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We study an imaginary stark ladder model and propose a realization of the model in a dissipative
chain with linearly increasing site-dependent dissipation strength. Due to the existence of a K-
symmetry and passive PT symmetry, the model exhibits quite different feature from its Hermitian
counterpart. With the increase of dissipation strength, the system first undergoes a passive PT -
symmetry breaking transition, with the shifted eigenvalues changing from real to complex, and then
a K-symmetry restoring transition, characterized by the emergence of pure imaginary spectrum
with equal spacing. Accordingly, the eigenstates change from PT -unbroken extended states to the
PT -broken states, and finally to stark localized states. In the framework of the quantum open
system governed by Lindblad equation with linearly increasing site-dependent dissipation, we unveil
that the dynamical evolution of single particle correlation function is governed by the Hamiltonian of
the imaginary stark ladder model. By studying the dynamical evolution of the density distribution
under various initial states, we demonstrate that the damping dynamics displays distinct behaviors
in different regions. A localized damping is observed in the strong dissipation limit.

I. INTRODUCTION

Advances in manipulating dissipation in laboratory
have led to a renewed interest in the study of open
quantum systems. Dissipative processes have been em-
ployed as a tool to engineer quantum states1–3, e.g.,
a dissipative coupling was used to experimentally real-
ize a Tonks-Girardeau gas of molecules4, achieve topo-
logical states5, and study peculiar dynamical behav-
iors associated with passive PT symmetry in dissipa-
tive quantum systems6–9. The feasibility of simulat-
ing non-Hermitian Hamiltonians in the context of open
quantum systems attracts a growing interest in studying
unique features with no counterpart in Hermitian sys-
tems, for example, the non-Hermitian skin effect10–14,
enriched symmetries15 and topological classifications be-
yond the standard ten classes16–20. Some recent works
have unveiled the unique dynamical signatures of the
non-Hermitian skin effect in dissipative systems21,22, the
emergence of chiral damping23 and helical damping24,
and edge burst25. Experimental observation of dynam-
ical signature of non-Hermitian skin effect has been re-
cently reported in the ultracold atomic gases26.

Quantum simulation in virtue of controllable dissipa-
tions greatly expands the research field of traditional con-
densed matter systems, which stimulates us to explore
novel effect induced by purely imaginary potentials26–28.
In this work, we shall focus on the problem of particles on
a lattice with a linearly increasing imaginary potential.
It is well known that an electron in a crystal subjected to
an electric field can be described by a lattice model with
linear potential, known as the stark ladder model, which
yields an equispaced energy spectrum and localized eigen-
states controlled by the electric field strength29,30. The
stark ladder model can be also realized in tilted optical
lattice31,32. This model has been extensively studied33,34

with particular attention on interesting phenomena, like
Bloch oscillations35, Zener tunneling36, dynamical lo-
calization driven by oscillating fields37, and many-body
stark localization38,39.

When the dissipation effect is considered, early works
mainly focused on the fate of the Bloch oscillation40,
Zener tunneling41 and dynamical localization in complex
crystals42. A recent work studied the interplay between
non-Hermitian skin effect and electric fields43. However,
the effect of an imaginary linear potential induced by dis-
sipation is not explored yet. It is the aim of this work to
investigate the imaginary stark ladder model in a dissi-
pation lattice, highlighting some unique features arising
from the purely imaginary linear potential.

In contrast to the stark ladder model which has no
symmetry, an imaginary stark ladder model possesses a
K-symmetry and passive PT symmetry, which render
the spectrum displaying quite different features from its
Hermitian counterpart. When the strength of imaginary
potential exceeds a threshold, a passive PT symmetry
breaking occurs and the shifted eigenvalues become com-
plex. When we further increase the strength to exceed
another threshold, the K symmetry is restored as all
eigenvalues lie in the imaginary axis. We then explore the
physical realization of the imaginary stark ladder model
via the engineering of dissipative lattices, for which key
characters of imaginary stark ladder are built into the
dissipative quantum jump processes of a Lindblad mas-
ter equation21–24.

Our paper is organized as follows. We introduce our
model in Sec.II and analyze the symmetry of the sys-
tem. Then we study the PT symmetry breaking and K
symmetry restoration when we increase the strength of
imaginary potential. We also discuss the effects of finite
system size and open boundary condition. In Sec.III,
we propose how to realize this model in the open quan-
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tum system with linearly increasing on-site dissipation
and demonstrate the unique dynamical properties of the
model. A summary is given in Sec.IV.

II. MODEL, SYMMETRIES AND SPECTRUM

We consider a one-dimensional lattice model with lin-
ear imaginary potentials described by the Hamiltonian:

Ĥ =
J

2

L−1∑
j=1

(ĉ†j+1ĉj + h.c.)− iF

L∑
j=1

jn̂j , (1)

where ĉj(ĉ
†
j) is the fermionic annihilation (creation) op-

erator on the jth site, n̂j is the particle number opera-
tor on the jth site, J/2 is the strength of the hopping
term between neighboring sites, F denotes the strength
of the linear imaginary potential, and L is the number of
sites on the lattice with the boundary conditions taken to
be open. The model (1) is distinguished from the stark
(or Wannier-stark) ladder model29 by the potential be-
ing imaginary. For convenience, we coin the model (1)
as the imaginary stark ladder model. In the following
calculation, we shall take J = 1 as the unit of energy.

