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Entanglement, non-Hermiticity and duality
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A rigorous duality is established to diagnose entanglement structure of non-Hermitian systems. During
the duality process, entanglement spectrum and entanglement entropy keep invariant but Hermiticity may be
substantially altered. We classify non-Hermitian models into two types. In type-I exemplified by the “non-
reciprocal lattice model”, there exists at least one duality map that sends the original non-Hermitian model to a
Hermitian model. In other words, entanglement structure of type-I non-Hermitian models is entirely controlled
by Hermitian models. Therefore, known results of entanglement of Hermitian systems can be efficiently applied
to type-I non-Hermitian systems. On the other hand, dual systems of type-1I, exemplified by “non-Hermitian
Su-Schrieffer-Heeger model”, are always non-Hermitian. We further notice that non-Hermitian systems with
complex entanglement spectrum is of type-II but the inverse is not true. In summary, the entanglement diagnosis
proposed in this Letter bridges non-Hermitian and Hermitian systems, shedding light on classification and char-
acterization of generic non-Hermitian systems via entanglement. Several promising directions of future work

are proposed.

For the past decades, Hermitian quantum matters have been
intensively investigated. Classification and characterization
of Hermitian quantum matters are deeply rooted in many-
body treatment on quantum entanglement. Without symme-
try, gapped phases are classified into short-ranged entangled
(SRE) and long-range entangled (LRE) phases [1, 2]. A LRE
phase, such as fractional quantum Hall states [3] is physically
characterized by the robust ground state degeneracy on closed
manifold and braiding statistics of topological excitations, and
is often called intrinsic topological order [4-8]. LRE phases
cannot be adiabatically connected to a direct product state
via local unitary transformation (LU) that attempts to disen-
tangle local degrees of freedom. In contrast to LRE, there
exists at least one LU transformation such that SRE states
can be connected to the direct product state without crossing
phase transitions. When symmetry is considered, both LRE
and SRE have finer phase structures. Symmetry Protected
Topological phases, e.g., the Haldane phase [9, 10], are sym-
metric SRE states that admit symmetry-protected boundary
anomaly [6, 11-14]. On the other hand, symmetric LRE states
are called Symmetry Enriched Topological phases [6, 15-17]
that admit fractionalized quantum number carried by topolog-
ical excitations. Inspired by quantum information, it is also
well-known that entanglement can be quantified via von Neu-
mann entanglement entropy (EE): Sgg = —Trplogp with
p = e~ HE being the reduced density matrix. The spectrum of
the entanglement “Hamiltonian” H g, known as entanglement
spectrum (ES) [18] encodes more fruitful information about
quantum entanglement. In short, EE and ES can help identify
and distinguish universal properties of phases [2, 4, 19-21].

On the other hand, Hermiticity of a Hamiltonian is one of
the key postulates of isolated quantum systems in order to en-
sure both probability conservation and the real-valuedness of
energy. Nevertheless, non-Hermiticity is still physically rel-
evant and ubiquitous in, e.g., open systems. Non-Hermitian
physics provides a versatile platform for a variety of classi-
cal and quantum systems (for a review, see the article [22]

and reference therein). While there have been tremendous
progress in many aspects of non-Hermitian systems, entan-
glement structure of non-Hermitian systems is far less known,
compared to the progress on many-body entanglement of Her-
mitian quantum matters such as LRE & SRE, EE & ES. One
may wonder, in what sense does non-Hermiticity play an in-
trinsic role in determination of entanglement structure and is it
possible to unify non-Hermitian and Hermitian systems from
the entanglement perspective?

