under PBC, and the choice above is made for convenience. The spectrum with certain parameters for two cases
are plotted in Fig. 2. From (a), (b), we see that when impurities are not far from boundaries, PT breaking takes place
for bound states (Im(E) is independent of L) without restricted by the criterion in the main text, (i.e., appear even
when t2 < t1/4), while the scale-free modes (Im(E) decreases with increasing L) still respect the criterion (only shows
up when t2 > t1/4). In the PBC case shown in (c),(d), a collection of bound states and the scale-free modes present
at the same time. These two examples illustrate that the appearance of a group of bound states under appropriate
arrangement of non-Hermitian impurities is a generic phenomenon, and it is not demanding on the details of the
original system.
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III. EIGENSTATES FOR HERMITIAN SYSTEMS PERTURBED BY A LOCAL NON-HERMITIAN
TERM

In this section, we analyze the feature of eigenstates for a system perturbed by a local non-Hermitian term. For
concreteness, we assume that the magnitude of perturbation is comparable with the characteristic energy scale of
original system. First, we will show that the eigenstate is extended when eigenvalues are real. Then, we concentrate
the general case for a PT symmetric system to justify the existence of scale-free localization in the PT-broken phase.

A. Eigenstates for real eigenvalues

In this part, we show that for a Hermitian system perturbed by non-Hermitian boundary (or a local non-Hermitian
term), when its eigenvalues are real, the eigenstates for continuous spectrum are always uniformly extended.

OBC case. We first study the OBC case. Suppose the Hamiltonian is generally given by

H(o) =
M∑

n=1

h(o)n + V, (14)

where the first term represents hopping terms with different hopping range n and M refers to the maximum hopping
range, the second term is a local non-Hermitian potential. The specific form of two terms are given below,

h(o)n =
L−n∑

i=1

tn|i⟩⟨i+ n|+ t∗n|i+ n⟩⟨i|,

V =
∑

i∈∂Ω

vi|i⟩⟨i|+
∑

i,j∈∂Ω

vij |i⟩⟨j|, (15)

where tn is a complex interaction between sites with distance n, V † ̸= V , and ∂Ω stands for sites near the boundary
(assuming the size of ∂Ω is smaller than the maximum hopping range M). The eigenstate of such system can be
usually constructed based on the state |β⟩ = ∑

j β
j |j⟩, where β takes complex values. For our purpose, we explore

the possibility that all satisfactory solutions (β) have non-unitary modulus. The two terms in Hamiltonian act on |β⟩
respectively give

h(o)n |β⟩ = (tnβ
n + t∗nβ

−n)|β⟩ − tnβ
L

n∑

l=1

βl|L− (n− l)⟩ − t∗nβ
−n

n∑

l=1

βl|l⟩,

V |β⟩ =
∑

i∈∂Ω

viβ
i|i⟩+

∑

i,j∈∂Ω

vijβ
j |i⟩. (16)

The continuous spectrum is generally given by

E =
M∑

n=1

tnβ
n + t∗nβ

−n. (17)

Here, we can see that the solutions form pairs (β, 1/β∗) for real energy. If solutions are ordered as |β1| ≤ |β2| ≤ · · · ≤
|β2M |, it must have βj = 1/β∗

2M−j+1 for 1 ≤ j ≤M . In general, eigenstates can be constructed by linearly combining
states corresponding different solution βj as

|ψ⟩ =
2M∑

i=1

cj |βj⟩. (18)

Acting the Hamiltonian H(o) on |ψ⟩ generates

H(o)|ψ⟩ = E|ψ⟩+B(o) (19)
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with

B(o) = −
M∑

i=1

M∑

n=i

2M∑

l=1

cl[tnβ
L+i
l |L− (n− i)⟩+ t∗nβ

i−n
l |i⟩] +

2M∑

l=1

∑

i∈∂Ω

clviβ
i
l |i⟩+

2M∑

l=1

∑

i,j∈∂Ω

clvijβ
j
l |i⟩. (20)

To satisfy the eigen-equation, the tail B(o) in Eq. (19) has to vanish, i.e., B(o) = 0, which can be realized by
choosing appropriate combination coefficients cl. The corresponding condition is generally given by F (o)({βi}) ·
(c1, c2, · · · , c2M )T = 0 with

F (o)({βi}) =




f1(β1) · · · f1(β2M )
...

...
...

fM (β1) · · · fM (β2M )
βL
1 g1(β1) · · · βL

2Mg1(β2M )
...

...
...

