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The non-Hermitian skin effect, by which the eigenstates of Hamiltonian are predominantly local-
ized at the boundary, has revealed a strong sensitivity of non-Hermitian systems to the boundary
condition. Here we experimentally observe a striking boundary-induced dynamical phenomenon
known as the non-Hermitian edge burst, which is characterized by a sharp boundary accumulation
of loss in non-Hermitian time evolutions. In contrast to the eigenstate localization, the edge burst
represents a generic non-Hermitian dynamical phenomenon that occurs in real time. Our experi-
ment, based on photonic quantum walks, not only confirms the prediction of the phenomenon, but
also unveils its complete space-time dynamics. Our observation of edge burst paves the way for
studying the rich real-time dynamics in non-Hermitian topological systems.

Non-Hermitian physics has attracted increasing atten-
tion in a vast variety of contexts ranging from classical
waves to open quantum systems [1, 2]. Intriguingly, the
spatial boundary plays a much more dramatic role in non-
Hermitian systems than in Hermitian ones. In particular,
for certain non-Hermitian systems, the eigenstates con-
centrate predominantly at the boundary, which is known
as the non-Hermitian skin effect (NHSE) [3–14]. Among
many other consequences, it implies a fundamental re-
vision of the principle of bulk-boundary correspondence
[11, 12].

Whereas the NHSE has revealed intriguing static prop-
erties such as novel behaviors of eigenstates and energy
spectra, in this work we unveil a striking dynamic bound-
ary effect in non-Hermitian systems. We experimentally
observe that in a class of lossy quantum walk of sin-
gle photons, the loss rate is drastically enhanced at the
boundary. Specifically, for a lossy particle initially lo-
cated at a position far from the boundary of a lattice
system, the space-resolved loss has a surprisingly high
boundary peak, in sharp contrast to the common expec-
tation that the particle loss should decay away from the
initial position. Remarkably, the relative height of the
edge peak even grows as the distance between the ini-
tial position and boundary increases. This striking phe-
nomenon, dubbed non-Hermitian edge burst, has been
predicted in recent theories [15, 16].

Since both the NHSE and edge burst involve bound-
ary localization, it is tempting to attribute the latter to
the former. However, it turns out that NHSE does not
guarantee the emergence of edge burst. Closing the gap
of the imaginary part of energy spectrum (i.e., the imag-
inary gap or dissipative gap) is the other necessary con-
dition, which highlights the rich implication of spectral
profile and topology in non-Hermitian systems [9, 10].
At a deeper level, a novel dynamic bulk-edge scaling
relation has been suggested as the origin of edge burst
[15]. Thus, the edge burst signifies an unprecedented in-
terplay between non-Hermitian topological physics and

non-Hermitian dynamical phenomena.
Lossy quantum walk.—To study the non-Hermitian

edge burst, we design a one-dimensional quantum walk
[17–20] with the Floquet operator

U = R

(
θ2

2

)
SR

(
θ1

2

)
L(γ). (1)

The shift operator S =
∑
x |x − 1〉〈x| ⊗ |0〉〈0| + |x +

1〉〈x|⊗|1〉〈1|, so that the walker’s position is shifted from
the site x to x − 1 or x + 1 according to the coin state
|0〉 or |1〉. The coin state is rotated along the y axis by
R(θ) = 1w⊗e−iθσy , where 1w =

∑
x |x〉 〈x| is the identity

operator. The operator L(γ) = 1w⊗
(

1 0
0 e−2γ

)
generates

a state-selective loss. For our photonic platform, it is
more convenient to create a domain wall instead of an
open boundary [see Fig. 1(a)]. The left (L) and right
(R) regions are characterized by coin parameters θL1,2 and

θR1,2, respectively. The dynamics of the non-Hermitian
quantum walk follows

|ψ(t)〉 = U t|ψ(0)〉, (2)

where |ψ(0)〉 is the initial state and t is the integer
discrete time. One can also define an effective non-
Hermitian Hamiltonian Heff by U = exp(−iHeff), which
shares the same eigenstates as U .

