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Abstract

For ordinary hermitian Hamiltonians, the states show the Kramers degeneracy when the
system has a half-odd-integer spin and the time reversal operator obeys ©2 = —1, but no such
a degeneracy exists when ©2 = 41. Here we point out that for non-hermitian systems, there
exists a degeneracy similar to Kramers even when ©2 = +1. It is found that the new degeneracy
follows from the mathematical structure of split-quaternion, instead of quaternion from which
the Kramers degeneracy follows in the usual hermitian cases. Furthermore, we also show that
particle/hole symmetry gives rise to a pair of states with opposite energies on the basis of the
split-quaternion in a class of non-hermitian Hamiltonians. As concrete examples, we examine
in detail N x N Hamiltonians with N = 2 and 4 which are non-hermitian generalizations of
spin 1/2 Hamiltonian and quadrupole Hamiltonian of spin 3/2, respectively.
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1 Introduction

The original observation between time-reversal (TR) invariance and statistical mechanics is
traced back to Dyson who pointed out that TR operator © is naturally incorporated in the
algebra of quaternions if the system has a half-odd-integer spin and ©2 = —1 [I]. He showed that
the Kramers degeneracy comes from mathematical structures of quaternion, and its statistical
properties are described by the symplectic group. On the basis of these, Avron et al. explored
topological properties of fermionic systems with TR symmetry [2], and the second Chern number
was introduced as an extension of the TKNN topological number of quantum Hall effect [3,[4]. The
TR symmetry and the resultant Kramers degeneracy also play a central role in recent developments
of the quantum spin Hall effects [l 6] and topological insulators [7, [8, [@]. Indeed, the Kramers
degeneracy enables us to introduce a new class of topological numbers characterizing these phases.
The mathematical structures of the topological insulators have been studied in Refs.[10] 111, 12].

Meanwhile, if the system has an integer spin and ©2 = 41 such as boson systems and systems
with even number of electrons, we have no such a Kramers degeneracy. Correspondingly, its
topological structure is rather simple and the Hamiltonian has a real structure in general. However,
such a consequence changes if we allow non-hermiticity of Hamiltonians. Indeed, as is shown
below, there is generally a degeneracy similar to the Kramers even when ©? = +1 in a class of

non-hermitian Hamiltonians.



Although we usually suppose hermiticity of Hamiltonian, non-hermitian Hamiltonians also
have applications to interesting problems such as open chaotic scattering [I3], dissipative quan-
tum maps [14], and delocalization of pinned vortices in superconductors [I5]. We also have
non-hermitian Hamiltonians as effective theories of hermitian systems. Moreover, non-hermitian
Hamiltonians might be meaningful themselves if a kind of TR symmetry such as P7T symmetry
[16] or pseudo-hermiticity [I7] is imposed. They are a part of the motivations that we pursue the
present work.

We investigate TR symmetry with ©2 = 41 in non-hermitian Hamiltonians. From a gen-
eral argument, it is shown that such symmetry is naturally incorporated in the algebra of split-
quaternion, instead of quaternion. (See also related work [I8, 19] in P7 symmetric quantum
mechanics.) Then a new kind of degeneracy is obtained from structures of split-quaternion. As
concrete examples, we examine N X N non-hermitian Hamiltonians up to N = 4. The structure
of split-quaternion is identified in these Hamiltonians, and we find that it has a close similarity
to the quaternion structure of the spin 1/2 Hamiltonian and quadrupole Hamiltonian of spin 3/2.
Furthermore, it is shown that the particle/hole symmetry also gives rise to a pair of states with
opposite energies (E, —F) in a class of non-hermitian Hamiltonians. Random matrix classification
of the non-hermitian models is also provided.

The organization of the paper is as follows. In Secl2] a generalized Kramers degeneracy
in pseudo-Hermitian quantum mechanics is discussed. We point out relations between split-
quaternion and TR operation for ©2 = +1, and show the existence of generalized Kramers degen-
eracy in pseudo-hermitian systems. We also argue relations between the particle/hole symmetry
and split-quaternions. The split-quaternion structure of integer spin systems is clarified, too. In
Sec3l we show how the generalized Kramers theorem in pseudo-hermitian systems is incorporated
in the non-hermitian random matrix classification. As a concrete example of pseudo-hermitian
model with particle/hole symmetry, SU(1, 1) model is introduced in Secl] and basic properties of
the model are investigated. In Sec[d we argue properties of the SO(3,2) model with time reversal
symmetry ©2 = 41 as a simple exemplification of the generalized Kramers degeneracy. It is also
shown that the SO(3,2) model is realized as a SU(1,1) quadrupole model with SU(1,1) spin 3/2.
Secltl is devoted to summary and discussions.

2 Generalized Kramers degeneracy and split-quaternion

2.1 Split-quaternion and time-reversal symmetry

Let us start with a brief review of the split-quaternion. The split-quaternion [20] is a variant
of the quaternion [2I] which is written as

q=w+xi+yj+ zk, (1)

with real numbers (w,z,y,z) in the basis (1,4,j,k). The algebra of the basis for the split-
quaternion is different from that for the quaternion, and it is given by

ij=k=—ji, jk=—i=—kj ki=j=—ik, *=-1, j>=1, k*=1. (2)



Note that j2 =1 and k? =1, not j2> = —1 and k?> = —1 as in the quaternion case.
It has been known that the structure of the quaternion naturally arises in time-reversal (TR)
invariant systems. The TR operator is antiunitary, and anticommutes with 7:

0=UK (3)

where U is a unitary operator and K complex conjugates everything to its right. For systems with
an integer spin, we have ©% = +1, while for systems with a half integer spin, ©% = —1 In the
latter case, the TR invariance results in the structure of quaternion for the Hamiltonian. Then,
what is a natural mathematical structure in the former ?

The answer is the split-quaternion. The TR operator is antiunitary

Qi = —i0. (4)

By identifying j and k with © and i©, respectively, one finds a correspondence between the triplet
of the TR algebra and the split-quaternion,

(i,0,i0) « (i,],k). (5)

Thus, the split-quaternion also fits into the TR symmetry with ©% = +1.

In spite of the argument above, it has been known that there is no such a split-quaternion
structure in the TR invariant Hamiltonians with ©2 = +1. The Hamiltonian supports only a
real structure instead [I]. This is because usually the Hamiltonians are supposed to be hermitian.
This implicit assumption makes the split-quaternion into a real number. Nevertheless, physical
phenomena are not always described by hermitian Hamiltonians. Non-hermitian Hamiltonians also
have interesting physical applications. Then, if we consider a class of non-hermitian Hamiltonians,
the hidden split-quaternion structure becomes evident, as will be shown in the following sections.

2.2 Pseudo-hermiticity

A non-hermitian Hamiltonian H is called pseudo-hermitian [I7], when it satisfies pseudo-
hermiticity

H' =nHn™, (6)

where 7 is a hermitian operator referred to as the metric operator. For example, consider a
nonunitary transformation G on a hermitian Hamiltonian Hy, then H = GHyG ™! is not hermitian,
but pseudo-hermitian,

H' =G H,GT = GG HGGT, (7)

with a metric operator n = (GGT)~%.

! The action of the TR operator is two, i.e. the system comes back to the original if we apply © twice. Thus 62
should be a phase e®, which implies U = ¢*“UT and UT = Ue'®. This yields U = Ue?®, so the phase is e’* = +1.



The reason why 7 is called the metric operator is that the time-independent inner product of
a state is given by a metric 7. For a non-hermitian Hamiltonian, there generally exists a set of
states, |¢) and |¢)) that satisfy [22]

0 .0
i |0) = H|o), ig|e) = Hp). (8)
The time independent inner product is constructed as (¢|¢)), as shown by

2 totoh = 2% it AL = g1ty + (o) = 0. o)

For a pseudo-hermitian Hamiltonian H, (@) leads to

iSalo) = Hialg), o el = Hn ). (10)

Thus, we also have additional time-independent inner products, (¢[n]¢), {¢n~tp). In the fol-
lowing, we mainly use (¢|p)) as the inner product unless explicitly written.

In order for the pseudo-hermiticity to be consistent with the TR symmetry, the condition ()
should be commutative with the TR operation. This leads to n* = +UTnU, that is On = £n0.
Therefore, possible metric operators are classified into two: The first one satisfies [,0] = 0,
and the second {n,0©} = 0. Here we note that the latter case is proper for only non-hermitian
Hamiltonians. For hermitian Hamiltonians, we have n = 1. Thus n commutes with © rather
trivially.