In this Letter, we build a rigorous duality between a non-
Hermitian free-fermion system H, and its dual Hyq. The
salient feature of the duality is that it keeps ES & EE invari-
ant while Hermiticity may be substantially altered. In other
words, the dual system Hy may be either non-Hermitian or
Hermitian. If there exists at least one duality process that
leads to Hermitian Hq, H, is called type-I non-Hermitian sys-
tem. Otherwise, H, is of type-1I. The starting point of the es-
tablishment of the duality is the Peschel’s formula [23, 24],
which has been proved still valid in non-Hermitian system
[25, 26]. The Peschel’s formula states that entanglement spec-
trum can be fully determined by correlation matrix C for a free
fermion system. C' can be further expressed in terms of two
projectors R and P. The non-Hermitian projector P describes
occupied single-particle states and the Hermitian projector R
defines a real space partition. The duality involves two key
steps. Firstly, non-Hermiticity is transferred from P to R via
a similarity transformation O. Secondly, re-interpret roles of
position and momentum which entails exchange of real space
and momentum space.

The duality has profound physical and mathematical conse-
quences, which essentially relies on the commutation relation
between © := OOT and R. To some extent, the quantity
© encodes the entanglement information of non-Hermiticity,
which paves a way towards understanding unique phenomena
and functionalities in non-Hermitian systems. If there exists
O such that © commutes with R, then the dual reduced den-
sity matrix is Hermitian and H, is of type-I. On one hand,



from the definition, non-Hermiticity of type-I doesn’t play any
essential role in EE and ES. But on the other hand, we are al-
lowed to efficiently obtain ES and EE of type-I systems by
means of known results of Hermitian systems. As a simple
example, the non-reciprocal lattice model [27] is identified as
type-1. Remarkably, as a byproduct, we prove that ES and EE
of this model are independent of the parameter o that mea-
sures the degree of “non-reciprocality”. In contrast to type-
I, the dual system Hy is always non-Hermitian for type-II
systems. It indicates that entanglement structure of type-II
system cannot be understood through any known results of
Hermitian systems in the present duality process. The non-
Hermitian Su-Schrieffer-Heeger (SSH) model [28-34] is one
of simplest examples of type-II. In the remainder of this Let-
ter, we explain the duality process by presenting one theorem
and two corollaries. Two examples are computed in details.
This work is concluded with several remarks and future direc-
tions and a Supplemental Material can be found in [35].
Preliminaries—The original Hamiltonian describes a non-
Hermitian system of free fermions H, = Y, ¢l H,zcp with
H, # H} and {cl,,cg} = dap as fermionic operators. H,
can be diagonalized by a biorthogonal basis from the right
and left eigenvectors[36, 37] |r, «) and |, &) that satisfy the
biorthogonal condition (I, a|r, 5) = dag, i-e., Ho|r,a) =
€a|r,a), HI|l,a) = €i|l,a). Therefore, we can decom-
pose Hy = ) _ €q|r,a)(l,a|. Introduce bifermionic op-
erators 1,[|0) = |r,a) and ¢;a|0) = |l,a) with an anti-
commutation relation {¢;q, UJIB} = Jop and we can con-

= Haeocc ’L/)Ia|0>7 ‘Gl> =
[Lococe Y1, |0) , Where occ denotes a set of the occupied states.
Hereafter, when asserting a static state as a physical one or to
be occupied, we assume that its eigenenergy be real. Other-
wise, it is unstable under time evolution. Hence we can restrict
a many-body state composed of single-particle states with real
eigenenergies, whose Hamiltonian is quasi-Hermitian [38, 39]
with the whole real spectrum.

From the right and left states, we can construct a density
matrix p = |G,.)(Gy| such that p?> = p and pl # p. With
this generalized notation, by partitioning the total system into
subsystems A and B, we realize measurement of entangle-
ment Sy = —Trpa In p4 with the reduced density matrix p 4
as taking partial trace of subsystem B,

_HE,HE _ Z

i,jEA

struct a many-body state, |G,)

pa=Trgp=ce cl(hg)ije; . ()

The Peschel’s formula asserts that the entanglement Hamil-
tonian hg can be obtained from two-point correlation matrix
C, with elements (C,);; = (Gy]cle;|G,), i,j € A via the
relation hg ~ Co: hg = log (Cg 't —I) with I as an identity
matrix. We can reformulate correlation matrix C, in terms
of the real space projector R, = » ;. 4 |7)(i| onto region A
and single-particle projector P, = > ... |7, a)(l, | onto
occupied states [26, 40],

Co = RoPsRo . 2

Therefore, ES of p4 is fully determined by correlation matrix
C, via the elation hp ~ C,,. One significant feature is that P,
is no longer Hermitian P, # P, while a real-space projector
R, must be Hermitian R, = R:g.