The Floquet operator U defined in Eq. (1) and the as-
sociated Heff exhibit the NHSE, which originates from
the state-dependent directional hoppings built in the
model (akin to Refs. [11, 21]). In the presence of a
domain wall [Fig. 1(a)], all the eigenstates of U exhibit
localization at the domain wall when the non-Hermiticity
is nonzero, i.e., γ 6= 0. Accordingly, the generalized
Brillouin zone (GBZ) deviates from the unit circle [see
Figs. 2(a) and (b)] [3, 22, 23]. Here, we focus on two
sets of parameters, θR2 = 0.12π and θR2 = 0.48π, with
other parameters fixed as θL1,2 = 0.85π, θR1 = 0.12π, and
γ = 0.8. In Figs. 2(c) and (d), we show the energy spec-
trum of Heff, which clearly indicates that the imaginary

ar
X

iv
:2

30
3.

12
83

1v
1 

 [
co

nd
-m

at
.m

es
-h

al
l]

  2
2 

M
ar

 2
02

3



2

(b)

Laser

APD

HWP Lens PPKTP Filter PBS FC PPBS BD

L R R
S

R
S

R

R
S

R
APD

APD

APD

Mirror

A
P
D

S

x=-3

L

R R

x=-2

R

x=-1

R R R
S

x=0 x=1 x=2

... ...

Left Right

(a)

S SS

L L L L L

L

L

0 1

x0+1

x0-1

x0

FIG. 1. Experimental implementation. (a) The domain-wall geometry of the non-Hermitian quantum walk. The operations of
S,R,L contained in U are pictorially shown. (b) Experimental setup. Photon pairs are created by the spontaneous parametric
down conversion process in a type-II cut PPKTP crystal. One of the photon is injected into the quantum-walk interferometric
network, and the other is used as the trigger. The walker photon passes the polarizing beam splitter (PBS) and the half-wave
plate (HWP), so that its polarization is prepared in the coin state |0〉. It then undertakes the quantum walk through the network
containing partially polarizing beam splitters (PPBSs), HWPs, beam displacers (BDs). Finally, avalanche photodiodes (APDs)
are used to detect the walker photons that coincide with the trigger photons.

gap (the gap between 0 and the maximum imaginary part
of the spectrum) is zero for θR2 = 0.12π but nonzero for
θR2 = 0.48π. In fact, the imaginary gap vanishes along
the lines θ1 = 2πn ± θ2 (n ∈ Z) (see Supplementary In-
formation).

Observation of edge burst.—In our experiment, a
walker is initialized at a site x0, which evolves under
Eq. (2) in discrete time steps. The key quantity for edge
burst is the probability P (x) that the walker escapes from
the position x. In practice, one can measure the space-
time-resolved loss p(x, t) from t = 1 to t = T , with T
being a large integer so that the loss is almost complete.
The sum over t then gives

P (x) =

T∑
t=1

p(x, t). (3)

According to the specific form of loss adopted here, we
have

p(x, t) = (1− e−4γ)| 〈1| ⊗ 〈x|ψ(t− 1)〉|2. (4)

It may also be written as p(x, t) = | 〈1| ⊗ 〈x|M |ψ(t −

1)〉|2 with M = 1w ⊗
(

0 0

0
√

1− e−4γ

)
, which can be

implemented by a partial measurement via the PPBS
[see Fig. 1(a)] at the time step t. We also define a time-
dependent total loss probability

P (t) =

t∑
t′=1

∑
x

p(x, t′), (5)

so that the survival probability after a t-step evolution
is 1 − P (t). In our quantum-walk platform, p(x, t) can
be readily extracted from photon-number measurements
(see Methods), and P (x), P (t) can be obtained from
Eqs. (3)(5).