Although the imaginary stark ladder model has a very
similar form to the stark ladder model, it displays quite
different spectrum structure from the stark ladder model
due to the existence of two symmetries. At first, we in-
dicate that the Hamiltonian (1) after making an over-
all energy shift fulfills a K symmetry15. Explicitly, the
Hamiltonian with an overall energy shift is written as

Ĥ ′ = Ĥ + i
L+ 1

2
F (

∑
j

ĉ†j ĉj), (2)

which fulfills:

Û−1Ĥ ′Û = Ĥ ′†. (3)

Here Û corresponds to a transformation:

ĉj → (−1)j ĉ†j .

Note that Ĥ ′ can be represented as

Ĥ ′ = c†H ′c,

where c = (ĉ1, ĉ2 . . . ĉL)
T , c† = (ĉ†1, ĉ

†
2 . . . ĉ

†
L) and H ′ is

the matrix form of the Hamiltonian Ĥ ′. Correspondingly,
we use H to represent the matrix form of Ĥ. Then Eq.(3)
suggests that H ′ fulfills the K symmetry:

U−1H ′U = −H ′†. (4)

Explicitly, H ′ is given by

H ′ =


L−1
2 Fi J

2
J
2

L−3
2 Fi J

2
. . . . . . . . .

J
2 −L−3

2 Fi J
2

J
2 −L−1

2 Fi

 ,

and the matrix element of transformation matrix U is
given by

Uij = (−1)iδij .

The existence of K symmetry suggests that the eigen-
values of Eq.(1) are either imaginary or distribute sym-
metrically about the imaginary axis (see Appendix A for
details).

Next we show that the model (1) fulfills a passive
PT symmetry44–46, i.e., the Hamiltonian after making
an overall energy shift fulfills

[PT , Ĥ ′] = 0, (5)

where the space-reflection (parity) operator P and the
time-reversal operator T correspond to the following op-
erations:

P ĉjP = ĉL−j+1, T iT = −i. (6)

It is easy to check that Eq.(5) is fulfilled due to the
shifted on-site potential Vn = i(L+1

2 − n)F fulfilling
Vn = V ∗

L−n+1. As usual, the eigenvalues of a PT sym-
metric system are either real or appear in conjugated
pairs. Consequently, the passive PT symmetry leads
to the eigenvalues of Eq.(1) are either on the line of
E0 = −iL+1

2 F or distribute symmetrically with respect
to the line.

When we increase the potential strength F , a PT -
symmetry breaking transition is expected to occur. At
the limit of F = 0, the Hamiltonian is Hermitian and
all the eigenvalues are real. If we add a very small F
which does not break the passive PT symmetry of H ′,
all the eigenvalues of H have the same imaginary part
E0 = −iL+1

2 F . When we increase F over a threshold
Fc1 , a PT -symmetry breaking occurs and the eigenval-
ues begin to deviate from Im(E) = E0 at the edge of the
spectrum. To see it clearly, we display the eigenvalues
of the system with different strengths of the imaginary
potential F in Fig.1(a). When we continue to increase
F , more and more eigenvalues move to the imaginary
axis. When F exceeds another threshold Fc2 , all eigen-
values are distributed on the imaginary axis as shown
in Fig.1(a4), and the K symmetry is restored with all
eigenstates fulfilling the K symmetry.

In Fig.1(b), we show some typical eigenvectors. When
F is small, all the eigenstates are extended in real space
and fulfill the PT symmetry as shown in Fig.1(b1). The
PT symmetry broken eigenstates corresponding to the
conjugated pairs of eigenvalues marked in Fig.1(a2) are
shown in Fig.1(b2) and Fig.1(b3), respectively. The
eigenstate corresponding to the eigenvalue on the imagi-
nary axis marked in Fig.1(a4) is shown in Fig.1(b4). This
state is localized and fulfills the K symmetry. With the
increase in F , the eigenstates become more and more lo-
calized. To see it clearly, we plot the mean IPR as a
function of F in Fig.1(c), where the mean IPR is defined
as ⟨IPR⟩ = 1

L

∑
m

∑
n |ψm(n)|4, and ψm(n) is the distri-

bution of the mth wave function on the nth site. We also
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Figure 1. (a) Eigenvalues of Eq.(1) with different F : (a1) F = 10−5; (a2) F = 0.05; (a3) F = 0.1; (a4) F = 1. (b) Distribution
of eigenstates corresponding to the marked point in (a). The blue line represents the real part of the eigenstate and the red
line represent the imaginary part of the eigenstate. (c) Mean IPR as a function of F . (d) Number of real eigenvalues and pure
imaginary eigenvalues (after the energy shift) as a function of F . For (a)-(d), the system size L = 40. (e) Finite-size analysis:
(e1) Scaling behavior for Fc1 . The fitting cruve satisfies: Fc1 = 0.001623× L−0.9365. (e2) Scaling behavior for Fc2 . The fitting
cruve satisfies: Fc2 = 0.7079.

plot the minimum and maximum values of IPR. In or-
der to determine the transition points between different
regions, we count the number of pure imaginary eigen-
values (Ni) and real eigenvalues (Nr) after taking an en-
ergy shift E′ = E − E0 and display the fraction of real
and imaginary eigenvalues in Fig.1(d). From the figure,
we can determine the PT -symmetry breaking point Fc1 ,
below which Nr/L = 1, and the K-symmetry restoring
point Fc2 , above which Ni/L = 1.