Duality process—The essence to our duality is that two op-
erators share the same spectrum, which is concluded in Theo-
rem. 1.

Theorem 1. Given a quasi-Hermitian Hamiltonian H,,
there exists a non-singular similarity transformation P =

O71P,0p and R = OF*RoO, such that
Spec (RoPoRo) = Spec(ﬁﬁ”ﬁ) 3)
with P = P1.

Proof. The proof is separated into two steps. The first step is
to transfer non-Hermiticity. Existence of a non-singular simi-
larity transformation is a direct consequence of the definition
of quasi-Hermiticity, which states that one can map H, into a
Hermitian system H ,

H=0"1H,0 4)

and O~ !r,a)(= O1]l, «)) is an eigenvector of H with an
eigenvalue €, such that P = O~ P, O is Hermitian PT = P.
Since we do not require the transformation in Eq. (4) to be
unitary, the eigenvectors of H and H, can be qualitatively
different while the eigenvalues are the same. Eq. (4) asserts
the fact that a Hermitian H corresponds to a quasi-Hermitian
system H, via O, to encode non-Hermiticity. Consequently,
we can reformulate the correlation matrix C, in Eq. (2) as,

C, = RyP.Ro = ORPRO )

where the new projector P = O~ P, is Hermitian PT = P
whereas R = O~ !'R,O may lose Hermiticity. This proce-
dure transfers non-Hermiticity from P to R and it is a subtle
point for non-Hermitian systems. Since a non-singular sim-
ilarity does not alter spectrum, we have Spec (R,PoRo) =
Spec(RPR).

The second step is to prove Spec(ﬁ?sﬁ) = Spec(PRP).
Suppose an eigenstate |{) of RPR with ’RPR|§> = ¢|¢), and
then R|¢) = |€) by observing CR\@ RRPRIE) = [§).
Thus, P|¢) is an eigenstate of PRP: 757€75(75|§>) = P|e).
Therefore, given an eigenstate |§ > of RPR with eigenvalue
c, P\Q is an eigenstate of PRP with eigenvalue c. The
converse is also true. Thus, we have Spec (R,PoR,) =

Spec(RPR) = Spec(PRP). O

If we interchange roles of momentum and positions to de-
fine new projectors P4 and Rq i.e. R being the projector into
occupied states to define P4 and instead the projector P de-
picting the partition to define R4, we obtain a new correlation
matrix Cq = RqPaRq with the dual Hamiltonian Hy. Then,
Theorem. 1 claims the two distinguished systems H, and Hg



share the same EE and ES through the duality, whose proce-
dures can be depicted as

07 P,0 ~ k— O RO 5 z—k
P o p 2 LR E

Rdv Ro

Pa. (6)

Whether the dual Hamiltonian Hy is Hermitian or not is
determined by commutativity between operators © := QOT
and R,. However, it admits freedom in Eq. (4) to find O.
Given O; that meets Eq. (4), then O = O1U;.SU> also maps
H, into a Hermitian one O LHOy = UQT AU, where U is a
unitary matrix that diagonalizes O 'Hy0,, Uy is unitary and
a non-singular matrix S commutes with the spectral matrix A
of H,. The form of 0205 = 0,U,55U] (’)I depends on
S and in general, commutativity between (91(91f and R, may
not keep in consistent with commutativity between O, C’)g and
Ro [See Supplemental Material[35]].