βL
1 gM (β1) · · · βL

2MgM (β2M )




, (21)

where fi(βj), gi(βj) are polynomials of βj with highest order less than the hopping rangeM . The condition is satisfied
if

detF (o)({βi}) = 0, (22)

which is the general boundary condition. The boundary condition demands the vanishing of a polynomial which
has the leading and sub-leading term (β2Mβ2M−1 · · ·βM+2βM+1)

L and (β2Mβ2M−1 · · ·βM+2βM )L. For a large finte
system (L≫ 1), similar to the non-Bloch band theory [1, 2], it requires |βM+1|L ∼ |βM |L (not necessary to be exactly
equal) to make the two terms cancel out. Moreover, the real-valued eigenvalues enforce that

βM = 1/β∗
M+1. (23)

Therefore, the boundary condition and real-valued continuous spectrum require

|βM |L ∼ |1/β∗
M |L (24)

which obviously demands that |βM |L ∼ 1. This implies that |βM | can be given by a Taylor expansion |βM | =
1 +

∑∞
n=1 an/L

n. Taking βM = |βM |eiθ, the eigenvalues can be obtained by plugging βM into Eq. (17). And the
real-valued spectrum requires vanishing imaginary part of eigenvalues

Im(E) =
∑

n

|tn|(|βM |n − |βM |−n) sin(nθ + ϕn) =
2a1
L

∑

n

n|tn| sin(nθ + ϕn) +O(
1

L2
) = 0, (25)

which has to be satisfied for each order of 1/L when L≫ 1. Even in the leading order, only limited number of θ could
meet this condition, thus the continuous spectrum only contains few isolated small spots (due to limited number of
θ), which apparently can not produce a meaningful continuous spectrum. Therefore, real-valued continuous spectrum
requires unit modulus for βM (an = 0), i.e., the eigenstate is extended.

PBC case. The PBC case follows the same logic but is a little bit more complicated. A general Hamiltonian in

a closed chain is given by H(p) =
∑M

n=1 h
(p)
n + V where V is the same as the OBC case, h

(p)
n represents the hopping

terms, containing some terms bridging the two ends of the chain

h(p)n =
L−n∑

i=1

tn|i⟩⟨i+ n|+ t∗n|i+ n⟩⟨i|+
L∑

i=L−n+1

tn|i⟩⟨i+ n− L|+ t∗n|i+ n− L⟩⟨i|. (26)

Similar as the OBC case, the eigenvalues and eigenstates can be solved by taking the same ansatz |β⟩ such that

h(p)n |β⟩ = (tnβ
n + t∗nβ

−n)|β⟩+ tn(1− βL−n)
n∑

l=1

βl|L− (n− l)⟩+ t∗nβ
−n(βL − 1)

n∑

l=1

βl|l⟩, (27)

and the operation produced by non-Hermitian boundary stay the same as Eq. (16). By linearly constructing the same
wavefunciton in Eq. (18) and acting the Hamiltonian on it, we obtain

H(p)|ψ⟩ = E|ψ⟩+B(p) (28)
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where

B(p) =

M∑

i=1

M∑

n=i

2M∑

l=1

[clt
∗
n(β

L−n+i
l − βi−n

l )|i⟩+ cltn(β
i
l − βL+i

l )|L− n+ i⟩] +
2M∑

l=1

∑

i∈∂Ω

clviβ
i
l |i⟩+

2M∑

l=1

∑

i,j∈∂Ω

clvijβ
j
l |i⟩.

(29)

Different from OBC case, the extra term B(p) contains a term ∼ βL
l on both boundary. As before, eliminating B(p)

gives the boundary equation F (p)({βi}) · (c1, c2, · · · , c2M )T = 0 with

F (p)({βi}) =




βL
1 f

(a)
1 (β1) + f

(b)
1 (β1) · · · βL

2Mf
(a)
1 (β2M ) + f

(b)
1 (β2M )

...
...

...

βL
1 f

(a)
M (β1) + f

(b)
M (β1) · · · βL

2Mf
(a)
M (β2M ) + f

(b)
M (β2M )

βL
1 g

(a)
1 (β1) + g

(b)
1 (β1) · · · βL

2Mg
(a)
1 (β2M ) + g

(b)
1 (β2M )

...
...

...

βL
1 g

(a)
M (β1) + g

(b)
M (β1) · · · βL

2Mg
(a)
M (β2M ) + g

(b)
M (β2M )




, (30)

where f
(a,b)
i (βj), g

(a,b)
i (βj) are polynomials of βj with highest order less than the hopping range M . Since real

eigenvalues enforce βj = 1/β∗
2M−j+1, it is obvious that |βi≥M+1| ≥ 1 and |βi≤M | ≤ 1. Therefore, the leading and

sub-leading term in the boundary condition are (β2M · · ·βM+2βM+1)
L and (β2M · · ·βM+2)

L. For a large system with
L ≫ 1, it requires that these two term could compete with each other to possibly satisfy the boundary equation.
Hence, |βM+1|L ∼ 1 is required, which is also equivalent to |βM |L = 1/|β∗

M+1|L ∼ 1. Now, the situation resembles
the OBC case, and by the same logic we can conclude that the eigenstates always distribute uniformly as long as the
eigenvalue is real.