2.3 Generalized Kramers degeneracy

Let us assume two conditions: one is the TR symmetry with ©2 = +1
[H,0] =0, (11)
and the other is the anticommutation relation
{n,0} =0. (12)
Let |¢,,) be eigenstates of H,
H|¢n) = En|¢n)- (13)
Then the corresponding eigenstates |¢,,)) of HT,
H¢p) = Ey|¢n), (14)

which satisfy



The eigenstates |¢,,) and |¢,)) satisfying (I3 are known as the bi-orthonormal basis [23] 22]. By
using the pseudo-hermiticity (@), (I4]) is rewritten as

Hn™ ) = Ein™én)- (16)
We apply © from the left to both sides of (1)) to have
H®77_1|¢n>> = En@n_1|¢n>>, (17)

where on the left-hand side, we utilized the time reversal invariance of the Hamiltonian (III). Thus
|¢n) and ©On~1|#,) have the same eigenvalue E,,. Therefore, if they are linearly independent, we
have degeneracy in the eigenvalues of H. Note

(onlOn~on)) = (O°n~"$nlObn)) = (Duln™ Obn) = —(dnlOn~"|¢0). (18)

In the first equation, we have used the antiunitary property of ©, and the second equation follows
from ©2 = +1 and the hermiticity of n~!. In the third equation, the anticommutation relation
between © and n~! was utilized E Thus we have (¢,|01n7|¢,) = 0. On the other hand,
(bn|bn) = 1 from ([@H). Therefore |¢,) and On~t|¢,) are linearly independent . As a result, we
have two-fold degeneracy in eigenstates of H, which is the generalized Kramers degeneracy.

In general, the generalized Kramers partner ©n~t|¢,)) is not coincident with ©|¢,). Actually,
unlike the TR symmetry with ©2 = —1, TR symmetry with ©2 = +1 does not imply that |¢,,)
and O|¢,) are linearly independent. Nevertheless, we can say that if eigenvalues of H are real,
the generalized Kramers partner is essentially the same as ©|¢,,).

To see this, let us consider the eigenstate |¢,) satisfying (I3]). Then the pseudo-hermiticity
leads to

HTn’¢n> = Enn‘¢n> (19)

Therefore, n|¢,) can be expanded as

77|¢n> = Z |¢m>>cmna (20)

where the sum is taken for |¢,,))’s satisfying (I4) and () with E} = E,. (Note that if there is
a degeneracy in the spectrum, we may have multiple such |¢,,))’s.) Applying (¢,,| from the left,
we obtain

Because of the hermiticity of 7, ¢, is hermitian for the indices m and n. Thus it can be
diagonalized by a unitary matrix G

Z Ginlclkan = )\m(smna (22)
Ik

2For usual hermitian Hamiltonians, we have = 1 in general. Thus, the anticommutativity (I2)) does not hold.
This is the reason why even if a hermitian Hamiltonian has TR symmetry with ©% = +1, there is no generalized
Kramers pair.

3Though |¢,) and ©n~'|é,) are linearly independent, they are not orthogonal, i.e. (¢n|On ' |¢n) # 0, in
general.



with real \,,. The eigenvalue )\, is not zero because ¢,,,, is invertible. Thus taking the following
new bi-orthonormal basis

‘¢;’L> - Z ’¢m>Gmn/ V P‘n’a ‘¢;’L>> = Z ’¢m>>Gmn V ‘)‘n‘7 <¢;L’¢;n>> = Omn, (23)

we have

1l éh) = sen(An)|dn,)- (24)

Now suppose that E, is real, then E,, for |¢,,)) in ([20) is also real and coincides with E,,. This

yields that all |¢,,)’s in the right hand side of the first equation in (23] have the same energy E,,.

In other words, |¢/,) remains to be an eigenstate of H with the eigenvalue of E,. Applying On~!

from the left to both sides of ([24]), we find that the (generalized) Kramers partner On~!|¢/)) is
the same as O|¢] ) up to an irrelevant overall sign,

O¢;,) = sgn(An)On~'[¢),). (25)

2.4 Particle/hole symmetry and split-quaternion

In addition to the TR invariance, we can have the particle/hole symmetry C which is antiuni-
tary. Here we briefly see the split-quaternion structure of particle/hole symmetric system.
We say that a Hamiltonian H has the particle/hole symmetry C if it satisfies

CHC™' = —H. (26)
If we write C as C = 'K with a unitary operator I', (20]) is recast into
THIT = —H*. (27)

One can show that C? = +1.
In a manner similar to the TR symmetry, we have the split-quaternion structure if C? = +1.
The correspondence between the particle/hole symmetry and the split-quaternion is

(,C,iC) » (3,4, k). (28)

When H is pseudo-hermitian, HT = nHn~! with {C,n} = 0, we find that eigenstates of H are
paired with eigenvalues (E,,, —E,). Consider

H‘¢n> = En’¢n>a
H'|¢n)) = Eplon)), (29)

with {¢n|dm) = (dm|édn) = Gmn. It is found that |¢,) and Cn~t|¢,)) have the eigenenergies E,,
and —F,,, respectively. Then, if 1 satisfies {n,C} = 0, we can show that |¢,) and Cn~!|¢,)) are
linearly independent for any E,,, in a manner similar to SecZ3l Thus, the eigenstates of H are
paired. In particular, if we have a zero energy state with E = 0, then it should be degenerated.



Note that the particle/hole symmetry itself implies that if |¢,) is an eigenstate of H with
eigenenergy F,, then C|¢,) is the one with —E. For a non-hermitian Hamiltonian, however, this
does not always mean additional pair of states. Indeed, if E,, is pure imaginary, then F,, is the
same as —FE, and |¢,) and C|¢,) can be the same. We can also say that if F, is real, C|¢,) is
essentially the same as Cn~'|¢,)): When the eigenenergies F,, are real, we can take the basis (23]
as the eigenstates of H, which leads to

Cl¢f,) = sgn(An)Cn [, )- (30)

Thus C|¢,,) and Cn~t|¢!,)) coincide with each other up to a sign factor.
Formally we can treat the particle/hole symmetry as the TR symmetry by redefining H — iH.
In this case, however, the pseudo-hermiticity is replaced by “pseudo-anti-hermiticity”,

H' = —nHn™ L. (31)

2.5 Example: 2 X 2 matrix

In this subsection, we will see the split-quaternion structure in a concrete example. Consider
a 2 x 2 matrix, as the simplest nontrivial Hamiltonian. In general, by using the 2 x 2 unit matrix
12 and the Pauli matrices o; (i = ,y, z), any 2 X 2 matrix can be written as

H=hly+ Y  hio, (32)

i:%y,z

with complex numbers h and h* (i = x,y,z). Then suppose that H is invariant under the TR
symmetry © = UK with ©% = +1.

[H,0] = 0. (33)

©? = +1 implies that U is a symmetric (unitary) matrix, U = U”. Following Ref.[I], U can be
U = 15 in a proper basis of the Hamiltonian. The TR invariance yields

h*=h, K™ =hn" hn""=-hY, n*=h% (34)
thus, we obtain
H =wly + xo, + yio, + 20, (35)

with real numbers, w,x,y,z. The split-quaternion structure of H is evident if we notice the
following identification between the Pauli matrices and the basis for the split-quaternion,

(iayaamaaz) AN (’i,j, k)7 (36)

which reproduces the algebra (2)). Thus the TR invariant Hamiltonian (35) is a split-quaternion.

Let us now impose the pseudo-hermiticity. To satisfy {©,n} = 0, the hermitian matrix 7
should be pure imaginary, n* = —n. Thus it can be written as n = co, with a real number c.
If H is pseudo-hermitian (@), we obtain x = y = z = 0. Therefore, the Hamiltonian becomes



H = wly. While this Hamiltonian is rather trivial, we have a two-fold degeneracy. This can be
considered as the generalized Kramers degeneracy explained in Sec[2.3l In this case, any column
vectors |¢) = (a,b)T are eigenstates of H. The corresponding |¢)) satisfying (¢|¢) = 1 is

1 a
‘(b»:W(b)’ (37)

Thus the generalized Kramers partner, ©n~t|¢)), is given by

-1 * —1 ib*
o) = ————o, [ | = | . ] 38
(L |a|2+|b|2“y<b*> [P+ 6P\ —ia” )

One can easily check that |¢) and ©n~!|¢)) are linearly independent if |a|? 4 |b|? # 0.
Next, impose the pseudo-anti-hermiticity which implies w = 0 in (33]), so

H = zo, + yioy + zo.. (39)

The eigenvalues are Ey = ++/x2 + 22 — y2. The corresponding eigenstates |¢1) are given by
|¢i>=Ci< vy ) E =2+ =, (40)

+F — =z

where ¢y are constants. In accordance with the general argument in Sec[Z4] the eigenstate with
the eigenvalue E' is paired with the one with —F.

We can also check that if we suppose the hermiticity of H, instead of the pseudo-hermiticity
or pseudo-anti-hermiticity, the split-quaternion structure is replaced by the real structure, y in
B3) being zero, thus H reduces to a 2 x 2 real symmetric matrix.

