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The non-Hermitian skin effect (NHSE) is a significant phenomenon observed in non-Hermitian
systems under open boundary conditions, where the extensive bulk eigenstates tend to accumulate at
the lattice edges. In this article, we investigate how an electric field affects the localization properties
in a non-Hermitian mosaic Stark lattice, exploring the interplay between the Stark localization,
mobility edge (ME), and the NHSE induced by nonreciprocity. We analytically obtain the Lyapunov
exponent, the phase transition points and numerically calculate the density distributions and the
spectral winding number. We reveal that in the nonreciprocal Stark lattice with the mosaic periodic
parameter κ = 1, there exists a critical electric field strength that describes the transition of the
existence-nonexistence of NHSE and is inversely proportional to the lattice size. This transition
is consistent with the real-complex transition and topological transition characterized by spectral
winding number under periodic boundary conditions. In the strong fields, the Wannier-Stark ladder
is recovered, and the Stark localization is sufficient to suppress the NHSE. When the mosaic period
κ = 2, we show that the system manifests an exact non-Hermitian ME and the skin states are still
existing in the strong fields, in contrast to the gigantic field can restrain the NHSE in the κ = 1 case.
Moreover, we further study the expansion dynamics of an initially localized state and dynamically
probe the existence of the NHSE and the non-Hermitian ME. These results could help us to control
the NHSE and the non-Hermitian ME by using electric fields in the disorder-free systems.

I. INTRODUCTION

Anderson localization [1–3] is a universal and signif-
icant quantum phenomenon, which has attracted vast
amounts of research in the condensed-matter physics. In
one and two dimensions, infinitesimal quenched disor-
der can localize the all single-particle eigenstates, and
the localization transitions do not happen. For one
dimensional (1D) systems, when the random disorder
is replaced with quasiperiodic disorder, the system can
manifest the delocalization-localization transition. The
most famous quasiperiodic model is Aubry-André-Harper
(AAH) model [4, 5], and its analytical localization transi-
tion point is determined by the self-duality symmetry. In
addition, some variants of AAH model breaking the self-
duality exhibit the single-particle mobility edge (ME),
which is a critical energy separating the extended and
localized eigenstates [6–17].

However, in the absence of the random or quasiperi-
odic disorder, an electric field applied to a 1D disorder-
free lattice also induce the localization transition, usually
dubbed as the Wannier-Stark localization [18–20]. The
Wannier-Stark localization has some different properties
from the localization induced by random or quasiperi-
odic disorder, such as the equally-spaced energy spec-
trum (Wannier-Stark ladder) in the localized phase and
Bloch oscillation [21]. Moreover, the single-particle ME
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without disorder has been found in the mosaic Stark
model where on-site potentials are inlaid in the lattice
with equally spaced sites [22].
Recently, the interplay of the non-Hermiticity and An-

derson localization has attracted much attention and
been extensively studied in both quenched disorder and
quasiperiodic systems [23–45]. In the non-Hermitian sys-
tems, there exist some exotic phenomena without Her-
mitian counterpart. For example, a significant phe-
nomenon induced by the nonreciprocal hopping is the
non-Hermitian skin effect (NHSE) [46–72], i.e., the ex-
tensive bulk eigenstates are exponentially localized at the
boundaries of the systems under open boundary condi-
tions (OBC). Meanwhile, the single-particle MEs have
been generalized to the non-Hermitian quasiperiodic lat-
tices in recent years. However, the interplay between the
NHSE and the Stark localization as well as the ME in
disorder-free systems is still rarely studied [73–75].
In this work, we propose a non-Hermitian mosaic Stark

model to investigate the effect of electric fields on NHSE
and non-Hermitian ME. We reveal that in the model with
the mosaic perodic parameter κ = 1, there exists a crit-
ical electric field strength that describes the analytical
transition of the existence-nonexistence of NHSE and is
inversely proportional to the lattice size. This transition
is consistent with the real-complex transition and topo-
logical transition characterized by spectral winding num-
ber under periodic boundary conditions (PBC). For the
mosaic period κ = 2, we find that a non-Hermitian ME
emerges and the Stark localized states appear gradually
above a critical weak field. Especially, the skin states are
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still existing in the strong fields under OBC, in contrast
to the κ = 1 case the large fields can suppress the NHSE.
Hence, the manipulation methods of the electric fields on
the NHSE and the non-Hermitian ME are abundant, and
can be easily applied to the mosaic disorder-free systems.