For complex eigenvalues. On the contrary, if the spectrum takes complex value, |β| ≠ 1 is required for the
complex eigenvalues because Im[E(β)]|β|=1 = 0. This indicates that the decaying eigenstate (scale-free localization)
is necessary for a system with complex eigenvalues and this can be regarded an accompanying effect of PT breaking
induced by a boundary non-Hermitian term in a Hermitian system.

B. Eigenstates for PT-broken phase

Now we know that the eigenstates in the PT-broken phase cannot be extended because complex eigenvalues requires
|β| ≠ 1. However, it is still necessary to confirm the appearance of scale-free localization in the PT-broken phase. In
the discussion above, a key step for justification is to show |βM |L ∼ 1, which heavily relies on the fact that the solution
for β appears in pairs, i.e., (β, 1/β∗), especially for the discussion of OBC case. Here, we emphasize that if the system
respect PT symmetry, then its eigenvalues exist in pairs (E,E∗). According to form of eigenvalues in Eq. (17), it is
clear that the solution for β also form pairs (β, 1/β∗) for a PT symmetric system. Therefore, all the deduction for
the emergence of scale-free localization works perfectly to PT symmetric phase and the complex eigenvalues in the
PT-broken phase is compatible with it.

IV. PT BREAKING INDUCED BY LOCAL NON-HERMITIAN IMPURITY UNDER PBC

In this section, we analyze the PT breaking in a PBC model by exploring its eigenvalues and build up a phenomeno-
logical frame to understand the behavior intuitively. We consider the following model H = Hp + V with

Hp =
L−1∑

j=1

(teiθ|i⟩⟨i+ 1|+ te−iθ|i+ 1⟩⟨i|) + te−iθ|1⟩⟨L|+ teiθ|L⟩⟨1|,

V = geiϕ|1⟩⟨1|+ ge−iϕ|L⟩⟨L|. (31)

Here, Hp describes a periodic chain enclosing a magnetic flux Φ = Lθ, and V is generally a non-Hermitian potential

(except for ϕ = 0, π). For convenience, we perform similarity transformation U =
∑L

j=1 e
iθj |j⟩⟨j| to convert the
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FIG. 3. (a),(b) Phase diagram for a periodic chain under a local non-Hermitian perturbation. The color map shows the
proportion of complex eigenvalues Pcom, which serves as an indicator of PT symmetry breaking. The horizontal axis is for Φ in
(a), and ϕ in (b). (c) The mean position ⟨x⟩n (left ticks, black) and imaginary part of eigenvalues (right ticks, orange), where
g = 1, ϕ = π/2 are used, and eigenstate index is arranged in the ascending order of eigenvalue real part. (d) The real part of
spectrum as a function of total flux Φ. The parameters values are: blue, g = 0; red, g = 1, ϕ = π/2. The red lines contain
exceptional points (EPs) induced by non-Hermitian perturbation.

Hamiltonian to H̃ = H̃p + Ṽ with

H̃p = U†HpU =

L−1∑

j=1

(t|i⟩⟨i+ 1|+ t|i+ 1⟩⟨i|) + te−iθL|1⟩⟨L|+ teiθL|L⟩⟨1|,

Ṽ = V. (32)

Here, H̃ shares the same eigenvalues withH and the corresponding eigenstates are connected by U through |ψ⟩ = U |ψ̃⟩.
After the transformation, H̃p is a periodic function of θ, i.e., H̃p(θ + 2πn/L) = H̃p(θ) with n ∈ Z. The eigenvalue of

H̃p is

En = 2 cos(
2πn

L
+ θ), n = 1, 2, · · · , L. (33)

For θ = mπ/L, the eigenvalues are doubly degenerate as cos(2πn/L + mπ/L) = cos[2π(L − n − m)/L + mπ/L]
(m,n ∈ Z) where the argument of cosine is defined for modulation with respect to 2π. From the phase diagram in
the main text, the PT breaking threshold vanishes at these values.