2.6 Integer spin systems

In this subsection, we will see the split-quaternion structure of integer spin systems in which
©% = +1. The spin, S; (i = z,v, 2), changes its sign under the TR transformation

@Si@_l = -5;. (41)
Write © = UK, and the condition (1) is written as
Us,Ut=-8,, uvSut=s5, US.U'=-5, (42)

where we have assumed the standard matrix realization of S; in which only S, is complex and
pure imaginary. Then, U is given byH
U =™, (43)

and
@2 — e2i7rSy — (_1)25’7 (44)

4 The form of TR operator depends on the physical meaning of the operator. For instance, when S; denote
“isospin” labeling two different energy levels, the TR operator © is simply given by © = K.



where S represents the magnitude of the spin. Thus, for integer S, ©2 = +1, while for half-integer
S, ©% = —1. For low spins,

S=1/2 : © =io,K, (45a)
0 0 1

S=1 :0=[0 -1 0 |K, (45b)
1 0 0

S=3/2 : @:( 0 oy >K (45¢)
1oy 0

Let us first consider the S = 1 system. The TR operator is given by (45D]). Since U is real
symmetric matrix, it can be diagonalized by an orthogonal matrix O,

1 0 0
=00 -1 0 |0k (46)
0 0 -1
Then © is written as
0 =0VvVTOoTK = (OV)K(OV)T (47)

with V' = diag(1,4,4). Therefore, performing the unitary transformation OV on the basis, © is
recast into © = K.

Let us now impose the TR invariance © on the Hamiltonian. In general, the Hamiltonian H
is written as

(48)

o < h+ h*o, +ihvo, + ho, a” )
b c '

where h and h? (i = z,y, z) are complex numbers, a and b are two component complex vectors,
and ¢ is a complex number. Take [H, 0] = 0 with © = K, then all the elements of H are real. In
particular, from the correspondence (36l), this implies that the left upper part of H is given by a
split-quaternion, h" = w + xo, + iyo, + 2o, with real coefficients w, x,y, 2.

Next, consider the S = 2 case, in which S, is given by

0 -2 0 0 0
12 0 —v6 0 0
Sy=<lo0ov6 0o —v6 o |, (49)
2
00 V6 0 -2
0 0 0 2 0
and the corresponding TR operator © becomes
0 0 0 0 1
0 0 0 -1 0
0 0 1 0 0 |K (50)
0 -1 0 0 O
1 0 0 0 O



In a manner similar to the above, we have ® = K by choosing the basis properly. The TR
invariant Hamiltonian is given by

hii hiy af
H=| hY hi al |, (51)
bl b2 C

where hﬁ, (I,J = 1,2) are split-quaternions of the form
hi'y = wij + 21505 + iyrsoy + 21502, (52)

with real coefficients wyy, z17,yr7, 217. Here a; and by (I = 1,2) are real two row vectors, and ¢
is a real constant.

In general, for S = M with integer M, we can always choose the basis in which © is given by
O = K. Then a TR invariant Hamiltonian H is given by

hit  aT
N A 53
(5 ), .
where hﬁ, (I,J =1,---,M) are split-quaternions, and a; and by (I = 1,--- , M) are real two

row vectors, and c is a real constant.

Note that if we impose the hermiticity on the Hamiltonian (B3]), H reduces to a real symmetric
Hamiltonian. Thus, our result here is consistent with the known result that the hermitian TR
invariant systems with integer spins belong to the orthogonal ensembles [I1 24].

3 Random matrix classification

The idea of random matrix ensembles, pioneered by Wigner and Dyson, is based on classifying
classes of matrices by discrete symmetries (e.g. see [24]). Altland and Zirnbauer established the
hermitian random matrix theory in the context of superconductivity [25] 26], which contains 10
classes. The random matrix classification was also applied to topological insulators [IT].

Bernard and LeClair extended the random matrix classification for non-hermitian matrices
[27]. In this section, we apply the arguments in Secl2 to the framework of the random matrix
classification.

3.1 Non-hermitian random matrix classification

Following Ref. [27], let us consider discrete symmetries on non-hermitian random matrices.
Suppose that the discrete symmetries are implemented by unitary transformations, and the system
comes back to the original up to a phase factor if they are applied twice. Then there are four

11



possible transformations on a non-hermitian random matrix H H:

K sym.: H=FkH%, kk*==+1, (54a)
Q sym.: H=eqH' ¢!, ¢¢t=1, (54b)
C sym.: H=ecH ¢, el =41, (54c)
P sym.: H=—pHp ', p?>=1, (54d)

where €. and €, are signs, i.e. €. = 1, and ¢, = £1, and £, ¢, ¢, and p are unitary matrices,
kkt =1, q¢t =1, e =1, ppl=1. (55)
Demanding that the transformations (54al)-(54d)) commute, we have

¢ =k gkt KT ket = 1, p* = £k pk,
" ==+clq7le, q=+pgp', c=Lpcp'. (56)

We refer to K symmetry as the TR symmetry. We can add the minus sign to the right hand
side of the first equation in (B4al) by redefining H — iH. Thus we can also consider K symmetry
as the particle/hole symmetry.

Q symmetry corresponds to the pseudo-hermiticity (¢, = 1) or the pseudo-anti-hermiticity
(e, = —1), defined in the previous section, by identifying ¢ with n~'. We note that the corre-
spondence is not one-to-one. While ¢ is a unitary operator, 1 is not always. (Both n and ¢ are
hermitian.) Thus Q symmetry is a part of the pseudo-(anti-)hermiticity.

In the case of hermitian matrices, K symmetry is nothing but C symmetry. Thus, one often
refers to C symmetry as the TR symmetry if €. = 1 or particle/hole symmetry if ¢, = —1. For
non-hermitian matrices, however, they are different. Thus, in this paper, we do not refer to C
symmetry as the TR symmetry or particle/hole symmetry. C symmetry is obtained by combining
K and Q symmetries. Specifically, from K (B4a) and Q (B4D) symmetries, C symmetry (54d) is
obtained with ¢ = kq* (up to a phase factor) and e, = €.

Finally, P symmetry is called the chiral symmetry in literatures.

3.2 Random matrix classification and split-quaternion
Write
k=U, (57)
then (B54al) gives the TR symmetry with © = UK as
[©,H] =0, ©2?=4%+l. (58)
Next write

g=n"", (59)

5The terminology “symmetry” is usually used for the operations that commute with Hamiltonian, but in this
section, “symmetry” refers to the operations (G4al)-(54d).

12



then (B4D) reads
HY'=enHn™t, af =1 (60)

Thus Q symmetry with ¢, = 1 as the pseudo-hermiticity, and with ¢, = —1 as the pseudo-anti-
hermiticity.

If the first equation of (B6]) holds, a system has both K and Q symmetries. In terms of © and
n, the commutativity between K and Q, i.e. ¢* = £k gk, is written as

OnFnO = 0. (61)

Thus K symmetry and Q symmetry are equipped with all the properties used in the arguments
in the previous section.
The arguments in the previous section lead to the following.

1. When a non-hermitian matrix has K symmetry with kk* = 1, the matrix supports the
split-quaternion structure.

2. If the non-hermitian matrix also has Q symmetry with ¢, = 1 and ¢* = —k gk, at the
same time, each eigenvalue of the non-hermitian matrix has two-fold degeneracy.

3. If the sign of Q symmetry is minus, i.e. ¢, = —1 (and if ¢ and k satisfy ¢* = —k~1qk™1),
each eigenstate with the eigenvalue E of the non-hermitian matrix has a partner state with
—E.

The second result is nothing but the generalized Kramers degeneracy in Sec[2.3] and the last one
comes from particle/hole symmetry arguments in Sec[24]

4 Random matrix class of the SU(1,1) model

As a concrete realization of the statements in Sec[3.2] we introduce the SU(1,1) models. First
consider K symmetry realized by k = o, with kk* = 1. Although k can be k = 15 by taking a
proper basis[I] as mentioned in Sec. and explicitly shown below, the present form of k = o,
is convenient to see the SU(1,1) structure.

Any arbitrary 2 x 2 matrix can be expanded by 2x2 unit and the Pauli matrices

H=hly+ > hoa, (62)
1=T,Y,2

where h and h' (i = z,y, ) stand for complex parameters. The imposition of K symmetry specifies
h and h’ as
h*=h, K™ =h" hn*=hnY, h*™=-h" (63)
Thus, h, h*, hY are real parameters, while h* a pure imaginary parameter. Thus, the Hamiltonian
is rewritten as
H =wly + xo, + yo, +iz0,, (64)

with real parameters w, x,y, z. We further impose Q symmetry with ¢ = o,. There are two types
of Q symmetry, corresponding to ¢, = £1.
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4.1 ¢, = +1: pseudo-hermiticity
In this case, the Hamiltonian takes the form of
H = wl,. (65)

The Kramers degeneracy of this Hamiltonian was discussed in Sec23l Indeed, K symmetry here
corresponds to © = ¢, K. Thus by applying the following unitary transformation,

1 (1 —i
174l V=_—
0 — viev, ﬁ<1 Z) (66)

O reduces to the one in SecZh, © = K. At the same time, in this unitary transformation, ¢ and
H become

= Vie, V=0, H-=ViwlV=uwl, (67)

which are also the same as those in Sec2.5l Thus the degeneracy here can be understood as a
consequence of the generalized Kramers.