We can categorize quasi-Hermitian systems into two types.
If there exists O such that © commutes with R, [©, R,] = 0,
R preserves Hermiticity and the dual system is Hermitian,
which we regard as type-I. Otherwise, the system is catego-
rized into type-II. The ES and EE of type-1 obey the same
tendency as a Hermitian system. Thus we can understand it
within the context of Hermitian systems. For example, we ex-
pect that the entanglement formula [41-44] inspired by Wis-
dom conjecture stills works and directly obtain EE and ES
from known results on Hermitian systems without compli-
cated calculations. On the other hand, non-Hermiticity is sup-
posed to play an intrinsic role in entanglement of type-II. In
practice, to determine the type of a system, one can start with
O that diagonalizes O~ H,O = A. If [0OT R,] = 0, then it
belongs to type-I. Otherwise, we have to check whether some
S exists to solve the equation [OSSTOT, R,| = 0.

Based on the theorem, two corollaries naturally follow.

Corollary 1. The entanglement spectrum for type-I non-
Hermitian system is real. A non-Hermitian system with com-
plex entanglement spectrum belongs to type-II.

The Corollary. 1 is a direct consequence of the duality pro-
cess. The real ES of a type-I comes from identical spectrum
to a Hermitian system. The converse-negative proposition of
the first part produces the second argument. We point out that
we does not exclude a type-II system possessing a real ES.

Corollary 2. In the case of a Hermitian system, one recovers
the “position-momentum duality”.

The Corollary 2 is obvious since one can simply choose
O to be an identity matrix, which exactly recovers the result
established in Ref. 40.

Nonreciprocal model—As a warm-up, we consider one of
the simplest non-Hermitian models [27] on a chain of L sites

L
H,=—t Z e“clepr + e_O‘CLHCw , 7
=1

where ¢! and c, are the fermion creation and annihilation
operators at site x respectively. The nonreciprocal left/right
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FIG. 1. (Color online) Entanglement entropy Sa (a) v.s. La with
L = 100, « = 0.1 and (b) v.s. « with L = 100, Lo = 20;
entanglement spectrum (c) v.s. L4 with L = 100, o = 0.1 and (d)
v.s. o with L = 100, L o = 20 for non-reciprocal model in Eq. (7).
In (a), Sa calculated via the definition in Eq. (1) marked by blue
triangles is consistent with the formula of S4 guided by a red line
that is inferred by the duality. (b) shows S4 is independent of a. (c)
depicts EE dependence on the size of region A. (d) shows EE is not
altered when o changes. All calculations are conducted under open
boundary condition at half-filling with ¢ = 1.

hopping te*® can arise from asymmetric gain/loss. Under

open boundary condition(OBC), it is exactly analytically solv-
able and one can write down the right and left eigenvectors

|r, kY and |1, k) as |r, k) = Li-s—l >, e %% sin 72 |7) and

L+1
|1, k) = %H >, e sin z—ﬁm) with real gapless spec-
trum € (k) = —2tcos L’T—fl parametrized by momentum in-
dices K = 0,1,---,L. A similarity transformation c{ —
cle > and ¢, — c,e*®, which defines in real space the ma-
trix O = diag(1,e®,---,e’®) in Eq. (4), leads to its Her-
mitian counterpart H = —t Z£:1 chepyr + el 41Cz- Parti-

tion the system into two subregions A and B, and the single-
particle projectors are

Po = Z |7’7 k><l>k| yRo = Z \x)(m| ®)

k€occ z€A

and for H, we have the projectors P = 3>, .. [k)(k[,R =
>wea @) (2], where |[k) = O~!|r, k) is its eigenstate. In-
terchanging the roles of momentum of positions defines dual
projectors

Pa= > |k)k[,Ra= D [a)(x]. ©)

keA TEOCC

Here the real space and momentum space are re-interpreted, in
which the single-particle projector Pq means that states with
momentum in region A are occupied and R4 defines a real-
space partition. Rewriting Pq = >, 0 (—¢ (k)) |k) (k| where



the energy dispersion € (k) < 0 only when k € A, we can
construct the dual Hamiltonian Hy,

Hy = Zs(kz) ey (10)

keA

or in the real space Hq = >_,, teyChe, with t,, being the
Fourier transformation of ¢ (k) under OBC. Remarkably, the
dual Hamiltonian in Eq. (10) does not depend on the param-
eter «, which indicates that non-Hermiticity plays no role in
EE and ES in original non-Hermitian system. It is further nu-
merically checked in Figures. 1(b) and (d) that no changes in
EE and ES occur when we change «. Furthermore, the quan-
tity OO for the present choice is diagonal in the real space
such that the at least one dual system is Hermitian regardless
of the system partition.