We implement a 14-step (T = 14) quantum walk with
initial walker location x0 = 10. The space-resolved
loss probability P (x) is shown in Figs. 2(e) and (f) for
the aforementioned two sets of parameters. In both (e)
(θR2 = 0.12π) and (f)(θR2 = 0.48π), we observe that the
loss probability initially decays away from x0. Moreover,
the P (x) profile is asymmetric around x0, which can be
naturally attributed to the NHSE.

The surprising feature is an exceptionally high peak
emerging at the domain wall in Fig. 2(e). Intuitively,
one may resort to the NHSE to explain this edge burst.
However, the NHSE is also strong for the parameters of
Fig. 2(f), yet the edge burst is not seen there. Therefore,
the origin of edge burst cannot be explained by the NHSE
alone. In fact, the imaginary gap plays an essential role
here [15]. The corresponding imaginary gap, shown in
Figs. 2(c) and (d), is zero and nonzero for Figs. 2(e) and
(f), respectively.

To unveil the space-time profile of walker’s loss, we plot
p(x, t) for the above two sets of parameters. Figs. 2(g)
and (h) show that the walker propagates almost ballis-
tically with concurrent loss along the trajectory. In the
case of edge burst, a large loss peak in p(x, t) emerges
when the walker hits the domain wall. It also indicates
that the burst occurs around a particular time, before
which it is indiscernible.
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FIG. 2. Edge burst in non-Hermitian quantum walks. The fixed parameters are θL1,2 = 0.85π, θR1 = 0.12π and γ = 0.8. (a)(b)

Brillouin zone (BZ) and generalized Brillouin zone (GBZ) for θR2 = 0.12π and θR2 = 0.48π. (c)(d) Energy spectra (for the right
region in which the walker is initialized) under the periodic boundary condition (PBC) for two indicated values of θR2 . (e)(f)
Experimentally measured P (x) of a 14-step non-Hermitian quantum walk with the initial state |x0 = 10〉 ⊗ |0〉. (g)(h) The
space-time-resolved loss probability p(x, t) for the two values of θR2 . Error bars represent the statistical uncertainty under the
assumption of Poissonian statistics.

Furthermore, we vary the initial position x0 =
5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10 and measure the time-dependent loss prob-
ability P (t). As shown in Fig. 3(a), for θR2 = 0.12π (with
edge burst), P (t) suddenly increases near the domain
wall. In contrast, in Fig. 3(b), for θR2 = 0.48π (without
edge burst), P (t) increases steadily with t without sud-
den change. Similarly, the space-resolved survival prob-
ability |ψ(x = −1, t)|2 at the domain wall at each step t
behaves differently with and without the edge burst [see
Fig. 3(c)]. The value of |ψ(x = −1, t)|2 is significantly
larger in the presence of edge burst. In Fig. 3(d), we
show that the edge burst remains robust when the start-
ing position varies. In contrast, when the edge burst is
absent, P (x) decays rapidly as x0 moves away from the
domain wall [see Fig. 3(e)].

To further characterize the edge burst, we measure the
relative height Pdomain/Pmin, where Pdomain ≡ P (x =
−1) is the probability that the photon escapes from the
domain wall x = −1, and Pmin ≡ minx=−1,··· ,x0{P (x)}
is the minimum of P (x) in the interval between the ini-
tial location x0 and the domain wall location x = −1.
The edge burst is characterized by Pdomain/Pmin � 1,
while its absence means that Pdomain/Pmin is on the or-
der of unity. As shown in Fig. 3(f), for θR2 = 0.48π,
the measured relative height remains close to 1 as x0

increases. In stark contrast, for θR2 = 0.12π, the rela-
tive height increases with x0 and fits well with a linear
relation Pdomain/Pmin ∼ x0. Thus, the relative height

grows as the initial walker position moves away from the
domain wall. While counterintuitive, this behavior is a
consequence of a novel bulk-edge scaling relation [15].
Discussions.—We present the first experimental obser-