The rest of the work is organized as follows. We
first introduce the non-Hermitian mosaic Stark model in
Sec. II. In Sec. III, we analytically calculate the Lya-
punov exponent (LE) of the mosaic Stark model using
the Avila’s global theory. We show that the transition of
the existence-nonexistence of the NHSE is always accom-
panied with the real-complex and topological transition
under PBC. In Sec. IV, we obtain the exact ME without
disorder in the non-Hermitian mosaic Stark model with
κ = 2. In Sec. V, we also study the expansion dynam-
ics to detect the NHSE and demonstrate the existence
of the non-Hermitian ME. A brief conclusion is given in
Sec. VI.

II. THE MODEL HAMILTONIAN WITH
NONRECIPROCAL HOPPING

We consider a 1D non-Hermitian mosaic Stark model,
which is described by the Hamiltonian

H =
∑
n

J(egc†ncn+1 + e−gc†n+1cn) +
∑
n

Vnc
†
ncn, (1)

where c†n and cn are the fermionic creation and annihi-
lation operators at n-th site, respectively. Je±g are the
nearest-neighbor nonreciprocal hopping amplitudes and
g is non-Hermitian parameter. Here, Vn is the onsite
potential at site n with the form

Vn =

{
Fn cos θ, n = κj,

0, otherwise,
(2)

where F and κ denote the electronic field and the mosaic
periodic parameter, respectively. Because the onsite po-
tential occurs with interval κ in this model, we introduce
a supercell with the nearest-κ sites. If the supercell num-
ber of the system is denoted as N , i.e. j = 1, 2, ..., N , the
lattice length will be L = κN .
If κ = 1 and g = 0, this model is reduced to the

Wannier-Stark model where the eigenstates are described
by |Ψi⟩ =

∑
n Jn−i(2J/F )|n⟩ [18, 19], where |n⟩ is the

computational basis and Jn−i(2J/F ) is the (n − i)-th
Bessel function of the first kind of J and F . When F/J <
2, all the eigenstates are extended. While F/J > 2, all
the eigenstates are localized and form the equally-spaced
energy spectrum, i.e., Wannier-Stark ladders. Therefore,
there is no mobility edge in the Wannier-Stark model, as
shown in Fig. 1(a).

Here, we show the inverse participation ratio (IPR) of
different eigenstates with the eigenenergies E versus F/J
in Figs. 1(a) and (e), which can be used to distinguish
extended and localized states. The IPR of i-th eigenstate

|Ψi⟩ is defined as

IPRi =

L∑
m=1

|ψi
m|4, (3)

where ψi
m represents m-th element of i-th normalized

eigenstate. For a localized state, IPRi ∼ 1, while for
a extended state, IPRi ∼ 1/L.
We show the IPR and the energy spectrum versus F/J

for the κ = 1 case under PBC in Fig. 1(a). We find that
all eigenstates are extended states for F/J < 2, while
the eigenstates are localized for F/J > 2. Note that we
set lattice size L = 100 in the numerical calculations.
In Figs. 1(b)-(d), we plot the density distribution of all
eigenstates of Hermitian Stark model for different con-
stant forces F/J = 0.01, 0.1, and 10. When F/J < 2,
the extended eigenstates are distributed over a finite re-
gion, which are different from the random disorder and
quasiperiodic systems where the particles are distributed
uniformly in the extended phase. Whereas F/J > 2, the
state is localized where the single particle only locates at
one site.
For κ = 2 case in Fig. 1(e), we show that there