The PT breaking can be quantified by the proportion of complex eigenvalues Pcom = ncom/L with ncom being the
number of complex eigenvalues. As shown in Fig. (3) (a), (b), phase diagrams are given with respect to different
parameters. Fig. 3 (c) shows that the complex eigenvalues exhibit scale-free localization (characterized by ⟨x⟩n),
confirming our predictions. The real part of spectrum in Fig. 3 (d) shows that the PT breaking takes place by deforming
nearest real energy levels into complex through an exceptional point (EP), at which both eigenvalues and eigenstates
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coalesce. This stimulates an intuitive understanding by projecting the Hamiltonian into two-level subspaces. In the
following, we firstly solve the boundary condition to show that the emergence of scale-free localization is inevitable
in the PT-broken phase, which is consistent with the prediction in the main text, then we create a two-level subspace
effective theory to gain an intuitive understanding about the PT breaking.

A. Solving boundary condition

Like before, the characteristic equation of H̃ is given by t(β+β−1) = E and the eigenstate is |ψ̃(β)⟩ = c1|β⟩+c2|β−1⟩,
such that

H̃|ψ̃(β)⟩ = E|ψ̃(β)⟩ +
(
c1[t(e

−iθLβL − 1) + geiϕβ] + c2[t(e
−iθLβ−L − 1) + geiϕβ−1]

)
|1⟩

+
(
c1[t(e

iθLβ − βL+1) + ge−iϕβL] + c2[t(e
iθLβ−1 − β−(L+1)) + ge−iϕβ−L]

)
|L⟩. (34)

The vanishing of the tail in the r.h.s. of the equation above requires det(F ) = 0 with

F =

(
t(e−iθLβL − 1) + geiϕβ t(e−iθLβ−L − 1) + geiϕβ−1

t(eiθLβ − βL+1) + ge−iϕβL t(eiθLβ−1 − β−(L+1)) + ge−iϕβ−L

)
, (35)

which is the boundary condition, determining the solutions for β. As analyzed before, the emergence of imaginary
solution (PT breaking) is equivalent to existing solution |β| ̸= 1. In other words, unitary solutions fails in the PT-
broken phase, so one can plug in β = eiγ (γ ∈ [0, 2π]) and detect the parameter region where the ansatz can not give
meaningful results. By substituting the solution ansatz β = eiγ into the boundary condition leads to

(
g

t
)2 sin[γ(L− 1)]− 2

g

t
cosϕ sin(γL) + 2[cos(γL)− cos(θL)] sin γ = 0, (36)

which can be used to solve θ for a given g, or express g/t inversely in terms of θ, i.e.,

g

t
= G(γ) =

cosϕ sin(γL)±
√

cos2 ϕ sin2(γL)− 2 sin[γ(L− 1)][cos(γL)− cos(θL)]

sin[γ(L− 1)]
. (37)

As shown in Fig. 4 (c,d), in the PT-broken phase, there is certain region for γ where G(γ) does not always give real
value, i.e., the unitary ansatz can not give all solutions in certain range of G(γ), equivalent to say g, implying PT
symmetry is broken in this regime. Especially, compared with Fig. 4 (a,b), this range of G(γ) perfectly matches the
range for g/t in which PT symmetry is broken.

In the PT-broken phase, the solutions are given by the ansatz |β| = eδ/L which is generally correct up to the order
1/L. By substituting β = eδ/L+iγ into detF , we obtain detF = fR + ifI with

fR = 2 sinh δ[2t2 sin(γL) sin γ − g2 cos(γ(L− 1)) + 2gt cosϕ cos(γL)] +O(
1

L
),

fI = 2 cosh δ[−g2 sin(γ(L− 1)) + 2gt cosϕ sin(γL)− 2t2 cos(γL) sin γ] + 4t2 cos(θL) sin γ +O(
1

L
). (38)

At the leading order, the boundary condition can give satisfactory value for γ in the region where the unitary
solution fails from fR = 0; the value of δ can be subsequently solved by substituting the resultant value of γ into fI = 0.

Robust continuous spectrum under OBC. As a comparison, we also briefly analyze the open boundary case,
H = Ho + V

Ho =

L−1∑

j=1

(teiθ|i⟩⟨i+ 1|+ te−iθ|i+ 1⟩⟨i|) (39)

where the phase factor θ can be always removed by the similarity transformation U introduced before. By following
the same procedure, the boundary condition here is reduced to

det

(
geiϕβ − t geiϕβ−1 − t

ge−iϕβL − tβL+1 ge−iϕβ−L − tβ−(L+1)

)
= 0. (40)
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FIG. 4. PT breaking for examples with ϕ = π/2. (a,b) give imaginary energy as a function of non-Hermitian parameter g.
(c,d) plot the function G(γ) defined in Eq. (37), corresponding the two cases in (a,b), respectively.

