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We study a non-Hermitian version of XY closed chain with odd number of lattice sites. We consider both anti-
ferromagnetic coupling and also a symmetric non-collinear spin coupling. It is found that the energy spectrum is
real in certain region of the parameter space. In contrast to previous non-Hermitian models, the ground state is a
state with one mode occupied inside this real energy spectrum region, instead of the artificially identified vacuum
state. At the same time, there appears a gapless excitation, which is made by kink like spin configurations. It is
also found that this kink phase has non-trivial topological invariant.

I. INTRODUCTION

In recent years non-Hermitian physics [1, 2] has attracted
wide research interests and growing enthusiasm for its inti-
mate connection with open systems [3–5], optic systems with
gain and loss [6, 7], electron-electron interaction or disorder
induced self-energy in the effective Hamiltonian [8, 9]. New
phenomenon [10] have been discovered and the traditional
band theory has been enriched and extended [11, 12]. A lot
of efforts have been devoted to investigate the topological as-
pects of non-Hermitian system both theoretically and experi-
mentally. The non-Hermitian version of quantum spin chain
has also been studied in previous works [13–17].

In the quantum spin model with anti-ferromagnetic ex-
change interaction and odd number of lattice sites, there ap-
pears some interesting nonlocal effects due to the so-called
ring frustration [18, 19]. The ring frustration is a type of ge-
ometrical frustration caused by the impossibility of accom-
modating the staggered spin configuration on a closed spin
chain with odd number of sites. Because of this frustration,
the low energy spin configuration always contains a kink like
structure, which give rise to a gapless excitation in the anti-
ferromagnetic phase. It is also found that ring frustrations also
lead to nonlocal correlation functions in a variety of spin mod-
els [20–22]. Recently, similar ideas have been generalized to
other exactly solvable interacting fermion model in [23].

In this paper, we study the XY model with anti-
ferromagnetic coupling and also a non-Hermitian interaction,
which is an exactly solvable non-Hermitian spin model. One
may wonder if the ring frustration also apply to this non-
Hermitian model when the lattice site number is odd. Because
the interaction energies here are complex number, one may
feel that the staggered spin configuration may not be favored
and the effects of ring frustration will not occur. Actually, we
will show that in certain region of the parameter space, the
eigenvalues of the Hamiltonian are real, and in this area the
ring frustration indeed make the low energy excitation gap-
less just as in the Hermitian case. The ground state in this
region is not the vacuum state annihilated by all the quasi-
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particle operators, but the state with one mode occupied. This
is in sharp contrast to most non-Hermitian models studied in
the literature.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we present the
model Hamiltonian and its exact solution. The phase diagram
and band structures are illustrated in Sec. III. Then we discuss
the topological properties of the model in Sec. IV. Finally, we
give a conclusion and discussion in Sec. V.

II. THE NON-HERMITIAN XY MODEL

The Hamiltonian of the anisotropic one-dimensional peri-
odic spin-1/2 XY chain with non-Hermitian symmetric non-
collinear interaction in a external magnetic field is given by

H =
L

∑
j=1

(
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where σa with a = x,y,z are Pauli matrices. Here γ param-
eterizes the anisotropic couplings, h gives the external field
along z direction. The non-Hermiticity arises from the imag-
inary non-collinear interaction term. The Hermitian version
of XY model (δ = 0) was solved long time ago by Lieb et al
[24] with the help of Jordan-Wigner transformation [25]. The
Jordan-Wigner transformation maps the Pauli operators into
Majorana fermions operators then the spin model become a
quadratic fermion Hamiltonian which is the imbalanced pair-
ing Kitaev chain studied in [26]. However, the boundary term
contains a extra sign which depends on the fermion number of
the system. We will illustrate this point explicitly as follows.

Taking the Jordan-Wigner transformation

σ
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and after some algebra we obtain the imbalanced pairing Ki-
taev chain

H =
L−1

∑
j=1

c†
jc j+1 + c†

j+1c j +∆α c†
jc

†
j+1 +∆β c j+1c j

− (−1)M
(

c†
Lc1 + c†

1cL +∆α c†
Lc†

1 +∆β c1cL

)
−h

L

∑
j=1

(2n j−1)

(3)

Here c j is fermion annihilation operator at lattice site j. For
simplicity we have defined γ + δ = ∆α and γ − δ = ∆β fol-
lowing the same convention as in [26]. The present model is
different from the Kitaev chain in that the sign of the bound-
ary term in the second line of Eq. (3) depending on the parity
of fermion number M = ∑

L
j c†

jc j.
When M ∈ odd, we have the periodic boundary condi-

tion (PBC) c j+L = c j and when M ∈ even, we have the anti-
periodic boundary condition (APBC) c j+L = −c j. After the
Fourier transformation

cq =
1√
L ∑

j
c jeiq j (4)

the Hamiltonian becomes

H = ∑
q

[
2(cosq−h)c†

qcq

+isinq(∆α c†
−qc†

q +∆β c−qcq)+h
]

(5)

The possible values of q will depend on the parity of the num-
ber of lattice sites and also the parity of the total fermion num-
ber. When L ∈ Odd we have

q(O,o) =

{
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2
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L
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}
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L
π,π

}
(6b)

Here the first superscript index labels the parity of lattice site
and the second index labels the parity of fermion number. We
will call the case with odd (even) number of fermions as the
odd (even) channel.