4.2 ¢, = —1 : pseudo-anti-hermiticity
When ¢, = —1, the Hamiltonian becomes
H =x0, +yoy, +izo,. (68)

From the general theorem 3 in Sec[3.2l H is expected to have a partner state with £ and —F.
Actually, the Hamiltonian has eigenvalues 4=/x2 + y2 — 22, thus the energy eigenvalues are paired.
The eigenvalues are real when 2% 442 — 22 > 0, which corresponds to the model in quantum optics
[28]. In this case, the constant energy surface in the parameter space is a one-leaf hyperboloid,
HY'. On the other hand, when 22 4 y? — 22 < 0, the constant energy surface in the parameter
space is described by the two-leaf hyperboloid, H??. Here we will consider the properties of the
latter.

The corresponding Hamiltonian takes the pure imaginary eigenvalues with opposite sign.
Therefore, we transform H into iH, then deal with the following Hamiltonian,

H:—$Tm—y7y+z7'z:< ,Z —zx—y)‘ (69)
—1r+y —Z

Here 7; (i = z,y, 2) are “Pauli matrices” of SU(1,1):
Ty =10y, Ty =10y, T,=0,. (70)

(See Appendix [D] also.) As a consequence of the transformation H — iH, the TR symmetry in
the original Hamiltonian is converted into the particle/hole symmetry

CHC'=-H, C=o0," K, (71)

14



and the pseudo-anti-hermiticity becomes the pseudo-hermiticity,
H =nHn™', n=o.. (72)

Let us consider situations where all the eigenvalues of the Hamiltonian (G9)) are real. Then,
the parameters x,y, and z give coordinates on a two-leaf hyperboloid H?:

2?4yt -2 =2 <0, (73)

where r is a real positive constant. Since x and y are real, z is taken either z > r (upper leaf) or
z < —r (lower leaf). The eigenvalues of the SU(1,1) Hamiltonian (69) are given by

Ey = +r. (74)

On the upper leaf (z > r), the eigenvectors are given by

1 r4z 1 Y+
= ’ , o) = ——— , 75
19+) 2r(r+z)<y—1$) 9-) 2r(r+z)< r+z ) (75)
which satisfy
(P+nlo+) = (P+lo:|px) = £1. (76)
Meanwhile, the eigenvectors of the hermite-conjugate Hamiltonian
HT:xTx—i-yTy—l—ZTZ:(, i za:—i—y), (77)
w—y —z

are

_ 1 r+z _ 1 —y —ix
\¢+>>—72T(r+z)<_ym>, =) Twz)( v ) (78)

which satisfy

(xln o) = (plo:los)) = £1. (79)
The bi-orthonormal bases, |¢+) and |¢4)), satisfy
(Gmlon) = 6mns D 19m)(oml = 162) (o] + o= o] = 1o, (80)
m==%
and are related asﬁ
|6x) = nls) = 0x|6x) = Hpx). (84)
fSimilarly, for the lower-leaf (z < —r), the eigenvectors are
o1 -y -z Iy I r—z
|¢+>7 27“(7‘—2) < r— 2 )7 |¢7> 27“(7‘—2) < —y—|—ZLE )7 (81)
and
iy 1 [yt U S e
) = W_Z)< Al ) o0 zr(r_z)<y_m ) (52)
They satisfy
(@lo=1¢%) = (Plelo=l@s) = FL, (Pmlen) = dmn. (83)
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From the general arguments in Sec. 24} the particle/hole pair of |¢,,) is given by Cn~! [, ).
With n = 0, and C = 0, K, the particle/hole pair of |¢4) is given by

Cn! pw)) = —ioy Klps)) = £|os). (85)

Thus, the particle/hole pair of |¢4) is [¢—). Indeed, |¢4) and |p_) are eigenstates of H with
opposite energies, F, = r and E_ = —r. Though |¢4) and |¢_) are not orthogonal in the usual
sense, i.e. (dy|p—) # 0, they are linearly independent. They are orthogonal in the sense of
pseudo-inner product:

(¢—|oz]¢4) = 0. (86)
Applying Cnp~! from the left to the both sides of &4), n|¢+) = £|p+)), we have

Clps) = £Cn~ps). (87)
Therefore, Cn~t|¢+)) is equal to C|¢+) up to sign. (See also @B0) in Sec24l) Indeed,
0£) > [o%) =Clox). (88)

Thus, we find that the particle/hole pair of |¢1) is simply given by C|¢+) in the present case.
The relations of bi-orthonormal bases, |¢+) and |p4)), are summarized in Figll]

o, 1 o,

b

Figure 1: The relations between the eigenvectors of the SU(1,1) model.

5 Random matrix class of SO(3,2) model

As a non-trivial realization of the generalized Kramers, we introduce SO(3,2) model. First

o 0
k:<0 Ux>7 (89)

which satisfies kk* = 1. Any arbitrary 4 x 4 matrix can be expanded as

consider K symmetry realized by

5 5
H=hli+Y h%+ Y W, (90)
a=1 a<b=1
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where 14 is 4 x 4 unit matrix, h, h® and h% stand for complex parameters, v, denote SO(3,2)
gamma matrices

B 0 oy _ 0 oy (0 —io, (0 1 (12 0
Y1 = —0, 0 , V2 = —0, 0 , V3= 'L'O'Z 0 , VY4 = 12 0 , V5 = 0 _12 )
(91)

and 7, are SO(3,2) generators constructed by

1
ab — - Va> . 2
Yab 42.[7 V) (92)

The sixteen matrices, 14, Va4, Yap, amount to complete matrix bases that span arbitrary 4 x 4
matrix. The imposition of K symmetry specifies h and h® as real parameters and h® as pure

imaginary parameters,

h*=h, h*=h% Rr® =_po, (93)
Thus, the Hamiltonian becomes
5 5
H=wl4+ Z g + 1 Z % ap, (94)
a=1 a<b=1

with real parameters, w, 2% and 2®. We further impose Q symmetry

‘= (“OZ f) (95)

which satisfies ¢* = —k~!¢kT™1. According to two types of Q symmetry, €q = £1, the Hamiltonian
takes two different forms shown in Secl5d] and Sec[5.2] respectively.

5.1 ¢, = +1: pseudo-hermiticity

In this case, the Hamiltonian becomesﬁ

5
H=wly+» %y, (96)

a=1

From the general theorem 2lin Sec[3.2] this Hamiltonian is expected to exhibit Kramers degeneracy.
The Hamiltonian is invariant under the time reversal symmetry

OHO ! = H, (97)

o- (‘B f) K, (98)

"This is the first nontrivial form of self-dual real split-quaternion matrix. See Appendix [C] for details.

where

with ©2 = +1.
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The SO(3,2) Hamiltonian (@0 is rewritten as

_ < P21y oy — izt > 7 (99)

LE412 + ixin —LE512

where z'7; = 271, + YTy + 27. (Zg’zl z'1; will be abbreviated as z'7; hereafter.) The eigenvalues
of H are derived as By = £/—(21)2 — (22)2 + (23)2 + (2%)2 + (25)2. Note that we have two-fold
degeneracy in the spectrum, which comes from the generalized Kramers theorem mentioned in

SeclZ3l

Let us consider situations where all the eigenvalues of ([@9) are real:

(@) + (@°)° = (2°)? = (@*)* = (2°)* = = <0, (100)

where r is a real positive constant. (When 2% = 25 = 0, the SO(3,2) model is reduced to two
independent SU(1,1) models.) The eigenvalues of the SO(3,2) model ([@9) are

Ey = +r. (101)

Here E, and E_ are doubly degenerate, respectively. For 2° > —r, the eigenvectors are given by

i g (72 )

2 (r +25) \ (2" +iz'7)¢a
1 —at +ixtn)
[Ya) = ( 5 i)¢a : (102)
2r(r + a°) (r+2°)¢a
where ¢, (o = %) represent two-component spinors that account for double degeneracy. Take ¢4
as
1 0
= , = . 103
oo=(4) e=(7) (103
The hermitian conjugate of the Hamiltonian (Q9]) is
51 41 g gy
L T (104)
1o +ix'T, —x°19
Since
HY? = g2 =21, (105)
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the eigenvalues of H' are also given by +r, and the corresponding eigenvectors areH

T IEE’ o
|><+a>>=;< (rt 2) )

2r(r +25) \ (¢! +iz'7])oq
I (—2* + i:EiTZT)gzba
o)) = 2r(r + ) < (r+ 2°)pa ) ' (110)
[hma) and |xma) are related as
W}ma> L> n’wma> = a‘Xma»' (111)

With (I02) and (II0), it is straightforward to confirm that |¢,,o) and |xma)) indeed constitute
the bi-orthonormal basis:

<¢ma|XnB>> = 5mn5a6, (112)
Z [Pma) (Xmal = [W+4) O+ + [P0 =+ [P ) =+ + [P—=) (x——| = 14

m,o=-+,—

With (IIT]), the time-independent inner products induced by 71 are given as

<¢ma|77|¢n6> = <<Xma|77|XnB>> = Qmnlags- (113)

Note the sign of these products depends on their “spin” directions.