As we discussed before, the existence of complex eigenvalues is equivalent to existing solution β with non-unitary
module. If we assume a solution |β| > 1 exist and |β|L ≫ |β|−L, then the coefficient of leading order βL on the l.h.s.
of equation above has to vanish, i.e., (ge−iϕ − tβ)(geiϕ − tβ) = 0, which gives

β =
g

t
e±iϕ. (41)

This suggests that only when |g| > t1, there could exist two modes with |β| > 1. These modes are not continuous-
spectrum PT-broken modes because of its size-independent module and limited number. Another possibility is that
βL ∼ β−L, by which we can assume β = eiγ+δ/L [correct to the order O(1/L)]. Plugging this expression into Eq. (40)
and keeping leading order results in

e2δ =
g2 − 2gt cosϕe−iγ + t2e−i2γ

g2 − 2gt cosϕeiγ + t2ei2γ
e−iγ2(L−1). (42)

Note that |r.h.s.| = 1 and δ ∈ R, so the only possible solution is δ = 0, i.e., the continuous-spectrum PT breaking
can not happen. Since there are only two equal energy points for any energy in the band structure of the model
with only nearest hopping, this result is indeed consistent with our statement on continuous-spectrum PT breaking
condition. From the simple analysis, we conclude that a system can response much differently to a local non-Hermitian
perturbation under PBC and OBC.

B. Effective theory

In this part, we construct an effective theory from phenomenological aspect to gain more intuitive understanding
about the PT transition behavior. As shown in the right column of Fig. 3 (d) in main text, the local non-Hermitian
impurity can couple two nearest energy levels to form 2nd order EP and break the PT symmetry. So we attempt
to build an effective theory to describe each two-level subsystem by using projecting method. For two nearest levels
(even degenerate levels) with energy En1

, En2
, assume |En1

−En2
| ≪ Γ = minm ̸=n1/2

{|En1/2
−Em|}, one can project

the eigen-equation into the subspace spanned by n1, n2 modes via projector Pn1n2
= |ψn1

⟩⟨ψn1
|+ |ψn2

⟩⟨ψn2
|, namely

[
Pn1n2

HPn1n2
− E − Pn1n2

HQ(QHQ− E)−1QHPn1n2

]
ψP = 0 (43)
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where Q = 1−Pn1n2
and ψP stands for the wavefunction in the subspace. Here, H = H0 +V with H0|ψn⟩ = En|ψn⟩

and V only containing nonzero components near the boundary. Since the purpose of the projection is to explore the
bands deformed from En1/2

, we focus on the energy scale En2
≤ E ≤ En1

and ||V || ≃ |En1
−En2

|, and consider that
Pn1n2

HQ = Pn1n2
V Q, QHPn1n2

= QV Pn1n2
, then

(E −QHQ)−1 = [G−1
Q (1−GQV )]−1 =

∞∑

n=0

(GQV )nGQ (44)

where GQ = (E −QH0Q)−1 =
∑

m̸=n1,n2
|ψm⟩⟨ψm|/(E − Em). Therefore,

Pn1n2HQ(QHQ− E)−1QHPn1n2 = Pn1n2V Q

∞∑

n=0

(GQV )nGQQV Pn1n2 ∼ O(
||V ||
Γ

), (45)

which can be approximately dropped out under the assumption ||V || ≪ Γ. This approximation should works extremely
well near the gapless point. The effective Hamiltonian is approximately given by

heff ≈ Pn1n2
HPn1n2

= ϵ̄12 +∆12σz + Pn1n2
V Pn1n2

, (46)

where ϵ̄12 =
(
En1

+ En2

)
/2 and ∆12 =

(
En1

− En2

)
/2, and the effective Hamiltonian is valid for energy scale

En2
≤ E ≤ En1

.

In the following, we will try to utilize the effective theory to study the condition for PT breaking happened in the
PBC model above. For convenience, we assume that the origin of the coordinates locate at the middle of the chain
such that xL = −x1 = (L− 1)/2. The unperturbed eigenstate is plane wave |ψm⟩ = 1√

L

∑
j e

ikmxj |j⟩, which gives

⟨ψm|V |ψn⟩ =
2g

L
cos[(km − kn)

L− 1

2
+ ϕ]. (47)

Here, for simplicity, we focus on 0 ≤ θ < 0.25(2π)/L where the spectrum has degeneracy at θ = 0, and the PT
breaking could possibly take place between kn and kL−n, so the involved effective Hamiltonian is given by

heff = ϵ̄12 +∆12σz +
2g

L
[cosϕσ0 − (−1)L cos(kn) cosϕσx − i(−1)L sin(kn) sinϕσy] (48)

where σi (i = x, y, z) stands for the Pauli matrices, ∆12 = −2 sin kn sin θ, and we used (kn−kL−n)
L−1
2 = π(2n−L)+