In summary, the non-Hermitian non-reciprocal model in
Eq. (7) shares the same entanglement entropy with the dual
Hermitian free fermi gas in Eq. (10), which exemplifies a type-
I system. This feature allows to understand entanglement of
type-1 from the perspective of a Hermitian system. For ex-
ample, instead of complicated calculation, we can directly ex-
tract that in nonreciprocal model, momentum and positions
enter S, symmetrically with the expression [40, 45-47] as
Sa= % In [% sin % sin “LTF] + -, where L 4 denotes the
length of region A, L is number of the occupied bands of its
L eigenstates and. --- includes constant and also finite-size
corrections from 1/L and higher. Figure. 1(a) shows consis-
tence between .S 4 from Egs. (1) and the duality.

Non-Hermitian SSH model—Another example is the non-
Hermitian Su-Schrieffer-Heeger (SSH) model [28-34] in a bi-
partite lattice with 2N sites at half-filling,

N-1
H, = Z wc£102x+1 + UC;I+1C21+2 + h.c.
=1
N
+ Z i (C;-Cgi - c;i+162i+1) (11)
i=1

with u,v,w € R. Here we introduce staggered imaginary
chemical potentials. Under periodic boundary condition, then
Hggy is translationally invariant and can be reformulated in

the momentum space as H, = ®p Hy, with Hy = [ff’: f;"u},
where v}, = we ™% + v with a the lattice constant. The sys-
tem is PT invariant o, Hyio, = H} with spectrum €, + =

12 . . .
j:\/ |v + weike|” — u2 and we restrict ourselves in the region
of real spectrum. The matrix O = @, O} in momentum space
can be taken as

12)

_ 775(01‘,4»901,;)
Ok = |: ¢ ! :l )

1 e~ 0k —¢r)

where we reparametrize pre’?* = v + we*® and ppe* =
€. + iu. At half-filling, we can have the two operators

P0:Z|r7k7*><l’k77‘> ROZZ Z|i,$><i,$|, (13)

ke€occ i€A s=1,2

where P, projects onto all occupied states with negative
energies with |r,k,—) (|l,k,—)) as its right(left) eigen-
vector and R, defines partition with s = 1,2 labelling
two sublattices. With the similarity transformation, we_ ob-
tain the projector for the corresponding dual system, P =
Seaeel b NE LR = Siea Xy 207 i) (5[0,
Interchange the roles on positions and momentum and we
have

Pa= Y Ok O}k, (|Oq, Ra= Y _ |z, — )z, —|, (14)

keA =+ xrEocc

where in the dual real space, Oq = ®_,O, corresponds
to the similarity transformation in Eq. (4) and ¢ can be in-
terpreted as internal degrees or layer indices. The expres-
sion of O, is obtained by replacing & in Eq. (12) by x, and
pz€Pr = U + weiNe, pyeis = e, + iu. We can intro-
duce biorthogonal basis |r, k, £) = O7'|k, £) and bifermonic
operators wi,k‘AO) = \r,k,f),z/)ikjm) = |l,k, £) such that
Pa = > peap—s |1k ) (L K, £|, and the dual Hamiltonian

takes the form as Hy = Zk,s Ek,f¢i,k.e¢l,k,e where €y, ¢ is
the dispersion relation that is constrained by €, , < 0 for
k € A, £ = +. Specifically, we can take A to be half the
chain, then the dispersion relation can be simply chosen as
€kt = —2tv/N cos ka. Thus, the dual Hamiltonian can be
formulated as