5 .
8For z° < r, the eigenvectors are

: 1 (=" +ia'ri)da
[ya) = ——= 5 :
2r(r — x°) —(r —a°)¢a
/ 1 (r — 25) o
L) = —— S : 106
¥=a) 2r(r — 25) < —(2* + iz pa (106)
[h+a) and |9, ) are related by the SU(1, 1) transformation
1 4 i
=——— (—x +izx'n), 107
g = e ) (107)
where g_ = g ~!. The eigenvectors of H' are
Sy 1 (=o' +i'rf)ga
|X+a>> - 27’(7‘—1’5) < —(r—x5)¢a )
/ 1 (r —z°)¢o
)= ¥ . 108
D e ( . ) (108
[X+a) and |x’q) are related by the SU(1,1) transformation
/ 1 4 it
= —(—x *ix'T)), 109
ol = s % (109)

where g =g/, "
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As mentioned above, two-fold degeneracy is a consequence of the generalized Kramers theorem.
The generalized Kramers pair of [1,,q) is given by ©n~!|xma ). Here, n and © are given by n = ¢
@f) and © (@8]). Therefore, the generalized Kramers pair is derived as

_ 10 0
On 1|Xma>> == ( Oy . ) K|Xma) = al¥ma), (114)
ioy
where @ is the opposite spin of o; @ = —a, i.e. (+) = —, (=) = +. Thus, |¢¥ma) and |[n,a) are

indeed the generalized Kramers pair. Notice the “spins” « of the generalized Kramers pair are
opposite to each other. Though they are not orthogonal in the ordinary sense, they are linearly
independent. In the present case, they are orthogonal in the following inner product:

(Ymalnma) = 0. (115)
Since we have the relation (IT]) which corresponds to (24)) with real eigenenergies, the generalized
Kramers pair 017! |xma) is equivalent to ©|¢,,) (see Sec23). Indeed,

|¢ma> i) @|¢ma> = |¢md>- (116)

Thus, we find the generalized Kramers pair is simply given by ©[tq).
The relations between [i,) and |Xmq)) are summarized in Fig2l

Wit L Xtz
) C]
LIJiTr 0 Xtz

Figure 2: The relations between the eigenvectors of the SO(3,2) model.

5.2 ¢, = —1: pseudo-anti-hermiticity

When ¢, = —1, the Hamiltonian takes the form of

5

H=i ) 2% (117)
a<b=1

The Hamiltonian is invariant under the particle/hole symmetry

CHC™'=-H, (118)

- (UO“"‘ U()x) 'K, (119)

where



with C? = +1. From the theorem Bl in Sec3.2] we expect H has partner states whose energies
are I/ and —F. Indeed, an explicit calculation shows the Hamiltonian has two paired states with
energies (E1, —FE1) and (Eq, —E>) (in general E, # E2)H.

5.3 Realization as J = 3/2 SU(1,1) quadrupole model

In Ref.[2], Avron et al. demonstrated that the S = 3/2 quadrupole Hamiltonian can be
expressed by an SO(5) Hamiltonian. Here, we demonstrate how such arguments are generalized
to the present non-hermitian case. The correspondences between SU(2) and SO(5); and SU(1,1)
and SO(3,2) suggest that the SU(1, 1) spin 3/2 quadrupole Hamiltonian may be expressed by an
SO(3,2) Hamiltonian. The SU(1,1) spin J; (i = x,y, z) are defined so as to satisfy

[Ji, Jj] = ieijid", (120)

where €;;;, denote the totally antisymmetric 3-rank tensor with €;,. = 1, and J' = (Jg, Jy,—J2).
With real 3 x 3 quadrupole coefficients Q%, we introduce the SU(1,1) quadrupole Hamiltonian as

HQ) = > QVJJj. (121)

27]:x7y7'z

The SU(1,1) quadrupole Hamiltonian is invariant under the SU(1, 1) spin flipping transformation
Ji — —J;. (122)

The five basis elements of Q¥ are taken as

0 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 0
_ 1 - 1 E——— _
Ql—\/g 0007Q2—\/§ 0017@3_\/§0107
1 00 010 0 0 O
010 1 00
Q=2 100, @=3{010], (123)
00 0 0 0 2
which are orthonormal 3
(QaaQb) - §TT(QaQb) = Ogb- (124)
With the use of @4, an arbitrary quadrupole matrix is expanded as
5
Q=> 2°Qu, (125)
a=1
9The expressions of F; and F» are rather lengthy, so we omit their explicit formulae.
-1 0 0
10 Note that Qs is different from the traceless quadrupole matrix, % ( 0 -1 0) , used in Ref.[2].
0 0 2
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where x® are real, and the SU(1,1) quadrupole Hamiltonian (I2I]) is expressed as

5
H(Q) =) a"H(Qa) (126)
a=1
where
HQd) = Y, (Qa)7JiJ;. (127)
1,]=T,Y,2
More explicitly, they are
1 1 1
H = —{J,,J.}, H =—{J,J.}, H = (J2 - J%,
1 1
H = —{J., J, H = —(J2+J2+2J2). 128
(Q4) \/g{ ) y}7 (Q5) 3( T y + z) ( )
In particular, for J = 3/2, the SU(1, 1) spin is given by 4 x 4 matrices
0 V3i 0 0 0 V3 0 0 30 0
J_1ﬁ¢02i0 J_l—\/§020 s _1]o1o0
T2 0 2 0 VB |TTY 2 0 -2 0 V3 |"7 2[00 -1
0 0 V3 0 0 0 -3 0 00 0
(129)
The spin flipping operator ©’ satisfying
00 =_J, (130)
is given by
o = < 0 o > K. (131)
o O
Since ©' satisfies
0 = 41, (132)

©’ can be regarded as the TR operator for ©’ 2= 41 (See Appendix [D] for more details about
the SU(1,1) spin flipping operator.) Since H(Q,) are the quadratic forms of the SU(1,1) spins
([I28), they are invariant under the SU(1,1) spin flipping operation. By substituting (I29) into
([28), H(Q,) are explicitly derived as

H(Qa) = Ya (133)

with ~/, being SO(3,2) gamma matrices

) 0 ily ) o. 0
- = . 134
s ( i, 0 )0 0 —0o. (134)



Therefore, the J = 3/2 SU(1,1) quadrupole model is expressed by
5
H=Y a2, (135)
a=1

and the Hamiltonian is invariant under the TR transformation of ©’, [H,0'] = 0. By rearranging
the basis, v, (I34) are transformed to the previous SO(3,2) gamma matrices v, (@), and ©’
(I31) is also to © ([@8]). Thus, we have shown that the J = 3/2 SU(1, 1) quadrupole Hamiltonian
is equivalent to the SO(3,2) Hamiltonian.

6 Summary and discussion

We explored the generalized Kramers degeneracy for ©2 = +1 in pseudo-hermitian quantum
mechanics. As the quaternions realize the TR operation for ©2 = —1, the split-quaternions the
TR operation for ©2 = +1. We showed, by passing from the quaternions to split-quaternions, the
following generalized theorems in pseudo-hermitian quantum mechanics:

e If the system is invariant under the TR transformation ©% = +1 and also TR operator © is
anticommutative with the metric operator, the system has at least doubly degenerate states:
the generalized Kramers pair.

e When the system is invariant under the particle/hole transformation C2 = +1 and also
charge-conjugation operator C is anticommutative with the metric operator, the system has
paired states with £ and —FE: the particle/hole pair.

In both cases, the Hamiltonians necessarily possess the split-quaternion structure. We also identi-
fied TR, particle/hole, and pseudo-(anti-)hermitian symmetries in the non-hermitian category pro-
posed by Bernard and LeClair [27], and reconsidered the above theorems in view of non-hermitian
random matrix. As a concrete example of the second theorem stated above, we investigated the
SU(1,1) model, and confirmed that the theorem indeed holds. Similarly, as an example of the first
theorem, we introduced the SO(3,2) model. We confirmed that the SO(3,2) Hamiltonian is in-
variant under TR transformation, and the TR symmetry brings double degeneracy to the SO(3,2)
model, exactly analogous to the Kramers degeneracy of the SO(5) model. The correspondences
between the SO(3,2) and J = 3/2 SU(1,1) models are also clarified.