exist fully extended phases when F/J ≲ 0.1. When
F/J ≃ 0.1, extended states begin to appear accompa-
nied by a mobility edge, which is denoted by the red
solid line in Fig. 1(e). After introducing a mosaic struc-
ture, i.e., κ > 1, extended states appear earlier compared
with the case of κ = 1. Moreover, the system no longer
has fully localized phases but mobility edge phases with
the increasing of F/J . In Figs. 1(f)-(h), we plot the
density distribution of all eigenstates for the Hermitian
Stark model (1) with g = 0 and κ = 2. We clearly see
when F/J = 10, half of the eigenstates above the mobil-
ity edge are extended and the others are localized in Fig.
1(h), which is different with the case of κ = 1.

III. LYAPUNOV EXPONENT,
NON-HERMITIAN SKIN EFFECT AND

REAL-COMPLEX TRANSITION

In the following, we consider the non-Hermitian mo-
saic Stark lattice (1) and analytically calculate the LE
by applying a similar transformation and Avila’s global
theory [76]. We transform the non-Hermitian Hamilto-
nian (1) into a Hermitian Hamiltonian H ′ via a similarity
transformation under OBC,

H ′ = SH(g)S−1, (4)

where the similar matrix S = diag(e−g, e−2g, · · · , e−Lg)
is diagonal, and H ′ = H(g = 0) is the Hermitian Hamil-
tonian. The LE of H ′ can be obtained via Avila’s global
theory. Note that the spectrum of H and H ′ are same
under the similar transformation. Here, we set J = 1 for
simplicity and take |Ψ′⟩ = ∑

n ψ
′
n|n⟩ into the eigenequa-

tion H ′|Ψ′⟩ = E|Ψ′⟩. So we get the Shrödinger equation



3

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0
IPR

0 25 50 75 100

sites

0

25

50

75

100

ei
ge
n
st
at
e
in
d
ex

0.00

0.02

0.04

0.06

0.08

0.10

0.12
|ψ|2

0 25 50 75 100

sites

0

25

50

75

100

ei
ge
n
st
at
e
in
d
ex

0.00

0.05

0.10

0.15

0.20

0.25

0.30

0.35

0.40

|ψ|2

0 25 50 75 100

sites

0

25

50

75

100

ei
ge
n
st
at
e
in
d
ex

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

|ψ|2

0 25 50 75 100

sites

0

25

50

75

100

ei
ge
n
st
at
e
in
d
ex

0.00

0.02

0.04

0.06

0.08

0.10

0.12

|ψ|2

0 25 50 75 100

sites

0

25

50

75

100

ei
ge
n
st
at
e
in
d
ex

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

|ψ|2

0 25 50 75 100

sites

0

25

50

75

100

ei
ge
n
st
at
e
in
d
ex

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

|ψ|2

(b) (c) (d)

(f)

(a)

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0
IPR(e) (g) (h)

FIG. 1. The IPR versus F/J for Hermitian Stark model with L = 100 under PBC in (a) and (e) corresponding to the case
of κ = 1 and κ = 2. Here, the yellow and blue colors denote the localized and extended states, respectively. The red solid
lines in (a) and (e) represent the transition point F/J = 2 and ME, respectively. The density distribution of all eigenstates for
Hermitian Stark model under PBC with system size L = 100 from left to right corresponding to F/J = 0.01, 0.5, and 10 in
(b)-(c) and (f)-(h). The top row (a)-(d) and the bottom row (e)-(h) correspond to the case of κ = 1 and κ = 2, respectively.

in the form of Eψ′
n = ψ′

n+1 + ψ′
n−1 + Vnψ

′
n, then the

transfer matrix equation is written as(
ψ′
n+1

ψ′
n

)
= Tn

(
ψ′
n

ψ′
n−1

)
, (5)

where the transfer matrix Tn is given by

Tn =

(
E − Vn −1

1 0

)
. (6)

The transfer matrix in a quasicell can be written as

Tκ,j(E, θ) =

(
E − Fκj cos θ −1

1 0

)(
E −1
1 0

)κ−1

. (7)

Using matrix eigendecomposition, we can calculate the
(κ− 1)-th power of the matrix as(

E −1
1 0

)κ−1

=

(
aκ −aκ−1

aκ−1 −aκ−2

)
(8)

with the coefficients

aκ =
1√

E2 − 4

[(
E +

√
E2 − 4

2

)κ

−
(
E −

√
E2 − 4

2

)κ]
.