When L → ∞, we can get analytical expressions of
eigenvalues and eigenstates of the Hamiltonian (1) [see
Appendix B]. By solving Ĥ|ψm⟩ = Em|ψm⟩ analytically,
where |ψm⟩ =

∑
n ψm(n)ĉ†n|0⟩, we get

Em = −imF,m = 1, 2, 3 . . . (7)

and

ψm(n) = cJn−m(−iγ) (8)

where γ = J/F , c = 1/
√∑

n |Jn−m(−iγ)|2 is a nor-
malization factor, Em denotes the m-th eigenvalue, and
ψm is the corresponding eigenstate. According to the
property of the Bessel function, the eigenstate can be
represented by a modified Bessel function In(x) and
ψm(n) = (i)m−ncIn−m(γ). The eigenstate ψm(n) is lo-
calized at the site n = m and we find that the modulo
square of the wavefunction |ψm(n)|2 can be approximated
by a Gaussian function

|ψm(n)|2 ≈ a0e
−(n−m

σ )2 , (9)

where a0 is a normalization constant and σ is related to
the localization length of the wavefunction by

ls =
√
2σ,

which fulfills |ψm(m + ls)|/|ψm(m)| = e−1. For a given
eigenstate, the wavefunction is mainly distributed in the
region [m − ls,m + ls]. The localization length de-
creases with the increase of F . Our numerical result in-
dicates that the localization length approximately fulfills
a power-law relation

ls ∝
1

Fα

with α ≈ 0.58. The eigenstate ψm′(n) can be achieved
by shifting the localization center via a simple real-space
translation. All eigenvalues are distributed on the imag-
inary axis with the same level spacing.

Next, we consider the effects of the system size and the
open boundary condition. We take finite-size analysis on
the transition points. The numerical results are shown in
Figs.1(e1) and (e2): Fc1 shows a power-law decay when
we increase the system size, whereas Fc2 does not depend
on the system size. The numerical results indicate that
Fc1 approaches zero and Fc2 ≈ 0.7079 when L tends to
infinity. Intuitively, Fc2 can be roughly estimated from
ls ≈ 1. If the localization length ls < 1, the boundaries
do not affect the properties of localized state greatly, and
the localized state of a finite size system can be still well
described by the analytical expression (8). Here we em-
phasize that the analytical results given by Eqs.(7) and
(8) are valid description for the case with all eigenval-
ues on the imaginary axis, i.e., the case of F > Fc2 . It
follows that the IPR of states on the imaginary axis can
be approximately expressed as I =

∑
n |cJn−m(−iγ)|4.

We display the IPRs in terms of the above analytic ex-
pression in Fig.1(c), which are shown to agree well with
the numerical results. When ls is much larger than 1
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Figure 2. (a) Spectrum for F = 0.1 with different system
sizes. (b) Spectrum for F = 0.8 with different system sizes.

and smaller than the system size, the boundaries have
a significant impact on eigenstates close to the bound-
aries. For eigenstates far from the boundary, the impact
of boundary for these eigenstates can be neglected. These
eigenstates distribute on the imaginary axis and can also
be approximated by the analytic results (see Appendix
B). For eigenstates near the boundary, the impact of the
boundary condition can not be neglected. Consequently,
there are always some eigenvalues departing the imagi-
nary axis, which distribute symmetrically with respect to
the imaginary axis and the line of E = E0. As shown in
Fig.2(a), for the system with a fixed F = 0.1 and various
sizes L, the numerical results show that the numbers of
states departing the imaginary axis are fixed for different
system sizes. Moreover, the real part of the correspond-
ing eigenvalues are also size-independent and only deter-
mined by the strength of the complex potential. When
F > Fc2 , all the states distribute on the imaginary axis
for systems with different sizes, as shown in Fig.2b.

Our numerical results have shown clearly that the tran-
sition point of passive PT symmetry breaking transition
is size dependent and shall approach zero in the limit
of L → ∞. However, for a fixed L, there always exists
a PT -unbroken region, in which all the eigenstates dis-
tribute on the whole lattice and are extended states. For
F > Fc1 , the passive PT symmetry breaking transition
happens. With further increase of F , stark-localization
states occur, corresponding to states distributed on the
imaginary axis. We note that the transition from the
extended states to the stark-localization states is not a
sharp transition. The passive PT symmetry breaking
transition does not occurs simultaneously with the lo-
calization transition. To see it clearly, we display the
absolute value of the eigenstates corresponding to the
first three eigenvalues with the smallest real part before
and after the passive PT symmetry breaking in Fig.3.
In Fig.3(a), we choose F = 0.00001 which is smaller
than Fc1 . All the three eigenstates fulfill PT symmetry
and are extended. When we increase F = 0.01 beyond
Fc1 , the first two eigenstates are PT -symmetry broken
and distribute asymmetrically about the center, while
the third eigenstate still preserves the PT symmetry, as
shown in Fig.3(b). However, the first two eigenstates are
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Figure 3. Absolute value of the eigenstates corresponding to
the first three eigenvalues with the smallest real part before
and after the passive PT symmetry breaking. We choose L =
40 and the transition point is Fc1 ≈ 10−4. So we choose the
parameters as :(a) F=0.00001 (b) F=0.01. Inset is the energy
spectrum for different parameters. We choose system size as
L = 40. We use m to label different eigenstates. The sorting
rules are as follows: we first arrange the energy according to
the real part from small to large, and those with the same
real part are sorted according to the imag part from large to
small.

still extended. This indicates clearly that the PT sym-
metry breaking transition does not occur simultaneously
with the localization transition.