As pointed out in Ref.[2], the structure of the original SO(5) model is related to instantons
and twistor theory. Similarly, the present SO(3,2) model is related to split-instantons [29] and
twistor theory [30]. The present work was inspired by recent developments of the pseudo-hermitian
quantum mechanics and the topological insulator in condensed matter physics. This work may
hopefully be regarded as the first step of interplay between these two developments. It is intriguing
to speculate realizations of the pseudo-hermitian quantum mechanics in condensed matter physics.
We would like to pursue the issue in a future research.
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A SU(1,1) and SO(3,2)

Here we briefly review the non-compact groups, SU(1,1) and SO(3,2).
The SU(1,1) group consists of 2 x 2 matrices g satisfying the following relations,

glo.g =0, detg=1. (136)

Expanding g by its generators, 7; (i = z,y,2), g =1+1i)_,0;7; + --- with real parameters §;, we
obtain

TZ-TO'Z —0,7;,=0, trr; =0. (137)
Thus the generators of SU(1,1) are given by
Ty = 104, Ty = in, Ty = Og, (138)

where o; (i = x,y,z) are the standard Pauli matrices for SU(2) group. The SU(1,1) Pauli
matrices, 7; = (74, Ty, T2) = (104, 10y, 0,), satisfy the following relations:

OTiOy ¥ = —77, (139a)
oyTioy ' = -7, (139b)
o.mio. =1l (139¢)

The SO(3,2) group is linear transformations with unit determinant acting on a five dimensional
vector (x1,x9,x3, x4, r5) and preserving the following norm,
— a2 — a3+ 2l a2 a2l (140)

Its element is given by a 5 x 5 matrix G which satisfies,

Z GachdTlcd = TNab, detG = 17 (141)
cd

with 7, = diag(—1, —1,1,1,1). Expanding G by its generators M (a,b=1,2,---,5), we find
(Mab)cened + (Mab)dence = 07 (Mab)cc = 07 (142)

where we use the convention in which the repeating indices are summed. These relations are met
by the following M,

(Mab)cd - Z‘((Scaled - 5cb77ad)7 (143)
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which satisfies
[Mab’ MCd] — _i(nachd _ nbcMad - nadec o nbdMaC)- (144)

Now consider the spinor representation of SO(3,2). The spinor representation is given by the
4 x 4 matrices v, with anticommutation relations

{’Yayf}/b} = 277ab' (145)

The anticommutation relation is obtained by
- 0 O - 0 Oy - 0 —i0,
= 0 "6, 0 )" ie. 0o )
0 19 la 0
_ - 7 146
w= ()= 5 ()
and the SO(3,2) algebra (I44]) is realized by
ab — 1
M = ~yap = —=[Va, W]- (147)

47
The gamma matrices (I46]) and generators (I47)) of SO(3,2) satisfy the following relations,

kvak ™! =", kvank ™' = —vap", (148a)
Yot =74, Aot = —Yab!, (148b)
Vaq "t = V', PYabq ™ = Yab' (148c)

where
or 0 oy, 0 o, 0
( 0 O'x> o © ( 0 O'y) o < 0 O’Z> (149)
B Quaternion and split quaternion

The quaternion (1, e, ez, e3) are defined so as to satisfy [21]

(e1)? =1, (e2)*=-1, (e3)*=—1,
eiej = —eje; (1#j), eileges =—1. (150)

The “imaginary” quaternions are realized as Pauli matrices as
(61,62,63) = (—iUx,—in,—iUz). (151)

The split-quaternion algebra (1,¢1, g2, ¢3) is simply obtained by flipping two signs of squares of
quaternions:

((]1)2 = +17 ((]2)2 = +1’ (Q3)2 = _1’
¢iq; = —q;¢i (1 #7), qaeqz = —1. (152)
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The split-quaternions are realized by non-hermitian matrices as
(q1,92,q3) = (iTy,17y,i7,) = (=03, —0y,10;), (153)
where 7; (i = x,y, z) denote the SU(1,1) “Pauli matrices” (I38]). They satisfy
(7, 7] = Qiﬁijka, {7, 75} = —2m4y, (154)

where €, is the three rank antisymmetric tensor with €;,, = 1, while 1;; = diag(+1,+1,—1) and
78 = (T, Ty, —Tz). Replacing the imaginary unit i in o, (IZI)) with three imaginary quaternions,
the Pauli matrices are “enhanced” to yield SO(5) gamma matrices:

Q 10, ’ 0 10y , 0 10, , 0 1o ’ 1o, 0 . (155)
—10, 0 —ioy 0 —i0, O 1 O 0 —19

It is straightforward to see that (I53]) satisfy {va, %} = 2d4s. By applying such substitution in the
case of split-quaternions, we obtain 4 x 4 non-hermitian gamma matrices of SO(3,2) (I44). The
correspondence can also be naturally understood by noticing isomorphism of groups: SU(2) =~

USp(2) and SO(5) ~ USp(4); SU(1,1) ~ Sp(2, R) and SO(3,2) ~ Sp(4, R).
C Definitions and relations for split-quaternions

We introduce the terminology for split-quaternions in the same spirit for quaternions (see
Refs.[Il, 24] for instance). The split-quaternion generally takes the form of

q = cqo + ¢iq, (156)

where ¢ and ¢; (¢ = 1,2,3) are complex numbers. There are three types of conjugation for split-
quaternion: The complex conjugate, split-quaternionic conjugate, and split-quaternionic hermitian
conjugate, which are respectively defined by

¢ =c"q + g, (157a)
q = cqo — C¢iqi, (157b)
¢t = (¢) = "0 — cfai (157¢)

Such conjugations have the following properties:

*

(- @) " =a" ¢, (q1-92) =T 71, (1)t =

SRRV (158)

With the matrix realization (I53), split-quaternion (I50]) is expressed as

c+ic3 —c1 +ico ) (159)

q=C+CiTi = C—C10; — C20y + €310, = : )
—C1 — 1C9 C — 1C3
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Correspondingly, the three kinds of conjugate (I57]) are

* - % * . x
c +1c —c1 +c
* % E S * * * - _ 3 1 2
¢ =c" + ity =" —cjoy — oy + czio, = A (160a)
—cf —icy  F—ic
_ . . C—iC3 C1 —’ng
g =c—ciTi = c+ 105 + 0y — C3i0, = ) ) , (160Db)
c1+ico c+icy
k -k >k S 3
. . ¢t —icy o —ic
¢t = c* —clity = ¢ + cjo, + oy — chio, = A (160c¢)
c] ticyg " +icy

Due to the non-hermitian property of the split-quaternions, 7;7 = (—Tw, —Ty, T2), the split-quaternionic
hermitian conjugate ([I60c) does not coincide with the ordinary definition of the hermitian conju-
gate

* -k * .k
. . c —1c —c7 t+ e
¢' =c" —cirl =" — o, — cyo, — chio, = RS (161)
—c] — ity C ticy
(In the quaternion case, the quaternionic hermitian conjugate coincides with the ordinary hermi-
tian conjugate.)

The real split-quaternion is defined as

(162)

W — 1T

w+ird  —xbt +ix?
—r —1ix ’

qTZTUQO+xZQi:< 1 2 3

where w and 2 (i = 1,2, 3) are real numbers. The necessary and sufficient condition for the real
split-quaternion is given by
1

¢ =7 (163)

An M x M split-quaternion matrix (2M x 2M matrix in the usual sense) Q is defined as a matrix
whose matrix elements are split-quaternions:

(Q)rs = qr, (164)

where I,J = 1,2,--- M. The complex conjugation, split-quaternionic conjugation, and split-
quaternionic hermitian conjugation of ), are respectively defined as

(@ )y =aqrs", (165a)
(@rs =T, (165b)
(@Y1 = s (165¢)

We call Q the “dual” of Q. The split-quaternionic hermitian matrix is a split-quaternion matrix
that satisfies

Q' =Q. (166)

Unlike quaternion matrix, the split-quaternionic hermitian matrix is not hermitian in the usual
3 .1 2
w— T —ixt —x

3 > (with real numbers

sense. For instance, ¢ = w + ix'q; = w — x2'1; = )
) 1 2
—ix- +x w+ T
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w,x', x?, 2%) is split-quaternionic hermitian, but not hermitian in the usual sense. A real split-

quaternionic matrix refers to the matrix whose components are real split-quaternions ¢ ;,

(Q")1s = a1, (167)
and then Q" satisfies the relation
Q' =7Q. (168)

The self-dual real split-quaternion matrix is defined as a split-quaternion matrix that satisfies
both (I66) and (I68):
Q=0Q"=Q. (169)
Thus, the split-quaternionic hermitian real split-quaternion matrix is equivalent to the self-dual
real split-quaternion matrix. (The condition @ = Q is the self-dual condition.) The terminology
“split-quaternionic hermitian real split-quaternion” is rather clumsy, so we use “self-dual real
split-quaternion” instead. Such self-dual real split-quaternion matrix generally accommodates
the generalized Kramers degeneracy for ©% = +1 . In low dimensions, the self-dual real split-
quaternion matrices are given by

M=1 - Q1:<w 0>:w12,

0 w
w+ 0 0 ot —ix® ol —iz?
0 w+ 20 ' +ix? xt 4 iad
M=2 - - : 170
@ zt +ixd —al a2 w—a 0 (170)
—xl —ix? 2t —ia? 0 w— b
where w, x!,--- 2% are real parameters. With the SO(3,2) gamma matrices ([@II), Q2 is concisely
represented as
5
Q2 = wls+ Y 2. (171)

a=1
@1 and Q9 are exactly equal to the matrices (65]) and (@fl), respectively. They have both K and
Q symmetries (¢, = +1), and their eigenvalues are

M=1: w
M=2: wxy/—(21)2— (22)2 + (23)2 + (24)2 + (29)2, (172)

with double degeneracy (of the generalized Kramers).