π−kn. Solving the eigenvalues, one sees that the PT symmetry is broken when (2 sin kn sin θ)
2+( 2gL )2(cos2 kn cos

2 ϕ−
sin2 kn sin

2 ϕ) < 0, which gives the threshold gc

(gc/t
L

)2

= sin θ min
kn,positive

( −2 sin2 kn
cos 2kn + cos 2ϕ

)
. (49)

Here, minkn,positive(· · · ) means minimizing the function in the brackets for all possible kn. In Fig. 3, the yellow line
in (a) and the dots in (b) are obtained from this condition, which agrees well with the numerical results. Specifically,
in (a) with ϕ = π/2, the PT transition threshold is

gc/t = L sin θ ≈ Φ, (50)

corresponding to the yellow line.

Emergent (approximated) chiral symmetry and stability of real spectrum—From the phase diagram
Fig. 3(a) in the main text, we find when θ ≃ 0.25 × 2π/L and ϕ = π/2, the PT-broken phase is absent. This is
because the gap between neighboring energy levels are almost equal, which leads to the break down of the two-level
effective Hamiltonian approach discussed above. To understand the stability of PT symmetric phase in this situation,
one needs to construct an effective theory including more relevant energy levels. The evenly spaced gaps around
θ ≃ 0.25 × 2π/L can be checked as the below: for θ ≤ 0.25 × 2π/L, the eigenvalues for three nearest eigenvalues

(labeled by −1, 0,+1) read ϵ−1 = cos[ 2π(n−1)
L +η 2π

L ], ϵ0 = cos[ 2π(L−n)
L +η 2π

L ] and ϵ+1 = cos[ 2πnL +η 2π
L ] where n ≤ L/2

(n ∈ Z+) and η ≤ 0.25 (with θ = η2π/L). It is easy to check up to the order 1/L

ϵ−1 − ϵ0 = sin(
2πn

L
)(1− 2η)

2π

L
+O(

1

L2
), ϵ0 − ϵ+1 = sin(

2πn

L
)(2η)

2π

L
+O(

1

L2
), (51)
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and ϵ−1 − ϵ0 ≃ ϵ0 − ϵ+1 when η = 0.25.

Here, we put the analysis of spectrum stability to a more general ground. Let us consider a non-degenerate spectrum,
in which a given eigenvalue En is symmetrically surrounded by several approximately evenly spaced neighboring eigen-
values. With relabeling E0 = En, the subset of eigenvalues near E0 is given by (E−w, E−(w−1), · · · , E0, · · ·Ew−1, Ew)
where |El+1 − El| ≃ δE (where −w ≤ l < w). Now, when we concentrate on a energy scale E ≃ E0 and a mod-
erate perturbation ||V || ≃ δE, an effective Hamiltonian can be constructed by performing projection into the space
spanned by the subset. The projection scheme for the two-level case still works by neglecting a correction of order
O(||V ||/Γ) ≃ O(1/w) ≪ 1, where Γ = wδE. Up to a constant E0, the effective Hamiltonian is

heff = PwHPw = diag{−w,−(w − 1), · · · , 0, · · · , (w − 1), w}δE + V (52)

with Pw =
∑w

l=−w |ψl⟩⟨ψl| and V = PwV Pw. Note this effective Hamiltonian only works well for −δE ≤ E ≤ δE.
Here, if the boundary term induced coupling satisfy inversion asymmetry

Vi,j = −V−i,−j , i, j ∈ (−w, · · · , 0, · · · , w), (53)

the full effective Hamiltonian will be inversion asymmetric

P̃heff P̃ = −heff , (54)

where P̃ is inversion operation of eigenvalue index with respect to the middle level, P̃ : j → −j. This actually is a
chiral symmetry and it enforces the eigenvalues to appear in pairs with opposite sign, so that the middle level is zero,
i.e., E = 0. This demonstrates that the boundary term can not deform the interested level effectively, so it can not
merges into a EP with other levels and break the PT symmetry.