Before going to the next section, we would like to com-
pare the localized eigenstates in real and imaginary stark
ladder model. Explicitly, the stark ladder model is de-
scribed by

Ĥ =
J

2

L−1∑
j=1

(ĉ†j+1ĉj + h.c.)− F

L∑
j=1

jn̂j . (10)

It is known that the stark ladder model can also lead to
localized eigenstates. In Fig.4, we display the mean IPR
in Fig.4(a) and the typical eigenstates with different F
in Fig.4(b) and Fig.4(c) for the real and imaginary stark
ladder model, respectively. It is shown that the eigen-
states in the imaginary stark ladder model is more local-
ized than the real case and the shapes of eigenstates are
also different. Although both models exhibit stark local-
ization, the physical meanings of the localization in real
case and the imaginary case are different. For the real
case, a linearly increasing potential suppresses the tun-
neling of the wavefunction and leads to localized eigen-
states. As for the imaginary case, the imaginary potential
leads to localized dissipation modes.

III. DYNAMICAL BEHAVIORS IN THE
DISSIPATIVE LATTICE

The model of imaginary stark ladder can be realized
in a lossy lattice with linearly increasing site-dependent
dissipation. We consider the open quantum system with
the evolution of density matrix governed by the Lindblad
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master equation:

dρ

dt
= −i[Ĥ0, ρ]−

∑
µ

(L†
µLµρ+ ρL†

µLµ − 2L†
µρLµ) = Lρ,

(11)
where ρ is the density matrix,

Ĥ0 =
J

2

∑
j

(ĉ†j+1ĉj + ĉ†j ĉj+1)

is the Hamiltonian and Lµ are the Lindblad operators
describing the dissipative process. The index µ denotes
the dissipation channel. Here we consider the dissipation
operators acting on each lattice site, i.e, µ = j with j =
1, · · · , N , and taking the form of

Lj =
√
γj ĉj =

√
jF ĉj , (12)

where ĉj is the fermionic annihilation operator and
γj = jF denotes the site-dependent dissipation strength,
which increases linearly with the site j.

Define

Ĥeff = Ĥ0 − iL†
µLµ, (13)

and then Eq.(11) can be rewritten as

dρ

dt
= −i(Ĥeffρ− ρĤ†

eff ) + 2
∑
µ

L†
µρLµ, (14)

where Ĥeff is the effective non-Hermitian Hamiltonian
and the other terms 2

∑
µ L

†
µρLµ are called jump terms.

For the case with Lµ given by Eq.(12), the effective non-
Hermitian Hamiltonian has the same form as Eq.(1).
When the jump terms are omitted, the dynamics is gov-
erned by the effective non-Hermitian Hamiltonian. In

general, the jump terms also contribute to the dynami-
cal behaviors and non-Hermitian dynamics is only a short
time approximation of Lindblad evolution. However, for
the case with the initial state in the subspace of N = 1,
the dynamics of the single particle correlation function
governed by the Lindblad equation and non-Hermitian
effective Hamiltonian are equivalent (more details about
the connection and difference between them can be found
in Appendix C).

In the scheme of Lindblad equation, the time evolution
of the single-particle correlation ∆jj′(t) = Tr[ĉ†j ĉj′ρ(t)]
can be determined by the damping matrix23

X = ihT −MT , (15)

where (h)jk = J(δj,k+1+ δj+1,k)/2, Mjk = γjδjk and the
dynamics of the single-particle correlation is governed by

d∆(t)

dt
= X∆(t) + ∆(t)X†. (16)

We note that the X matrix can be written as X = iH∗,
where H is the matrix form of the Hamiltonian (1).

First, we study the time evolution of the wavepacket.
In Figs.5(a)-(c), we display the time evolution of the par-
ticle density distribution nj(t) (nj(t) = ∆jj(t)) for vari-
ous F with the initial state chosen as a wavepacket local-
ized in the center of the lattice. When F = 0.0001, the
passive PT symmetry of the corresponding imaginary
stark ladder model is unbroken, and the time evolution
of wavepacket is very similar to a free fermion system but
with a global decaying rate. When we increase F over
Fc1 , for example F = 0.01, the PT symmetry is bro-
ken. The density distribution displays obviously differ-
ent decaying behaviors on the two sides. When F is large
enough, e.g., F = 1, the evolution of wavepacket displays
a localized damping behavior. As shown in Fig.5c, the
wavepacket decays very quickly on its initial position and
the spreading to another sites are suppressed due to the
emergence of stark-localization modes. In Fig.5(d), we
display the ratio of density on the 25th site and 15th site
R(t) = n25(t)

n15(t)
for F = 0.00001 and 0.01. It is shown that

R(t) ≈ 1 for F = 0.00001, whereas R(t) ∝ exp(−βt)
for F = 0.01, where β is a constant. Although R(t) ex-
hibits obviously different behaviors for F = 0.00001 and
0.01, we note that R(t) is not a suitable indicator for
distinguishing the passive PT symmetry breaking and
unbroken regions. No sharp change around Fc1 can be
observed.

Then we choose the initial state as a single excitation,
which is uniformly distributed on the lattice: |ψ(0)⟩ =∑

j
1√
L
|j⟩, and show the dynamical behavior with differ-

ent dissipation strengths. In Fig.6(a-b), we plot the time
evolution for F = 0.00001 and F = 1 and they display
very different behaviors. We display the time evolution of
the density distribution nj(t) for the system with F = 1
in Fig.6(b) and label contours of the density distribution
by using the dashed lines. It is shown that the density
distribution at different sites decay in different decaying
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Figure 5. (a-c) Non-hermitian wavepacket dynamics for
different F : (a) F = 0.00001, (b) F = 0.01, (c) F = 1. (d)
R(t) = n25(t)/n15(t) for different F . We choose L = 40 in
our calculation.

rates. By analyzing the data of contours, we find that
the contours can be well fitted by hyperbolic curves de-
scribed by j ∝ 1

t as shown in Fig.6(c). This behavior
can be explained by the existence of localized modes and
equispaced energy spectrum in the region of F > Fc2 ,
which gives rise to

nj(t) ≈
1

L
e−2Fjt (17)