D Spin flipping operators and quadrupole Hamiltonians for low
SU(1,1) spins
The SU(1,1) algebra is given by
(i, Jj] = iejnd®, (173)

11 Real split-quaternion matrix does not accommodate the generalized Kramers degeneracy in general. The
split-quaternionic hermitian condition has to be imposed as well.
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where €;;;, denotes a totally antisymmetric tensor with €;,. = 1, and J i = (Jp, Jy, —J). Explicitly.
a Jy) = —ider [y L) = iy [T ] = i, (174)

From SU(2) spins S, Sy, Sz, the SU(1,1) spins are constructed with the identification
Jp =18y, Jy=1Sy, J.=S5.. (175)

Note that J, is pure imaginary; J, and J, are real. The magnitude of SU(1,1) spin J is defined
as

— 2= T4+ J2=J(J+1). (176)
For instance,
J=1/2 : J, = %Tx, Jy = %Ty, J, = %Tz, (177a)
IR N R R R R
'1’\/5020’9\/50_10’300_1
(177b)
The SU(1,1) spin flipping operator = is defined so as to satisfy
Ji = Z2JEl=—J. (178)
Express Z = U - K, and U satisfies
vLu =g, UJ, U =~J, ULU=—J,. (179)

Here, U is a unitary matrix given by

U= (—i)?e™e, (180)

2

where the factor (—i)2”/ is added for convenience. Consequently, Z is given by

[1]

= (=)™ K, (181)

which satisfies
22 = 41, (182)

independent of the magnitude of the SU(1,1) spi 12, For low SU (1,1) spins,

J=1/2 : S =0, K, (183a)
0 0 1
J=1:2Z=|010 | K (183b)
1 0 0
—_ 0 o,
o, 0

2 As discussed in SecZBl the square of the SU(2) spin flipping operator takes —1 for half-integer spins, while
the SU(1,1) spin flipping operator yields +1 even for half-integer SU(1, 1) spins.
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Note =5 is equal to the charge conjugation operator C (1)) of the SU(1,1) model, and =3/,
the time-reversal operator ©' (I31]) of the SO(3,2) model. Similarly, for low SU(1,1) spins, the
quadrupole Hamiltonians (I27) introduced in Sec[5.3] are given by

J=1/2: H(Q,) =0, (184a)
1 0 « 0 1 0 1 0
J=1: H(Ql):— 1 0 —1 5 H(Qg):— -1 0 -1 5
V6 0 — 0 V6 0O 1 0
1 0 0 1 1 0 0 =2 ) 1 0
HQ3)=-—F=] 00 0|, HQ)=—=| 0 0 0 |, HQ;)=5| 0 —2
V3 1 0 0 V3 - 0 0 3 0 0
(184b)

E P, T, and C operators for SU(1,1) and SO(3,2) models

For non-hermitian Hamiltonians, there is a systematic procedure for constructing a metric
operator 79, and symmetry operators which commute with the Hamiltonian [3I, 32]. In this
Appendix, we briefly review the procedure and apply it to the SU(1,1) and SO(3,2) models,
respectively.

For a non-hermitian Hamiltonian H, the Schrodinger equation is

H|$p) = Enl¢n),  H'lon) = Enlon)), (185)

where the eigenvalues F,, are complex in general. As discussed in Sec[2.3] the eigenvectors, |¢y,)
and |¢,)), give a bi-orthonormal basis [23] 22] satisfying the orthonormal and complete relations

<<¢m|¢n> = <¢m|90n>> = Omn, Z |¢n>«‘pn| = Z |90n>><¢n| =1 (186)

The Hamiltonian and its hermitian conjugate are expanded as

H= ZEn|¢n><<90n|v Hf = ZE;|90n>><¢n| (187)

A non-hermitian Hamiltonian is called pseudo-hermite when it satisfies
HY =nHn ™", (188)
where 7 is hermitian and called a metric operator. A state given by

|6n) =0 en), (189)

is an eigenvector of H with an eigenvalue E} as seen from (I85]) and (I88]). Thus the eigenvalues
of the pseudo-hermitian Hamiltonian are classified into two types. One is a set of real eigenvalues
and the other is a set of complex conjugate pairs. (For more details, see [17].)
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Suppose all the eigenvalues of a non-hermitian Hamiltonian are real, i.e. E = E,,. Following
Ref.[32], a metric operator 7 is constructed as

N N
=S I, mo =3 led (el (190)
=1 =1

Here note that the metric operator satisfying (I88)) is not unique. 79 in the above generally
depends on parameters of the Hamiltonian, while we may have a constant metric operator for
some models. For example, see Sec[E.1l and Sec[E.2

Let us now define the following operators P, T, and C,

Plon) = (=1)"¢n), (191a)
T1én) = len)), (191b)
Clen) = (=1)""|gy). (191c)

These operators were originally introduced in analogy with parity, TR, and charge conjugation,
respectively, however they are not, in fact, directly related. With the orthonormal and complete
conditions (I8@), they are explicitly written as

N

P=> ()" (al, (192a)
=1
N

T =3 le)K{al, (192D)
=1
N

C=Y (D" o), (192c)

=1

which are respectively hermitian, anti—hermitia, and pseudo-hermitian

Pl =P, (193a)
T =T, (193Db)
Ch=nC no L. (193c¢)

From (I92)), PT and CPT operators are given by

N

PT = (D)™ K (eil, (194a)
=1
N

CPT =Y | K (el (194b)

13The terminology “anti-hermitian” usually refers to operator whose hermitian conjugate is equal to the minus
of the original, but here, the terminology “anti-hermitian” refers to hermitian operator that anticommutes with
imaginary unit.
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and

PT‘¢n> - (_1)n+1’¢n>7 (1958‘)
CPT|¢n> = |¢n> (195b)
They are pseudo-antiunitary
(PT)' = mo(PT) "5 ", (1962)
CPT)! =no(CPT) 'yt (196b)

It is readily seen that these operators satisfy

[H,PT] =0,

[H,C] = [H,CPT] =0,

[PT, C] =0,

[H,P| # (197)

and
(PT)2=C?=(CPT)? =
P24l T?#1. (198)

As realized in the first and the second lines of (I97]), the Hamiltonian always displays “PT
symmetry” and “C symmetry 7 (or “CP7T symmetry ”) with respect to the PT and C operators
constructed above.

E.1 SU(1,1) model

With the bi-orthonormal bases ([75]) and (78]), we construct the metric operator g, and P, T,
and C operators for the SU(1,1) model. From (I90),

mo = les) s |+ lo- Mol = (_ S y) : (199)
from (192)),
P =g+ )(d+] — [¢-) (9| = 02,
r+2)% + (ix 2 —2(r+=z
T = (e + o)) K = 5 ( ST A ) K
C=lor){ps| = [o-) = % ( ity _Zi;y > = %H, (200)
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with H (69]), and from (194)),

r+2)% + (ix 2 r+z
T=<ww«ﬁﬁ—w_wwuwkn:5@%;5(('*%;:;?*” iy +@f_w2>-K,

r+2)? — (ix 2 i(r+z
cp¢=<ww«@J+wLMwm»Ae:5@%;5((*;;szgy) @+§;*@;_w2>-K-

(201)

The metric operator (I99) is different from 7 = o, used in Sec[} This “discrepancy” stems from
the non-uniqueness of the metric operator.