vation of the non-Hermitian edge burst by using discrete-
time non-Hermitian quantum walk of photons. Our ex-
periment not only demonstrates that edge burst origi-
nates from the intriguing interplay between two unique
non-Hermitian concepts, the NHSE and imaginary gap,
but also unveils the real-time dynamics of this phe-
nomenon. The observation of non-Hermitian edge burst
paves the way for investigating the real-time dynam-
ics in non-Hermitian topological systems, which remains
largely unexplored. From a practical perspective, the
edge burst may offer a promising non-Hermitian ap-
proach for the on-demand harvesting of light or particles
at a prescribed position.
Methods
Implementation.—For the experimental implementa-

tion, we adopt the scheme of single-photon discrete-time
quantum walks illustrated in Fig. 1(b). Photon pairs
are created by spontaneous parametric down conversion,
where a 20mm type-II periodically poled potassium ti-
tanyl phosphate (PPKTP) crystal is pumped by a 405nm
continuous wave diode laser with the power of 1mW.
One photon serves as a trigger, and the other as a her-
alded single photon undertaking the quantum walk. The
photon polarizations are adopted as the coin state. The
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FIG. 3. (a)(b) Experimentally measured time-dependent total loss probability P (t) for different starting positions x0 =
5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, respectively. For (a), θR2 = 0.12π; for (b), θR2 = 0.48π. Other parameters are the same as those in Fig. 2. (c) The
measured survival probability at the domain wall, |ψ(x = −1, t)|2, for different starting positions. θR2 = 0.12π (upper panel)
and 0.48π (lower panel). (d) (e) Experimentally measured P (x) (T = 14) for x0 = 6, 8, 10; θR2 = 0.12π for (d) and 0.48π for
(e). (f) The measured relative height Pdomain/Pmin versus x0. Hollow and solid symbols represent numerically evaluated results
and experimental data, respectively. Dashed lines are obtained by numerical fitting experimental data.

walker photon is initialized in the spatial mode |x0〉 with
the internal state |0〉, i.e. |ψ(0)〉 = |x0〉 ⊗ |0〉. The local-
ized initial state is prepared by passing the walker pho-
tons through a half-wave plate (HWP) and a polarizing
beam splitter (PBS).

For the quantum-walk dynamics, the shift operator S
is implemented by a beam displacer (BD) whose opti-
cal axis is cut in the way so that the vertically polarized
photons are directly transmitted and the horizontally po-
larized photons are laterally displaced into a neighbor-

ing mode. The coin rotation R(
θ1(2)

2 ) is realized by two

HWPs at 0 and
θ1(2)

4 , respectively. The loss operator
L(γ) is realized by a partially polarizing beam splitter
(PPBS), which completely transmits the coin state |0〉
but reflects the coin state |1〉 with a probability e−4γ . At
last, avalanche photodiodes (APDs) are used to detect
the walker photons coinciding with the trigger photons.
The total number of coincidences is approximately 23000.

The measurements are based on photon-number count-
ing. The space-time-resolved probability p(x, t) can be
calculated from the photon number through

p(x, t) =
N(x, t)∑

x′ N ′(x′, t) +
∑t
t′=1

∑
x′ N(x′, t′)

, (6)

where N(x, t) is the number of photons escaping from the
position x at the time step t, and N ′(x, t) is the number
of remaining photons at x after a t-step evolution.

Finally, the space-resolved survival probability at x can
be calculated as

|ψ(x, t)|2 =
N ′(x, t)∑

x′ N ′(x′, t) +
∑t
t′=1

∑
x′ N(x′, t′)

. (7)

Note. After completing this work, we learned of a
related experiment by a team at Southern University of
Science and Technology.
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Supplemental Material for “Observation of non-Hermitian edge burst in quantum
dynamics”

Effective Hamiltonian and generalized Brillouin zone

In this section, we derive an expression for the effective Hamiltonian Heff in momentum space. First, we transform
the real-space nonunitary Floquet operator U and its conjugate transpose U† into the momentum-space Uk and U†k :