(see Appendix D for more details).
In order to characterize the difference of dynamical be-

havior in passive PT symmetry breaking and unbroken
region, we define a rescaled particle number:

Nr(t) = exp[F (L+ 1)t]

L∑
j=1

nj(t). (18)

In the passive PT symmetry unbroken region, Nr(t) =
1. While in the passive PT symmetry breaking re-
gion, Nr(t) shows an exponential increase. We plot the
rescaled particle number versus the dissipation strength
F for various rescaled time t/F . The results are shown
in Fig.6(d), which indicates clearly the occurrence of a
sharp change of Nr near the passive PT breaking tran-
sition point Fc1

49. Substituting Eq.(17) into Eq.(18), we
get

Nr(t/F ) =
1

L

sinh(Lt)

sinh(t)

for F > Fc2 . It implies that Nr shall not change with F
when F > Fc2 , consistent with our numerical results in
Fig.6(d).

When F < Fc2 , the K symmetry is broken and com-
plex eigenvalues appear in the symmetry breaking re-
gion. The real part of these complex eigenvalues are

Figure 6. (a)-(b)Time evolution of density distribution for
system with L = 40 and different strengths of the potential:
(a)F = 0.00001. (b)F = 1. The dashed lines denote contours,
along which the local densities are identical. (c) We plot lg(t)
versus lg(j) for contours in (b), which show t and j fulfilling
t ∝ j−1. (d) We plot Nr(t/F ) versus F for various time t.
Nr(t/F ) exhibits different behaviors in different regions.

Figure 7. Time evolution of a rescaled local density distri-
bution at the first site. We choose L = 40, 60 and F = 0.5, 1
in (a) and L = 40 and F = 0.1, 0.3, 0.5 in (b).

size-independent (see Fig.2(a)) and shall lead to dynam-
ical oscillating behavior, which can be detected by the
size-independent oscillation in the boundary. In Fig.7,
we display the time evolution of a rescaled density dis-
tribution at the first site. Here a rescaled factor eΛt is
introduced to eliminate the decaying behavior caused by
the imaginary part of the complex eigenvalue, where Λ
is the average speed of decay. From Fig.7(a), we can
see that the boundary oscillating behavior is insensitive
to the system size for F = 0.5, whereas no oscillation
is observed for F = 1. Fig.7(d) shows the frequency of
oscillation decreases with the increase of F and this be-
havior is consistent with our analysis of the spectrum:
when we increase the potential strength, the real part of
the complex eigenvalue becomes smaller, corresponding
to a larger period.
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Figure 8. (a)(c) Time evolution of nj(t) in the imaginary
stark ladder model. (b)(d) Time evolution of nj(t) in the
stark ladder model. In (a-b), we choose L = 40 , F = 1 and
the initial state is chosen as the state localized at the center
site of the system. In (c-d), we choose L = 40 , F = 1 and
the initial state is chosen as a Gaussian wavepacket (|ψ⟩ =
c0

∑
j exp(−β(j − L/2)2)|j⟩, c0 is the normalization factor)

localized at the center of the system. We choose β = 1 in our
results.

Finally, we compare the time evolution between the
real and imaginary stark ladder models. It is well known
that the real stark ladder model can exhibit unique dy-
namical behaviors: when the initial state is localized at
one site, the dynamical behavior exhibits breathe modes,
whereas it exhibits Bloch oscillation if the initial state
is chosen as a Gaussian wavepacket. A natural question
is the fate of the breathe mode and Bloch oscillation in
the imaginary stark ladder model. In Fig.8. we display
the time evolution of the density distribution in differ-
ent models with different initial states. In Fig.8(a) and
Fig.8(c), we plot the time evolution of nj(t) in the imag-
inary stark ladder model with the initial state localized
at one site and given by a Gaussian wavepacket, respec-
tively. The time evolution shows similar results for differ-
ent initial states in the imaginary stark ladder model. As
a comparison, we show the breathe mode and Bloch oscil-
lation in Fig.8(b) and Fig.8(d) with the initial state local-
ized at one site and given by a Gaussian wavepacket, re-
spectively. Our numerical results show that both breathe
mode and Bloch oscillation disappear in the imaginary
stark ladder model.

IV. SUMMARY

In summary, we propose and study the imaginary
stark ladder model and its realization in a lossy lattice
with linearly increasing on-site dissipation. We demon-
strate that the model possesses a passive PT symme-
try and K symmetry and increasing the strength of the
imaginary potential can lead to PT -symmetry breaking
and K-symmetry restoration. We determine the tran-
sition points numerically and make finite-size analysis,

which indicates the PT -symmetry breaking point Fc1 ap-
proaches zero in the large size limit and the K-symmetry
restoring point Fc2 ≈ 0.7079 is size independent. When
the dissipation strength is above Fc2 , all the eigenstates
are localized and can be well described by the analytic
result obtained in the limit L→ ∞. By studying the lat-
tice with linearly increasing on-site dissipation described
by Lindblad equation, we show that the dynamical evo-
lution of density distribution displays distinct behaviors
in different regions of the corresponding non-Hermitian
Hamiltonian.
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Appendix A: The K symmetry

Given the transformation: Û = ΠN
j=1[ĉ

†
j + (−1)j ĉj ], it

is easy to check

Û−1ĉjÛ = (−1)j ĉ†j ,

Û−1ĉ†jÛ = (−1)j ĉj .