Hy=~tY Y cheibevotide,oe 0 (15)

r y=xz+ta

where ¢; = (¢z —, cI7+)T is a two-component spinor, ¢ =
(04,0y,0) is a vector of Pauli matrices and oy is an identity
matrix. The fields A, , and A9 , reside at the link (z, %) and
no longer keeps anti-symmetric on its spatial indices, A, , #
—A, ., A), # —AY .. Thus we map non-Hermitian SSH
model to non-Hermitian non-Abelian gauge field theory. The
original band indices are interpreted as component indices and
R4 involves partition on the internal spinor degrees as well as
spatial degrees. General expressions for the dual Hamiltonian
are presented in Supplemental Material [35]. On the other
hand, commutation with R requires © to be a block diagonal
matrix. There does not exist S such that O SSTO meets the
requirement. Therefore, the non-Hermitian SSH belongs to
type-II, which is consistent with its complex ES.
Conclusions—In this Letter, we are interested in the role
that non-Hermiticity plays in quantum entanglement and de-
velop a rigorous duality for probing the role. We make an
initial step towards a unified picture of non-Hermiticity and
Hermiticity from the entanglement perspective. Several im-
plications and applications are discussed. Motivated by this
work, we present here several questions for future study. First,
is there a similar / generalized duality or generalized LU for
characterizing many-body entanglement of non-Hermitian in-
teracting systems [48, 49]? For example, we can define non-
Hermitian version of LRE states via generalized LU. Second,
is it possible to find Wannier interpolation on non-Hermitian
free fermion entanglement [50]? Such an interpolation may



help us to semi-analytically understand ES of non-Hermitian
fermion systems. Third, how can we further physically dis-
tinguish two subclasses of type-II systems? In Corollary 1,
we have shown that ES of type-II systems may be either com-
plex and real. So, it is interesting to further investigate finer
structures of type-II systems. This work was supported by
the Sun Yat-sen University startup grant and NSFC Grant No.
11847608.
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Supplemental Material for “Entanglement, non-Hermiticity and duality”

In this supplemental material, we make some explanation on the similarity transformation and detailed derivations on the dual
model for non-Hermitian SSH model.

SM-1: Similarity transformation

We have much freedom to choose the similarity transformations. Here we illustrate how such freedom affects Hermiticity of
the dual system. Given a quasi-Hermitian system H,, we can choose O to map it to its spectrum matrix A, O"'H,O = A and
a general similarity transformation O’ has the form as @' = UOS where U is a unitary matrix and S commutes with A. The
form of S depends on properties of spectrum. For example, if H, is non-degenerate, then .S must be a diagonal matrix. On the
other hand, S can be of a more general form. To show the effect of S, we consider a Hamiltonian defined on two sites with only
one particle,

H, = rewc];cl + SCICQ + re_wc;cQ + scgcl . (16)

It has right eigenvectors |—) = —e~%*|1) + |2) and |+) = |1) 4 e~*¥|2) with eigenenergies e+ = 7 cosf + \/s2 — r2sin? 6,
which can help construct the similarity transformation

O = —e " 1)(1] + [1)(2] + [2)(1] + e7"*[2)(2] , (17)
which diagonalizes H,,
O™ HoO = e_|=) (| + ex[+)(+] . (18)

Here |) denotes the particle resides at site x and se’® = irsin @ + \/s2 — r2sin” . Or in the matrix form, we have

ret? g
Ho = [ s Te_i9:| (19)
and
7671'04 1

with the spectrum matrix A = {E 0 } .
0 €4+

When s2 # r2sin? 0, H, is non-degenerate and then S is diagonal and we set S = diag (A1, \2). Thus, we can obtain

0 =0sstof
_ { '|Aﬂz+¢Aﬂ2 2 _G_MAyz+eﬁ|Aﬂj o
—e" | A1]” + e |\ [A1]” + | A2]
and the commutator depends on S
i 2 a 2
[0, 7] = [—eio‘ A E)F e x| . 0 . } ’ 22
10

00
non-Hermitian, which is consistent with complex entanglement spectrum. When o = 0, we can find S to make [0, R] = 0. In
fact, H, reduces to a Hermitian system. When s2 = r? sin? 0, H, is not normal and can not be diagonalized.