(9)

Now we analytically calculate the LE based on the
transfer matrix, which can be represented as

γ (E) = lim
L→∞

1

2πL

∫
ln ||TL (E, θ)|| dθ, (10)

where ||·|| represents the norm of a matrix and

TL (E, θ) =

N∏
j=1

Tκ,j (E, θ) . (11)

is the transfer matrix for all sites. Based on the Avila’s
theory and the discussions in Refs. [9, 22, 38], we
know that if Tk,j (E, θ) has a holomorphic extension to
the neighborhood of Im(θ), we can define Tκ,j(E, θ) =
Tκ,j(E, θ + iϵ). Then letting ϵ→ ∞, the transfer matrix
becomes

Tκ,j (E, θ + iϵ) =
jκ

2
e−iθe|ϵ|

(
−Faκ Faκ−1

0 0

)
+O(1).

(12)
Thus, based on Eq. (11) and a direct computation, we
get ∥TL(E)∥ = N !|F2 eϵκaκ|N . Within the Stirling’s ap-
proximation, lnN ! ≈ N lnN −N and ϵ→ ∞, we have

κγϵ(E) = ln

∣∣∣∣F2 aκ
∣∣∣∣+ ln(κN) + |ϵ| − 1. (13)

Avila’s global theory also shows that as a function of ϵ,
the LE is a convex piecewise linear function with integer
slopes. As we can see in the above, the slope of γϵ(E)
with respect to ϵ for ϵ → ∞ is always 1. However, the
slope might be 1 (when E is in the spectrum) or 0 (when
E is not) in the neighborhood of ϵ→ 0+. Thus, if E lies
in the spectrum of the Hamiltonian H(g = 0), we obtain
κγϵ(E) = max{ln

∣∣F
2 aκ

∣∣+ ln(κN)− 1, 0}.
The relation between the eigenstates of H and H ′ is

achieved naturally: |Ψ⟩ = S−1|Ψ′⟩. Here H|Ψ⟩ = E|Ψ⟩
and the |Ψ⟩ =

∑
n ψn|n⟩ is the eigenstate of H. The

transformation S−1 can convert the extended states |Ψ′⟩
into skin states, which exponentially gather the wave
function all to one of boundaries. For a given localized
state of H ′, it may be expressed as |ψ′

n| ∝ e−γ|n−n0|. n0
is the localization center of a particle and γ is the LE
of the localized state for the Hamiltonian H ′. Then the
corresponding wave function of H(g ̸= 0) may take the
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FIG. 2. The IPR and the energy spectrum versus F/J for non-Hermitian Stark model with κ = 1 under the different boundary
conditions. The energy spectrum of the system under OBC is shown in (a). While under PBC in (b) and (c), the system has
real-complex transitions, where (b) and (c) represent the real and imaginary parts of the energy spectrum. The red lines in (a)
and (b) denote the localization transition point Fc2/J ≃ 3.3. (d)-(f) The real and imaginary energy spectrum in the complex
plane for non-Hermitian stark model under PBC with F = 0.01 (d), 0.05 (e), and 10 (f). Here, the system size L = 100 and
g = 0.5.

following form:

|ψn| ∝
{
e−(γ(E)−g)(n−n0), n > n0,
e−(γ(E)+g)(n0−n), n < n0,

(14)

which exhibits different localization length on the differ-
ent sides of the localization center. When |g| ≥ γ, de-
localization occurs on one side and the transition point
from the localized state to the skin state is given by