Then we can prove that Ĥ ′ fulfills the K symmetry under
the transformation Û :

Û−1Ĥ ′Û = −J
2

∑
j

(ĉj ĉ
†
j+1 + ĉj+1ĉ

†
j)

− iF
∑
j

(j − L+ 1

2
)ĉj ĉ

†
j

=
J

2

∑
j

(ĉ†j ĉj+1 + ĉ†j+1ĉj)

+ iF
∑
j

(j − L+ 1

2
)ĉ†j ĉj

− iF
∑
j

(j − L+ 1

2
)

=Ĥ ′†.

Since Ĥ ′ = c†H ′c, from Û−1Ĥ ′Û = Ĥ ′†, we get

Û−1ĉ†mH
′
mnĉnÛ = ĉ†mH

′∗
nmĉn,

Û−1ĉ†mÛ Û
−1H ′

mnĉnÛ = ĉ†mH
′∗
nmĉn,

Umm′ ĉm′H ′
mnUnn′ ĉ†n′ = ĉ†mH

′∗
nmĉn,

−Umm′H ′
mnUnn′ ĉ†n′ ĉm′ = ĉ†n′H

′∗
m′n′ ĉm′ ,
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where H ′
nm represents the element of H ′. Then it follows

(U−1H ′U)T = −H ′∗, which is equivalent to

U−1H ′U = −H ′†.

The existence of K symmetry implies that if Em is
an eigenvalue of H ′, then Em′ = −E∗

m is also an eigen-
value of H ′. This can be proved straightforwardly: Given
H ′ψm = Emψm, where ψm is the mth eigenvector of
the matrix H ′. Then we can construct a state given by
ψ′
m = UψL

m where (ψL
m)†H ′ = Em(ψL

m)†. It follows

H ′ψ′
m = H ′UψL

m

=− UH ′†ψL
m

=− E∗
mUψ

L
m

=− E∗
mψ

′
m,

i.e., −E∗
m is also an eigenvalue of H ′ with ψ′

m being an
eigenvector of H ′. This means that the eigenvalues of H ′

are either pure imaginary or complex pairs distributing
symmetrically about the imaginary axis. The Hamilto-
nian before and after the energy shift operation only dif-
fers by an imaginary constant. Thus Em′ = −E∗

m still
holds true for the energy spectrum of the Hamiltonian
without energy shift.

In Fig.9, we display the spectrum for the system with
F = 0.1 and several eigenstates. In our model, ψL

m = ψ∗
m.

If an eigenstate fulfills K symmetry, it is invariant under
the transformation of Ũ = UK, where K denotes the
complex conjugation, i.e., it fulfills

ψm = Ũψm = Uψ∗
m.

Our numerical result shows that the eigenstate, such
as ψ1, indeed fulfills ψ1 = Uψ∗

1 . Then we check the
eigenstates ψ2, ψ3, whose eigenvalues distribute symmet-
rically about the imaginary axis, can be connected by
ψ3 = Ũψ2 = Uψ∗

2 . The numerical results indicate that
the eigenstates with the same imaginary part can be con-
nected by ψ3 = Uψ∗

2 . Here, we note that the subscripts
m = 1, 2, 3 just correspond to states labeled in Fig.9(a).

Appendix B: Eigenvalues and eigenstates for L→ ∞

In this appendix, we derive the analytical solution for
the imaginary stark ladder in the limit of L → ∞ by
following a method similar to the Ref.34. After inserting
a set of orthonormal basis vectors I =

∑
n |n⟩⟨n|, the

Hamiltonian can be written as:

Ĥ =
J

2

∑
n

(|n+ 1⟩⟨n|+ |n⟩⟨n+ 1|)− iF
∑
n

n|n⟩⟨n|.

Introducing a Fourier transform:

|k⟩ =
∑
n

√
1

2π
eink|n⟩,

-1 -0.5 0 0.5 1
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0
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-0.5
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-0.5

0

0.5
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-0.5
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0.5

(a)

(b)

(c)

(d)

Figure 9. Numerical evidence for the K-symmetry broken.
(a) Spectrum for F = 0.1. (b-d) Distribution of eigenstates
corresponding to the marked point in (a). (b) A typical eigen-
state with unbroken K-symmetry. The eigenstate keeps in-
variant under the transformation of Ũ = UK. (c-d) Typical
eigenstates with broken K-symmetry. The eigenstates can be
connected by the transformation of Ũ : ψ3 = UKψ2 = Uψ∗

2 .

then we can get the matrix element

⟨k′|Ĥ|k⟩ = J

2

∑
n

(⟨k′|n⟩⟨n+ 1|k⟩+ ⟨k′|n+ 1⟩⟨n|k⟩)

− iF
∑
n

⟨k′|n⟩⟨n|k⟩n

=
J

2

∑
n

(
1

2π
e−ink′

ei(n+1)k +
1

2π
e−i(n+1)k′

eink)

− iF
∑
n

e−ink′
e−inkd n

2π

=Jδ(k′ − k) cos(k) + Fδ(k′ − k)
d

dk
.

Since ⟨k′|Ĥ|k⟩ = δ(k′ − k)H(k), we can get

H(k) = J cos(k) + F
d

dk
.

Next, we solve the equation

Eψ(k) = J cos(k)ψ(k) + F
d

dk
ψ(k), (B1)

or equivalently,

d

dk
ψ(k) =

E

F
ψ(k)− J

F
cos(k)ψ(k). (B2)

Then it follows

ψ(k) = e
∫

E
F − J

F cos(k)dkψ(0)

= e
E
F k− J

F sin(k)ψ(0).

Besides, we have ψ(k + 2π) = ψ(k), which gives rise to

Em = −imF,m = 0,±1,±2, . . .