Uk = d0σ0 − id1σ1 − id2σ2 − id3σ3,

U†k = d∗0σ0 + id∗1σ1 + id∗2σ2 + id∗3σ3 (S1)

where σ1,2,3 are the Pauli matrices and σ0 is the identity matrix, and

d0 = e−γ(cosh γ cos k cos
θ1 + θ2

2
+ i sinh γ sin k cos

θ1 − θ2

2
),

d1 = e−γ(cosh γ sin k sin
θ1 − θ2

2
+ i sinh γ cos k sin

θ1 + θ2

2
),

d2 = e−γ(cosh γ cos k sin
θ1 + θ2

2
− i sinh γ sin k sin

θ1 − θ2

2
),

d3 = e−γ(− cosh γ sin k cos
θ1 − θ2

2
+ i sinh γ cos k cos

θ1 + θ2

2
). (S2)

Note that the relation
√
d2

0 + d2
1 + d2

2 + d2
3 = e−γ is satisfied. The eigenvalue and eigenvector can be derived from

Uk|ψ±〉 = λ±|ψ±〉, U†k |χ±〉 = λ∗±|χ±〉. (S3)

Straightforward calculations lead to

λ± = d0 ± it0, λ∗± = d∗0 ∓ it∗0, (S4)

|ψ±〉 =
1

d1 + id2

(
d3 ∓ t0
d1 + id2

)
,

〈χ±| =
1

d1 − id2
(d3 ∓ t0, d1 − id2), (S5)

where t0 =
√
e−2γ − d2

0. Since the effective Hamiltonian Heff(k) is related to Uk through Uk = e−iHeff , the quasienergy
spectrum of Heff(k) is

E±(k) = i lnλ±(k) = ± arccos(cosh γ cos k cos
θ1 + θ2

2
+ i sinh γ sin k cos

θ1 − θ2

2
)− iγ. (S6)

Specifically, for θ1 = θ2, we have

E−(k = π/2) = −arccos(i sinh γ)− iγ = −arccos(sin iγ)− iγ = −π/2, (S7)

so that Im[E−(k = π/2)] = 0, i.e., the imaginary gap closes at k = π/2. For θ1 = −θ2, the imaginary gap closes at
k = 0 because

E+(k = 0) = arccos(cosh γ)− iγ = arccos(cos(iγ))− iγ = 0. (S8)

Thus, the imaginary gap closes when θ1 = 2πn± θ2 (n ∈ Z). While the eigenvectors in Eq. (S5) are not orthogonal,
one can derive a set of bi-orthonormal eigenvectors {|ψ̃±〉, |χ̃±〉}:

|ψ̃±〉 =
|ψ±〉√
〈χ±|ψ±〉

=
1√

2t0(t0 ∓ d3)

(
d3 ∓ t0
d1 + id2

)
,

〈χ̃±| =
〈χ±|√
〈χ±|ψ±〉

=
1√

2t0(t0 ∓ d3)
(d3 ∓ t0, d1 − id2), (S9)
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which satisfy

〈χ̃m|ψ̃n〉 = δmn,
∑

m=+,−
|ψ̃m〉〈χ̃m| = 1. (S10)

It follows that

Uk = λ+|ψ̃+〉〈χ̃+|+ λ−|ψ̃−〉〈χ̃−|, (S11)

and the effective Hamiltonian Heff(k) can be written as

Heff = i lnλ+|ψ̃+〉〈χ̃+|+ i lnλ−|ψ̃−〉〈χ̃−|. (S12)

To derive the generalized Brillouin zone (GBZ) [3, 22], we rewrite the Floquet operator U as

U =
∑
x

|x− 1〉〈x| ⊗A0 + |x+ 1〉〈x| ⊗A1, (S13)

where

A0 =Rc(
θ2

2
)P0Rc(

θ1

2
)Lc(γ),

A1 =Rc(
θ2

2
)P1Rc(

θ1

2
)Lc(γ), (S14)

with Lc(γ) =

(
1 0
0 e−2γ

)
, Rc(θ) = e−iθσy , P0 = |0〉〈0| and P1 = |1〉〈1|. In view of the translational symmetry inside

the bulk, the eigenstate |ϕ〉 of U can be expressed as

|ϕ〉 =
∑
x,j

βxj |x〉 ⊗ |φj〉c, (S15)

where |φj〉c is the coin state and βj is the spatial-mode function. Inserting Eq. (S15) into eigen-equation U |ϕ〉 = λ|ϕ〉,
we obtain