Similarly, when L ∈ Even we have

q(E,o) =
{
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L
π, . . . ,−1

L
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1
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L
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}
(7a)
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2
L
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L
π

}
(7b)

It has been shown that the existence of q = 0 and π mode
would strongly affect the ground state properties and correla-
tion behaviors of the spin system [18–21].

In this paper we will focus on the case L ∈ Odd first. We
introduce the following complex version of Bogoliubov trans-

formation:

ηq =uqcq− i

√
∆α

∆β

vqc†
−q (8a)

ηq =uqc†
q + i

√
∆β

∆α

vqc−q (8b)

where the coefficients of the above transformation are

uq =

√
1
2

(
1+

cosq−h
ω(q)

)

vq =

√
1
2

(
1− cosq−h

ω(q)

)
sgn(sinq)

(9)

The dispersion of the quasi-particle is given by

ω(q) =
√

(cosq−h)2 +∆α ∆β sin2 q (10)

One can easily check that the anti-communication relations
are satisfied{

ηq,ηq′
}
= δq,q′ ,

{
ηq,ηq′

}
=
{

ηq,ηq′
}
= 0 (11)

Finally the diagonalized Hamiltonian for both odd and even
channels are given by

H(O,o) = 2 ∑
′

q∈q(O,o)

ω(q)ηqηq +Λo

+ |h−1|+(h−1)−2(h−1)c†
0c0 (12a)

H(O,e) = 2 ∑
′

q∈q(O,e)

ω(q)ηqηq +Λe

+2(h+1)−2(h+1)c†
π cπ (12b)

where

Λe =− ∑
q(O,e)

ω(q) , Λo =− ∑
q(O,o)

ω(q) (13)

Note that ηq is not a Hermitian conjugate of ηq, therefore
the above Hamiltonian is still non-Hermitian as the original
spin model. The full spectrum of the original spin model con-
tains two parts. One part come from the spectra of H(O,o) with
odd number of quasi-particles. The other part comes from the
spectra of H(O,e) with even number of quasi-particles.

For comparison, we also show the diagonalized Hamilto-
nian for the case of L ∈ Even as follows.

H(E,o) =2 ∑
′

q∈q(O,o)

ω(q)ηqηq +Λo + |h−1|+3+h

+2(h−1)c†
0c0−2(h+1)c†

π cπ (14a)

H(E,e) =2 ∑
′

q∈q(O,e)

ω(q)ηqηq +Λe (14b)

We will see in next section that the low-energy excitation of
the spin model is gapless when L is odd and is gapped when L
is even.
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Figure 1. The energy eigenvalues of XY model with non-Hermitian
interaction as a function of 1/h. Here L = 11 and γ = 1. The dotted
diamonds are part of numerical result of exact diagonalization and
the solid lines are analytical results. The wave vector q is taken from
q(O,o) or q(O,e).
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Figure 2. The energy eigenvalues of XY model with non-Hermitian
interaction as a function of 1/h. Here L = 10 and γ = 1. The dotted
diamonds are part of numerical result of exact diagonalization and
the solid lines are analytical results. The wave vector q is taken from
q(E,o) or q(E,e).

III. PHASE DIAGRAM AND BAND STRUCTURE

In this section, we consider the possible phases of our non-
Hermitian XY model in details. From Eq.(10), it is clear that
the eigenvalues are real if the following condition is satisfied.

f (q)≡ (cosq−h)2 +∆α ∆β sin2 q > 0 , −π < q < π (15)

If |h| < 1, then the first term of f (q) can vanish at certain q.
In order to achieve f (q)> 0, we must have ∆α ∆β > 0. On the
other hand, if |h|> 1, the first term of f (q) is always positive.
In this case, ∆α ∆β can be negative, and the lowest possible

value of f (q) is
∆α ∆β (∆α ∆β+h2−1)

∆α ∆β−1 . Therefore the condition of

f (q)> 0 is satisfied if we require ∆α ∆β +h2 > 1. Other than
the above discussed two conditions, the energy eigenvalues
are complex.

The region of the real energy eigenvalues in the parameter
space is the same as the Kitaev chain with imbalanced pair-
ing in [26]. But there is an important difference in the case of

|h|< 1 as we now turn to. First, we note that in this case, the
energy spectrum is qualitatively similar for different γ , there-
fore we take γ = 1 as an example to illustrate the difference
between our model and imbalanced pairing Kitaev chain. Al-
though the vacuum state of the odd channel |φ (O,o)〉 is the low-
est energy state, but it does not correspond to a valid state in
the spin model. The true ground state for the spin model is
c†

0|φ (O,o)〉, which is a one mode occupied state. Therefore the
low energy excitation η̃q|φ (O,o)〉 will approach to the ground
state as the system size L become very large, which means the
excitation is gapless. Previous works showed that this gapless
excitation is make by kink like spin configurations, thus we
refer to this region as the kink phase. In Fig. 1, we plot the
energy eigenvalues of XY model with DMI as a function of
1/h for L = 11. One can see the gapless dispersion appears
when h < 1. This kink phase is actually topological, since the
winding number in this region is non-trivial. We will return to
this point in next section.