ψm(k) = e
Em
F k+ J

F sin(k)ψ(0) = e−ikm− J
F sin(k)ψ(0).
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Choosing a normalization factor c, then we change the
wavefunction into real space:

ψm(n) = c

∫ π

−π

dk⟨n|k⟩⟨k|ψm⟩ 1

2π

=c
1

2π

∫ π

−π

dkeikne−ikm− J
F sin(k)

=c
1

2π

∫ π

−π

dkeik(n−m)− J
F sin(k).

Defining J/F = γ and making use of the definition of
Bessel function Jα(x) =

1
2π

∫ π

−π
dτei(ατ−x sin(τ)), we have

ψm(n) = cJn−m(−iγ),

where m = 1, 2, . . . n in our model.
Next we show more details about the eigenstates.

There is a relationship that

Jn(ix) = i−nIn(x)

when x is real and In(x) is Modified Bessel function48.
That means the eigenstate can be described by In(x)
with additional phases. According to I−n(z) = In(z),
the module of the eigenstate is symmetric about the cen-
ter. We compare the numerical and analytical results in
Fig.10. For F = 0.8 (F > Fc2), the localization length is
small and the effect of boundary can be ignored. Thus
both the eigenstates near the boundary and far from the
boundary can be described by the analytic results. The
results are shown in Fig.10(a,b). For F = 0.1 (F < Fc2),
there are some eigenvalues deviating from the imaginary
axis (see Fig.9(a)), which do not match the analytical re-
sults. The corresponding eigenstates are distributed on
the boundary and cannot be described by the analytical
results. A typical eigenstate is shown in Fig.10(c). How-
ever, eigenstates far from the boundary are not affected
by the boundary and can still be well described by the
analytical results. We plot the eigenstate in the middle
of the energy spectrum (located in the imaginary axis
in Fig.9(a)) in Fig.10(d), which is well described by the
analytical result.

Now we numerically confirm that the eigenstates
with different F can be approximated by the Gaussian
wavepacket. In Fig.11(a), we plot |ψm(j)|2 versus j with
different eigenstate label m for various F . The Gaussian
wavepackets fit well with the numerical results for all the
cases. The localization length ls can be also obtained nu-
merically. In Fig.11(b), we fit the relationship between
F and ls in the region near Fc2 , where the eigenstates
are localized. The numerical results show that they fufill
ls ∝ 1

Fα .
The above discussion mainly focuses on the eigenstates

which are far from the boundary and the effect of bound-
ary can be neglected. Next we study the eigenstates near
the boundary and the relationship with F . We sort the
eigenstates with the imaginary part of their eigenvalues.
The eigenstates localized near the boundary correspond-
ing to the eigenvalues with the maximum and minimum

0 10 20 30 40
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0.5

1

(a)

0 10 20 30 40
-0.5

0

0.5

(c)

0 10 20 30 40
-0.5

0

0.5

1

(b)

0 10 20 30 40
-0.5

0

0.5

(d)

Figure 10. Comparison between numerical and analytical
results for typical eigenstates. The parameters in figure are
chosen as: (a) F = 0.8,m = 7. (b) F = 0.8,m = 18. (c)
F = 0.1,m = 7. (d) F = 0.1,m = 18. We choose L = 40.

5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40
0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

0 0.5 1 1.5 2
0

1

2

3

4

(b)

(a)

Figure 11. (a) The points are numerical results for eigen-
states with different F and state label m. The curves are
fitting results. (b) Localization length ls versus F . We
find the relationship between the ls and F can be fitted by
ls ≈ 1.162/F 0.5823.

imaginary parts. In order to compare the eigenstates
near the boundary and far from the boundary, we plot
the eigenstates with label m = 1 and m = 20 for different
F in Fig.12. All the eigenstates become more localized
when we increase F . However, the localization center of
the eigenstates move to the boundary gradually for the
boundary eigenstates while the eigenstates in the middle
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0.4
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0.8

1

Figure 12. |ψm|2 for eigenstates near the boundary and far
from the boundary with different F .

region remains at the same position.

Appendix C: Lindblad evolution and non-Hermitian
dynamics

In this appendix, we discuss the relationship between
non-Hermitian dynamics and the Lindblad evolution. It
is known that the dynamics of open quantum system is
governed by the effective non-Hermitian Hamiltonian if
the jump terms are omitted. In general, non-Hermitian
dynamics is only a short time approximation of Lind-
blad evolution as the jump terms also contribute to the
dynamical behaviors. Here, we show the equivalence be-
tween Lindblad evolution and non-Hermitian dynamics
when we calculate the single particle correlation matrix
in the single particle case. For the case that only con-
tains the loss terms, the results obtained by the non-
Hermitian dynamics and the Lindblad master equation
are the same. This equivalence can be understood as
follows: the particle number of the initial state is a cer-
tain number and the initial state density matrix ρ(0) is
block diagonalized in particle number space. The jump
terms in the Lindblad master equation (2L†

µρLµ) have
no effects on the dynamics in the subspace of the initial
number. We consider the projection operator PN which
projects the wavefunction to a subspace with N particles
and the jump term satisfies: PN2L†

µρLµPN = 0. That
means the dynamics in the subspace with N particles is
completely determined by the effective Hamiltonian49.

In our calculation, there are only loss terms and the
initial state was chosen in the subspace with N = 1. The
evolution of the density matrix in the subspace N = 1
can be written as

ρeff (t) = e−iĤeff tρ(0)eiĤeff t.