As a comparison, we can consider non-reciprocal model on the two-site lattices

H, = ch{cl + tch{cQ + TC;CQ + t21C£Cl . (23)

where we take the first site as region A with R = { } . When « # 0, no S exists to ensure [©, R] = 0 and the dual system is

We can take the similarity transformation to be

[ V)

(24)

O— Viti2 ty
—Vt21 Vi1



and
0 (1M]* = o) VEraar
O,R| = . (25)
e O N W N o 0
When |[A;| = |A2], © and R commutes and we build a map to Hermitian system. When |A1| # |A2|, the dual system is

non-Hermitian.

SM-2: Non-Hermitian SSH model

Here we present details on duality of non-Hermitian SSH model. To be more transparent, here we work in the framework of
Dirac’s notations. The similarity transformation O = &3Oy, can be written as

Op = —e " OHe0 |k 1)k, 1] 4 |k, 1) (K, 2| + [k, 2) (k, 1| + e 71020 |k 2) (K, 2| , (26)
where |k, s) denotes a basis vector carrying momentum k on sublattice s. So we have the projector R,

R= Z O Ya, s)(x, s|O

€A
1 _
=¥ Z Z O; |z, 8)(x, s|Op
z€A k,k’
. i Z Z €i(k7k’)m [(eitpk*i%@k/ef’iek*iok/ + 1) |]{J 1><k/ 1|
N 14 =2k ’ ’
z€A kK’
T (—eiereTi0n o gien =) kT 2] (e e — eI i) [k, 2) (K, 1
(e T 1) ke 2) (K 2] @7
where we use the relation
1 . .
Olk, 1) = ——¢ike (—e*“"m’k) k1) + |k, 2 ) 28
ALY Wi |k, 1) + |k, 2) (28)
1 . .
Ok, 2) = ——eih= (k:,l 4 e iOk—wr) k,Z) 29

with pre?* = v + we™™® and pre’® = ¢, + iu. Exchange the roles of positions and momentum and we have the dual
single-particle projector Py to occupied states

1 ei(:rfy)k ) ) ) )
Pa=+ Z m[(ewxﬂ%eﬂozﬂ% +1) |z, =)y, -
z,y,k€EA
+ [—ePmem e e e ], <)y, ]+ [e7 e — e Pve T o, ) (y, |
+ [e—iwﬁwye—iez—wy + 1] |z, +) (y, +| . (30)

Therefore, we have the dual Hamiltonian,

1 : /
Z i(x—y)kyree T
Hy = = 6&@67(7 ) Usy €L yCy o s 3D
z,y,k, L,
where
U - 1 eigam—igaye—wz—i@y +1 _ewwe—iew + eigaye—iey -
Ty — 1+ e—2i0, efigozefiaw _ e*itpyefiey efitprriApyeinwiny +1 ( )

and pe'fs = v + wet N , pxewm = ¢, + u. The spectrum dispersion relation is constrained to €, , < 0 when k € A. Its form
depends on choices of region A. For example, if A is half the chain, we can take €, , = —2¢v/ N cos ka to be independent of



index £. In this case, we arrange ¢, = (¢y,—, ¢ 4 ) as a two-component spinor such that the dual Hamiltonian can be formulated
in a compacted form,

Hy = —tz Z clnycy

r y=xz=ta

_tz Z CleiAm’y'a-JriAg'yUOCy ) (33)

z y=zta

. . y . y 0 . . .. .
Here we identify U, = e Aewotids 490 (o give non-Ablian gauge field theory of the non-Hermitian version. The form of €k

for a general region A can be obtained by adding a proper chemical potential.
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