In the model studied before, the modes kn and kL−n are degenerate in the absence of phase of hopping parameter,
i.e., θ = 0. Adding the flux lifts the degeneracy by shifting the effective momentum by θ, i.e., kn → kn + θ. For
0 < θ < π/L, the bands in Eq. (33) is ordered by

· · · > E(kn−1 + θ) > E(kL−n + θ) > E(kn + θ) > E(kL−(n+1) + θ) > · · · . (55)

At θ = 0.25× π/L, these levels are approximately spaced evenly if only a few eigenvalues near E(kn + θ) is counted,
i.e., w ≪ L. The corresponding eigenstates are irrelevant with θ due to translational symmetry. We regard E(kn + θ)
as the reference band and index the subspace by a ascending order of eigenvalues, then the eigenstate with new index
can be attached with a consistent label

|ψl⟩ =
1√
L

L∑

j=1

eiKlj |j⟩, (l = −w, · · ·w) (56)

where

K0 = kn,

K−1 = kL−n+1, K−2 = kn+1, · · ·
K1 = kL−n, K2 = kn−1, · · · . (57)

With these labeling, the potential projection at ϕ = π/2 reads

Vi,j = −2g

L
= sin[(Ki −Kj)

L− 1

2
] (58)

where we used x1 = xL = −L−1
2 . This projected perturbation is asymmetric upon switching the index i, j. Combing

with the asymmetric diagonal terms (upon switching index) in Eq. (52), the effective Hamiltonian respects a chiral
symmetry Eq. (54). Therefore, the resultant reference band is untouched, namely the PT symmetry for eigenvalue of
our concern (En) is not broken.

V. BOUNDARY PERTURBATION INDUCED PT BREAKING UNDER OBC

In this section, we give more details about the parity analysis of the OBC model to lay down the foundation of
effective sub-band theory presented in the main text. The model is recapped here

H0 =
L−1∑

j=1

t1|j⟩⟨j + 1|+
L−2∑

j=1

t2|j⟩⟨j + 2|+H.c. (59)
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FIG. 5. Spectrum for models described by Eq. (59) and (60). (a,b): the PBC and OBC spectrum without non-Hermitian
boundary terms. (c,d): spectrum (black) with boundary V1 and V2 overlaying on top of the OBC spectrum (blue). Here, the
lines deviate from typical shape of continuous spectrum reflect the bound states exponentially localized near the perturbation.
All plots are made with t1 = 1 and L = 100.

where t1, t2 are real hopping strength. And we consider two kinds of non-Hermitian boundary potential

V1 = ig(|1⟩⟨1| − |L⟩⟨L|),
V2 = g(|1⟩⟨2|+ |L⟩⟨L− 1|), (60)

where V1 is discussed in main text, V2 will be considered later as a comparison with V1.
The real part of spectrum is depicted in Fig. 5, where the spectrum of H0 with PBC and OBC is given in (a) and

(b), respectively, and the spectrum of model with perturbation V1, V2 are individually given in (c), (d) by overlaying
them on top of OBC spectrum of H0. By comparing (a),(b), some degeneracies in the PBC are lifted under OBC while
others are preserved. This is because H0 has an inversion symmetry, i.e., its eigenstates fall into even or odd parity
sector. Under PBC, the eigensates of opposite parity are fully degenerate. Suppose the L = 2M + 1 (it is similar
for even number of sites), the eigenvalue and eigenstate are respectively given by E(k) = 2t1 cos(k) + 2t2 cos(2k) and
1√
L
eikx with k = 2πn

L , and n = 0,±1, · · · ,±M . It is obvious that 1√
L
e±ikx (for k ̸= 0) are degenerate so that they

can be recombined to form eigenstate with opposite parity

ψ(even)
q (x) =

√
2

L
cos(qx), ψ(odd)

q (x) =

√
2

L
sin(qx), (61)

and the domain of q is shrank by half, q = 2πm
L and m = 0, 1, 2, · · · ,M , where k is replaced by q to distinguish their

domains. Here, we assume x = −M,−(M − 1), · · · ,−1, 0, 1, · · · ,M − 1,M to show the parity of eigenbasis in the
most apparent way. Besides the parity degeneracy, after t2 reaching certain value (when t2 > t1/4, four equal energy
points become possible), there are many accidental degeneracies between different q modes in the PBC spectrum,
which are fragile and a gap can be easily open if there is no other symmetry protection.