Then we consider the correlation function ∆jj′(t) =

Tr[ĉ†j ĉj′ρ(t)] and we only need to consider the subspace
N = 1 and N = 0. The single particle correlation func-
tion can be written as:

Tr(ĉ†j ĉj′ρ(t))

=
∑
j′′

⟨j′′|ĉ†j ĉj′ρ(t)|j
′′⟩+ ⟨V ac|ĉ†j ĉj′ρ(t)|V ac⟩

=
∑
j′′

⟨j′′|ĉ†j ĉj′ρ(t)|j
′′⟩ =

∑
j′′

⟨j′′|ĉ†j ĉj′ρeff (t)|j
′′⟩,

where |V ac⟩ represents the vacuum state. So the sin-
gle particle correlation is determined by the dynamics in
the subspace N = 1 and is equivalent to result in non-
Hermitian dynamics.

However, the dynamics given by a non-Hermitian
Hamiltonian and the Lindblad master equation have
many differences. One important part is the purity of
the density matrix: the wavefunction in non-Hermitian
dynamics can be written as

|ψ(t)⟩ = c(t) exp(−iĤeff t)|ψ(0)⟩,

where c(t) is the normalization coefficient and the wave-
function is always a pure state. However, the probability
to find the vacuum state is always |⟨V ac|ψ⟩|2 = 0. It is
clear that the non-Hermitian dynamics is not an effec-
tive description for the evolution of purity. As for the
Lindblad evolution, the Lindblad equation will lead to
the state mixed. The time evolution of density matrix in
our model can be written as

ρ(t) = ρeff (t) + [1− Tr(ρeff (t))]|V ac⟩⟨V ac|

and the density matrix in Lindblad evolution contains
more information than the non-Hermitian dynamics.

When we consider many-body cases, the Lindblad
evolution becomes complicated and the non-Hermitian
Hamiltonian can not describe the evolution dynamics ef-
fectively. However, when we focus on the single particle
correlation evolution, the evolution is determined by the
X matrix23: X = iH∗, which is similar to a single particle
Hamiltonian. This holds true even when the initial state
is chosen as a many-body state. In this respect, different
properties of X matrix will lead to different behaviors in
dynamics.

Appendix D: Some analytic results for the
dynamical evolution

In this part, we give some analytic results for the time
evolution in the limit case (F is very small or large). For
a system with dissipative term, the dynamical behavior
of the single particle correlation is determined by the
equation:

d∆(t)

dt
= X∆(t) + ∆(t)X†,
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where X = ihT −Ml = iH∗. For the dissipative nature,
the steady state of our system is an empty state (∆s(t) =

0) and the deviation ∆̃(t) = ∆(t)−∆s = ∆(t). Then we
have

∆(t) = eXt∆(0)eX
†t.

We can write X matrix in terms of right and left eigen-
vectors:

X =
∑
n

λn|uRn⟩⟨uLn|

and the single-particle correlation can be written as

∆(t) =
∑
m,n

exp [(λn + λ∗m)t] |uRn⟩⟨uLn|∆(0)|uLm⟩⟨uRm|.

We choose an initial state in which the particles are lo-
cated at the center m1, i.e., ∆ij(0) = δim1

δjm1
.

(i) When F is small (passive-PT -symmetry unbroken),
the real part of the eigenvalues of X matrix are the same.
Thus we have

∆(t) =
∑
m,n

exp [(λn + λ∗m)t] |uRn⟩⟨uLn|∆(0)|uLm⟩⟨uRm|

=exp (Re(λn + λ∗m)t)×∑
m,n

exp [Im(λn + λ∗m)t] |uRn⟩⟨uLn|∆(0)|uLm⟩⟨uRm|

=exp (−F (L+ 1)t)×∑
m,n

exp [Im(λn + λ∗m)t] |uRn⟩⟨uLn|∆(0)|uLm⟩⟨uRm|.

The dynamical behavior is similar to a Hermitian system
but with a global dissipation which is related to E0.

(ii) When F is large (all the eigenvalues are distributed
on the imaginary axis), all the eigenstates are localized

and we can get:

∆(t) =
∑
m,n

exp [(λn + λ∗m)t] |uRn⟩⟨uLn|∆(0)|uLm⟩⟨uRm|

=exp [2λm1
t] |uRm1

⟩δim1
δjm1

⟨uRm1
|,

which means the wavepacket decays rapidly in one lattice
before it propagates to another sites.

Now we explain why the contours of density distribu-
tion can be described by hyperbolic curves in the region
of F > Fc2 . The initial state is chosen as the state with
all the sites being occupied. The ∆(t) can also be written
as:

∆(t) =
∑
m,n

exp [(λn + λ∗m) t] |uR,n⟩⟨uL,n|∆(0)|uL,m⟩⟨uR,m|.

Then we consider the density distribution as the jth site,
which

nj(t) = ∆(t)jj = ⟨j|∆(t)|j⟩

=
∑
m,n

exp [(λn + λ∗m) t] ⟨j|uR,n⟩⟨uL,n|j⟩⟨uR,n|∆(0)|uL,m⟩.

We assume ⟨j|uR,n⟩ ≈ δjn and ⟨uR,m|j⟩ ≈ δmj , and it
follows

∆(t)jj ≈ exp
[(
λj + λ∗j

)
t
]
⟨j|∆(0)|j⟩.

Since the initial state is fully occupied, ⟨j|∆(0)|j⟩ is the
same for all the j. Then we get

nj(t) ≈ C0e
−2Fjt, (D1)

where C0 = ⟨j|∆(0)|j⟩ = nj(0) is a constant. It follows

lnnj(t) ≈ lnC0 − 2Fjt.

Then a contour with fixed local density nc fulfills

t ≈ − ln(nc)− lnC0

2Fj
.
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