E.2 SO(3,2) model

For SO(3,2) model, with use of the bi-orthonormal basis |[¢mq) (I02) and |Xmq) (@I0), the
metric operator is constructed as

o = Z (Ix+ad) {X+al + IX=a) (x=al)

a=-+,—

: <“+ﬁf—@4zﬂﬂ@%mﬂw ~i(r + )i (1 — )
) (

F— Z
2r(r + a® —i(r + z°) (TZ—T;[) (r+2°)% + (z* +ix TT)($ k) )

(202)

Similar to the case of SU(1,1) model, the metric operator ([202)) is different from the one given by
@5). (@) is anticommutative with © (@8], while (202) is commutative with ©. From (I92), P, T

and C are derived as

P = Z (|¢+a><¢+a| - |¢—a><¢—a|)

oa=-+,—
B 1 (r+2°)% — (2! —ia'n) (2t + iad 7)) (r+ 2%)(22* —izi(ri + 7))
~ 2r(r +25) (r + %) (22 + izt (1 + 7)) —(r+ 2% + (2! + iairy) (2t —iad7]) )
T= Y (x+ad(Xial + x-ad (X)) - K
a=-+,—
(r + %) xt zxZTT)( z'a:jT]’-*) i(r + )2t (1} +7'Z-T) X
"2 r—l—x5 r+x Yt (17 4 7)) (r+2%)? + (2 + ia'r]) (2 + izl 7)) ’
C= Z (|¢+a><x+a| - W) ><<X a|)
a=-+,—
L[ 2%y a'ly—idin 1
== , =_-H 203
r (:174 + 92T —2°19 r’ (203)
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with H ([@9)), and PT and CPT are
PT= 3 (Wsa)(Xial = lW-a)(Xal) - K

a=-+,—

_ 1 (r+2°)? — (¢! —ia'r) (2 — ixi 7)) (r + 2%)(22* — izl (m; — 7)) K
2r(r + a®) (r + 2°) (22 + iz’ (1, — 7)) —(r 4 2°)? + (2 +ia'm) (a4 ixl 7y) ’

CPT = Y ([+a)(Xial + [W-a) (X al) - K

oa=+,—

B 1 (r+2°)? + (¢! — ia'r) (2" — iz 7)) i(r + 25) 2 (1 + 77)) K
2r(r + ) i(r + 2°)2i (1 + 1) (r+2°)? + (¢! +ia'n) (2" +i2) 7)) '

(204)

F Level crossing point and monopole structure in non-hermitian
Hamiltonians

F.1 SU(1,1) model and U(1) monopole

Singularity of phase of eigenstate generally reflects the non-trivial topology in phase space
[3,4]. For instance, the crossing point of two energy levels of the SU(2) model is called a diabolic
point (an isolated point), which brings U(1) holonomy in phase space [33]. In the SU(1, 1) model,
the eigen-energies are given by Ey = 4r with r = /22 — 22 — 92, and the level crossing point
E, = E_ is achieved when r = 0. In the SU(2) model, because of the Euclidean signature, the
condition, r = /22 + y2 + 22 = 0, is met only at the point z = y = 2 = 0. Meanwhile, in the
SU(1,1) model, the signature is hyperbolic, and the condition is satisfied on the surface

4yt -2 =0. (205)

In such a case, r = 0 point is called the exceptional point. Around the exceptional point (r ~ 0),
the upper and lower energy eigenvectors (z > r) ({3 behave as

1 z 1 Y+ ix
"f’””m(y—m)’ '¢‘>”m< ) ) (206)

and
1 z 1 —y — T
~ 5 _ ~Y . 207
They are degenerate, as found
‘¢—> ~ eiX’¢+>7
o)) ~ —eXlp4), (208)

where tan y = % Then, the normalization condition is not satisfied but

(Prlos) = (¢-lp-) ~ % ~0,  (dtle-) =0, (¢-lp4) =0. (209)
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The holonomy of the exceptional points is

AT = —ilpyldpy) = =il |dey ) = —ilp|oz|doy) = da’ AT, (210)
where 1
g o]
Al = meu?w]’ (211)

which is the U(1) monopole gauge field in a hyperbolic space [34, B5]. The corresponding field
strength is calculated as
1

Similarly, the holonomy for the negative energy state is evaluated as

AT = —iflp_|dp-) = ~i{p_|dp-)) = —i{¢p—|(—0:)|do-) = da' A7, (213)
where the insertion of —o, is in accordance with the normalization (@), and

1 .
A= ——— ¢jgn) = — AT 214
7 274(7,_’_2)6]3:1: 7 ( )

The corresponding gauge field strength is

1
cijrt’ = —F. (215)

The field strength diverges at the exceptional point.
On the lower leaf (z < —r), the holonomies are derived as

Al = il [dgly) = —i{¢/ ldg ) = —il¢! | (—0n)ldy) = da' 477, (2162)
AL = —il(_|de") = —i(¢'_|d¢! ) = —i(¢'_|o.|dd]) = da' A}, (216D)
where 1
I+ = _ omd
A=A = _m%?f/ﬂj' (217)

As found above, the holonomy of the exceptional point in the SU(1,1) model is regarded as
the gauge field of hyperbolic U(1) monopole, and the monopole charges for the upper and lower
energy states are opposite. Such effect is similar to the U(1) monopole holonomy of the diabolic
point in the SU(2) model [33].

F.2 S0(3,2) model and SU(1,1) monopole

Degeneracies in energy levels generally bring non-abelian holonomy in the parameter space
[36]. For instance, the SO(5) Hamiltonian (Luttinger Hamiltonian [37]) has SU(2) holonomy
which is crucial for the spin-Hall effect [38]. Here, we consider what kind of holonomy could
emerge in the SO(3,2) model. The energy levels of the SO(3,2) model are +r, and the level
crossing point is at r = 0, namely

() + (222 = (@82 = (@) - (@)% =, (218)
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Near the exceptional point (r ~ 0), the upper energy and lower energy eigenvectors behave as

1 2P I B Ak R T
o) m(m‘*mim%)’ e) m( 76a ) 1)

and

1 20 dg 1 —(z* — ixiTiT)QSa
|X+a>> \/7? ( (334 —I—iZEiT;r)¢a ) ) |X—a>> W ( $5¢a . (220)

Then, at the exceptional point, [¢)4+4) and |1)_,) are related by the SU(1,1) gauge transformation

- 4o
—%, and |x4a) and |x_q) are by —% ;f "o and the normalization conditions are no longer
satisfied:

~0 T
(rsalxsar) ™ 5o 0, (hsalrar) =0 (221)

For z° > —r, the upper energy degenerate eigenvectors bring the following holonomy:

AT = —ilxyldy) = =iy ldxy) = datelo AT ¢ (222)

where
Al = —;n atr, AF =0. (223)
® 2r(r + 25) """ ’ 5
Here, pu,v = 1,2,3,4, and 1,,,; are the “split”-'t Hooft symbol defined by 7,.,; = €ui + Nuitua —
Nuilua With 1, = diag(+,+,—, —), and €,,; is a totally antisymmetric tensor, €123 = 1 and

€ui = 0 for 1 =4 or v = 4. The corresponding field strength

Fh = 0,A7 — 0,Af +i[A], A, (224)
is derived as
F;j; = r—12quj — 7,—12%,,%1;r — %nw,ﬂ",
Fl=—F = Tiz(r +z°) At (225)
The gauge field strength has the singularity at the exceptional point. Similarly, A~ is given by
A” = —if(x—|dy-) = —i(y_|dx-)) = da’¢lo. A7 ¢, (226)
where ) 1 S )
A, = —m%mx ', A =0, (227)
with nl’m = €uvi — NuiMva + Mvinua- The corresponding field strength is
P, = T_lzqu; — T—12m,,A; + %niwﬂl,
Fp=-F;, = —%(r +a”)Af. (228)
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With a different gauge choice (z° < r), the holonomy is calculated as
AT = =iy |dwy) = —ilwl ) = dat¢To. AT,

where

1 .
I+ ! I+
A w = _mn/ﬂ/iquz’ A = 0.
The corresponding field strength is
1 1 1 ,
+ + +
F,/M/ = ﬁxﬂA,V — ﬁxl/A/N — ﬁ?’]:ujlﬁ'z,
1
+ + 5\ 4+
F,MSZ_FISMZ_T?(T_x )A/u.

Similarly, the lower energy degenerate states bring the holonomy

AT = i |y = —i(y _|dx) = daolo, AL ¢,

where 1
! — L ! —
Ay = _mnm/ix%a A5 =0.
The corresponding field strength is
_ 1 -1 _ 1 ,
/ !/ /
F/u/ = 7‘_2qu v ﬁqu w + ﬁnwfﬂ—z?
_ - 1 +

The SU(1,1) gauge transformation relates A™ and A'" as
A/+d a __ T A+d a _ T d
0 Ay da =g (0. Ay dx")gy —igyo.dgy,

and their field strengths as
UZF(I/Lb = gi (02 Fub) g+

(229)

(230)

(231)

(232)

(233)

(234)

(235)

(236)

where g4 are given by ([I07). Similarly, A~ and A’" are related by the SU(1,1) transformation,

o, A, dx® = g (0, A, dx%)g- — igl o.dg_,

and
0 F' =gl (0. F )9

(237)

(238)

Thus, the exceptional points of the SO(3,2) model act as the SU(1,1) monopole with opposite

charges for the upper and lower energy states. Such non-compact gauge group monopoles have

been introduced in the context of the non-compact Hopf maps [35].
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