For comparison, we also plot the eigenvalues of XY model
with DMI as a function of 1/h for L = 10 in Fig. 2. Because
of the absence of ring frustration the topological kink phase
disappear, the dispersion is gapped except one point at h = 1,
which is same as Kitaev chain [26]. In this case the ground
states are two-fold degenerated. one round state is |φ (E,e)〉,
the vacuum state of even channel and the other is c†

π

∣∣∣φ (E,o)
〉

a one mode occupied state from the odd channel.
When ∆α ∆β +h2 > 1, |h|> 1, the external field is stronger

than the spin coupling, the system is in the paramagnetic
phase. In this case, excitation is always gapped as can be seen
in Fig. 1 and 2.

In both the kink and the paramagnetic phase, the eigen-
values are real because the model respect the time reversal
symmetry (T ). In this region, we can construct a Hermitian
counterpart [27–29] which reproduce the eigenvalues of the
non-Hermitian model in the kink phase. The counterpart can
be obtained by replacing the imbalanced paring gaps by their
geometrical average.

H = ∑
q

[
2(cosq−h)c†

qcq

+isinq(
√

∆α ∆β c†
−qc†

q +
√

∆α ∆β c−qcq)+h
]

(16)

In all other regions, the eigenvalues are complex, which indi-
cating that the time reversal symmetry is broken.

The results of above discussion can be summarized into the
Tab. I. The third column of the table displays the winding
number of each phases, which will be discussed in the next
section.

To verify our result, we use exact diagonalization to ob-
tain the ground state energy. The phase diagram is present in
Fig. 3, and we see that the red region in the parameter plane
has real energy eigenvalues, thus T symmetric. However, the
outside part has complex eigenvalues, and the T symmetry is
breaking. The phase boundary comes from the result in Tab. I.
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Figure 3. Phase diagram numerically obtained from exact diagonal-
ization of a spin chain of L = 11. We take the imaginary part of
ground state energy as a criterion. The dashed lines are the theoreti-
cal phase boundary. The color bar shows the scale of imaginary part
of energy.
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Figure 4. The winding number as a function of 1/h. We assume
γ = 1 and δ = 0.5
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Figure 5. The trajectory of h(q) in Bloch vector space. The red
curve and blue line denote for the real and imaginary part evolution,
respectively. The left panel corresponds to the trivial case and the
right for the topological case.

Table I. Phase and topological invariants for L ∈ Odd

Region Phase Winding number
∆α ,∆β > 0, |h|< 1 kink 1

∆α ,∆β < 0, |h|< 1 kink -1

∆α ∆β > 0, |h|= 1 critical

∆α ∆β +h2 > 1, |h|> 1 paramagnetic 0

Others T breaking

IV. TOPOLOGICAL INVARIANT

Now we turn to the topological properties of the model. The
Hamiltonian can be written as H(q) = h(q) ·σ , where h is 3-
component vector given by

hx(q) =− iδ sinq (17a)
hy(q) =γ sinq (17b)
hz(q) =cosq−h (17c)

We will refer to the vector h as the Bloch vector. Normalizing
h(q) as h̃(q) = h/|h|, the winding number is defined as

w =− 1
2π

∫
π

−π

dq
∣∣∣∣h̃(q)× d

dq
h̃(q)

∣∣∣∣sgn(∆α) (18)

The numerical result of winding number as a function of 1/h
is shown in Fig. 4. One can see that the winding number jumps
at h = 1, indicating a topological phase transition between the
gapless kink phase and the gaped phase.

To visualize the change in the winding number, we plot the
trajectory of the vector h̃(q) in the Bloch vector space as q
increases from 0 to 2π near the topological transition point.
In Fig. 5, we see that the non-Hermitian interaction introduces
the imaginary magnetic flux in the Bloch vector space. When
the Bloch vector traces out a closed loop around the flux, the
winding number is one. On the other hand, if the trajectory of
the Bloch vector does not enclose the flux, it is topologically
trivial.

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper we have studied the ring frustration in the
non-Hermitian situation. Take the paradigmatic XY model as
the example, we introduce a non-Hermitian symmetric non-
collinear interaction. The exact solution in periodic boundary
condition is obtained with the help of Jordan-Wigner trans-
formation. The analytical solution of energy band matches
with that from exact diagonalization perfectly. The gapless
kink phase still exists for chains with odd number of sites, as
in the Hermitian cases, and we find that the ground state is a
single-mode occupied state rather than the vacuum state anni-
hilated by all the quasi-particle operators. The phase diagram
and boundary lines are also presented, with the T symmetry
breaking as the criterion. Finally, we discuss the topological
invariant associated with the kink phase. We found a geo-
metrical interpretation of the non-Hermitian interaction in the
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Bloch vector space, in which the winding number predicts the
topological phase transition point.
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