The OBC spectrum can be obtained by adding boundary terms to PBC Hamiltonian, i.e., HOBC = HPBC + VOBC

with

VOBC = −t1
(
|1⟩⟨L|+ |L⟩⟨1|

)
− t2

(
|1⟩⟨L− 1|+ |L− 1⟩⟨1|+ |2⟩⟨L|+ |L⟩⟨2|

)
. (62)

It is evident that VOBC preserves the inversion symmetry so it cannot mix any two PBC eigenstates of opposite parity.
The accidental degeneracy between different q modes in PBC spectrum is actually 4-fold degenerate because each
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FIG. 6. Schematic plot for gap opening and band shift between different bands with opposite parity.

q mode is 2-fold degenerate with respect to parity. VOBC can only open a gap between eigenstates of same parity,
the gapless points between opposite parity can be only shifted, as shown schematically in Fig. 6. As a result, the full
degeneracy between opposite parity (belonging to the same q mode) is lifted due to the band shift induced by VOBC,
which explains the absence of eigenvalue degeneracy under OBC in the regime t2 < t1/4; while the gapless point
between modes of opposite parity (belonging to different q modes) is preserved. So in the Fig. 5 (b), the braid shape
bands with gapless points belong to opposite parity. This parity categorization of energy levels is crucial for the
effective theory discussed in the main text for perturbation V1, and will be utilized as well in analyzing the effect of
V2 in the following.

Effect of the second perturbation.The boundary perturbation V1 has been discussed in the main text. It leads
to a PT breaking with vanished threshold according to an effective theory. Here, we explore the effect of V2, which
could give a finite PT breaking threshold. As plotted in Fig. 7 (a), the phase diagram shows that the PT breaking is
still launched until t2 = t1/4, which agrees well with the criteria stated in the main text. However, in this case, we find
that the PT breaking can be triggered only if the non-Hermitian perturbation is strong enough, corresponding a finite
threshold. For completeness, we also further verified the emergent of scale-free localization and the (real part) energy
window for PT-broken modes, as shown in Fig. 7 (b-d). Especially, due to that both H0 and V1 respect inversion
symmetry, the eigenvalue-resolved mean position ⟨x⟩n can not distinguish it from an extended wavefunction, since
the wavefunction of PT-broken modes is expected to decay from two boundaries into bulk. Instead, the inversion
symmetric scale-free localization can be characterized by

⟨δx⟩n =
L∑

j=1

|ψn,j |2|j − L/2|/
L∑

j=1

|ψn,j |2, (63)

which reflects the asymmetry of half of the wavefunction. One should be aware of that this quantity is not always so
sensitive because some combination of plane wave might be also “inversion half-asymmetric”, e.g., sin(kx) for k ≪ 1.
Nevertheless, in many cases, the quantity is still useful, which can help us clearly see the scale-free localization with
inversion symmetry. As shown in Fig.7 (b), the wavefunction profile of PT-broken modes is indeed “half asymmetric”,
in contrast to most PT symmetric modes that are uniform even in half space. This plot again confirms that scale-free
localization is a concomitant effect of PT breaking.

Now, we use an effective theory based on symmetry analysis to explain the finite PT breaking threshold. The
second perturbation is inversion symmetric PV2P = V2, so it can couple OBC modes with same parity. Suppose the
involved modes are |ψ1⟩, |ψ2⟩, which respect PT symmetry PK|ψ1/2⟩ ∝ |ψ1/2⟩, the elements of effective Hamiltonian
can be shown to be real-valued,

(H2,eff )ab = ⟨ψa|V2|ψb⟩ = ⟨ψa|PKV2PK|ψb⟩ = ⟨ψa|∗(PV2P)|ψb⟩∗ = (⟨ψa|V2|ψb⟩)∗ = (H2,eff )
∗
ab, (a, b = 1, 2)

(64)
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FIG. 7. (a) Phase diagram for an open chain driven non-Hermitian potential V2, where Pcom is used as a phase indicator, and
the size is taken as L = 100. (b) The eigenvalue-resolved ⟨δx⟩n (upper,left ticks, black) and the imaginary part of eigenvalue
(lower, right ticks, orange), where band index is arranged in the ascending order of eigenvalue real part. (c) Band structure
of H0. When t2 > 1/4, the curve has two local minima and the shadow region covers the energy range in which PT breaking
is possible. (d) Eigenvaues in complex plane (with L = 100) where the real part of complex eigenvalues falls into the energy
range in (c). All plots are made by taking t1 = 1.

where the potential is real KV2K = V2 as it respects both inversion and PT symmetry. As a result, the effective
Hamiltonian between two levels, up to a constant, is given by

H2,eff = ∆12σz + g(dxσx + dzσz + idyσy) (65)

where the gap ∆12 is nonzero (no crossing between modes with same parity) and dx,y,z are real parameters describing
the interactions induced by non-Hermitian terms. The PT breaking condition (∆12 + gdz)

2 + (gdx)
2 − (gdy)

2 < 0
is only satisfied when g exceeds certain threshold since ∆12 ̸= 0. The threshold will increase if ∆12 become larger,
and the gap ∆12 increase with the growing of t2, as shown in Fig. 5 (b). The is consistent with the phase diagram in
Fig. 7 (a) where the threshold become larger when t2 is increased.
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