(A0β +
A1

β
− λ)|φ〉c = 0, (S16)

which has nontrivial solutions only when

det[A0β +
A1

β
− λ] = 0. (S17)

In an explicit form, Eq. (S17) is a quadratic equation of β:

[sin(
θ1

2
) sin(

θ2

2
)− e2γ cos(

θ1

2
) cos(

θ2

2
)]β2 + (

1

λ
+ e2γλ)β + e2γ sin(

θ1

2
) sin(

θ2

2
)− cos(

θ1

2
) cos(

θ2

2
) = 0. (S18)

In the thermodynamic limit, the GBZ equation is determined by |β1(λ)| = |β2(λ)| [3, 22]. Thus, we obtain

|β1| = |β2| =

√
|
e2γ sin( θ12 ) sin( θ22 )− cos( θ12 ) cos( θ22 )

sin( θ12 ) sin( θ22 )− e2γ cos( θ12 ) cos( θ22 )
| =

√
|
cosh γ cos θ1+θ2

2 − sinh γ cos θ2−θ12

cosh γ cos θ1+θ2
2 + sinh γ cos θ2−θ12

|. (S19)

Therefore, the GBZ is a circle in the complex plane, as shown in Fig. 2 in the main text. When |β| < 1(|β| >
1), the skin modes are localized at the left (right) edge. According to Eq. (S19), when cos θ1+θ2

2 cos θ2−θ12 > 0

(cos θ1+θ2
2 cos θ2−θ12 < 0), the skin modes are localized at the left (right) edge. For the two sets of parameters used in

the main article, the skin modes are localized at the domain wall.
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FIG. S1. Numerical simulations for the loss probabilities P (−1) (for the domain wall) and P (x) (for the bulk), and the relative
height Pdomain/Pmin . The coin parameters are fixed as θL1,2 = 0.85π and θR1 = 0.12π. For the upper row (red), θR2 = 0.12π,

and the edge burst is present; for the lower row (blue), θR2 = 0.48π, and the edge burst is absent. (a)(b) The loss probability
P (x = −1) versus x0. (c)(d) P (x) versus x0 − x. (e)(f) The relative height Pdomain/Pmin. The dots are from numerical
simulations, and the black solid lines are the fitting results.

Numerical fitting for larger time steps

In the experiment, we have found that the relative height can be well fitted by Pdomain/Pmin ∼ x0. Thus, the relative
height grows as x0 increases. In this section, we add numerical simulations with more steps to further demonstrate
this behavior.

As illustrated in Fig. S1, we fit the loss probability P (x = −1) at the domain wall, P (x) in bulk, and the relative
height Pdomain/Pmin. The results show that when the edge burst exists [Fig. S1(a,c,e)], both P (x = −1) and P (x)
follow power laws: P (x = −1) ∼ x−αd

0 and P (x) ∼ (x0 − x)−αb , with certain αd and αb. The fitting for the relative
height is Pdomain/Pmin ∼ x1.0802

0 , which is close to the Pdomain/Pmin ∼ x0 behavior predicted by theory and supported
by our experiment. Notably, the fitting for αd,b are αd = 0.4717 and αb = 1.4751, so that αb − αd = 1.0034, which
agrees well with the predicted bulk-edge scaling relation in Ref. [15].

When the edge burst is absent [Fig. S1(b,d,f)], the fitting turns out to be exponential: P (x = −1) ∼ βx0−x
d and

P (x) ∼ βx0−x
b , with certain βb and βd that are approximately equal. The relative height Pdomain/Pmin is almost

constant as x0 varies.
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