γ(E) = |g|. (15)

Through the above discussions, the transition of the
existence-nonexistence of NHSE under OBC and the real-
complex transition under PBC are analytically deter-
mined by

|aκFc1| =
2eκ|g|+1

L
. (16)

To determine the ME boundaries that separate the de-
localized and localized eigenstates, we could exclude the
constant ln(κN) − 1 in γ(E) as it can be absorbed by
wave function normalization. Since a localized eigenstate
is not affected by the boundary condition of the system, it
then follows that the boundary of the Stark localization-
delocalization transition under PBC is also determined
by Eq. (15). Hence, the non-Hermitian ME can be given
by

|aκFc2| = 2eκ|g|. (17)

The Eq. (16) describes the existence-nonexistence of
NHSE and the Eq. (17) determines the boundary of
the localization-delocalization transition, which are the
central results of this work.
Now, we consider the non-Hermitian mosaic Stark lat-

tice with the κ = 1 and g = 0.5. There is no ME in
this case. From Eqs. (9) and (16), we know aκ=1 = 1
and the critical electric field of the real-complex tran-

sition is |Fc1| = 2e|g|+1

L , which is size-dependent. This
indicates that when the electric field F < Fc1, the NHSE
exists, while F > Fc1, the NHSE will disappear, suggest-
ing that the NHSE is size-dependent, which is different
from the general NHSE. Besides, we can also obtain the
Stark localization transition point |Fc2| = 2e|g| from Eq.
(17), which shows that non-Hermiticity from nonrecipro-
cal hopping can suppress the Stark localization and en-
hance the critical strength of the linear onsite potential.

As shown in Fig. 2(a), we plot IPR and the energy
spectrum versus F/J under OBC where the system only
has real energy spectrum. When F/J is relatively small,
there are not only extended states, but also skin states
which are localized at the boundary, where we plot the
density distribution of the eigenstates under OBC when
F/J = 0.01. The system can undergo a phase transition
from mixed phase to localized phase at transition point
Fc2/J = 2e0.5 ≃ 3.3, which is denoted by the red solid
line. In Figs. 2(b) and (c), we show the real and imag-
inary parts of the energy spectrum under PBC versus
F/J , respectively. For this model, the boundary effects
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FIG. 3. The density distribution of all eigenstates for non-
Hermitian Stark model with κ = 1. (a)-(c) represent OBC
case, while (d)-(f) represent PBC case. The two rows from
left to right corresponds to F/J = 0.01, 0.1, and 10. Here,
the system size L = 100 and g = 0.5.

are weakened and skin states vanish due to PBC when
F/J is small. In Figs. 2(d)-(f), we exhibit the energy
spectrum of non-Hermitian Stark system in the complex
plane under PBC from left to right corresponding to the
case of F/J = 0.01, 0.05 and 10. We find that when the
system is in localized phase, the energy spectrum is real.

In Fig. 3, we show the density distribution of all eigen-
states under OBC (top raw) and PBC (bottom raw) from
left to right corresponding F/J = 0.01, 0.1 and 10. In
Figs. 2(a) and 3(a), we can find the particle is local-
ized at the boundary, which is caused by the NHSE un-
der OBC when F/J = 0.01. As the F/J increases, the
skin states reduce and the system becomes fully localized
when F/J > 3.3 as shown in Fig. 2(c). Moreover, we can
see all eigenstates are extended obeying the Bessel func-
tions which are different with the disorder or quasiperi-
odic systems when F/J = 0.01 in Fig. 3(d). Similarly,
the particle becomes fully localized when F/J = 10 as
shown in Fig. 3(f). Thus, the non-Hermitian Stark sys-
tems without mosaic structure still have fully localized
phases.

From Eq. (16), we know the transition of the existence-
nonexistence of NHSE is always accompanied by the
real-complex transition under PBC. The critical electric
field is inversely proportional to the lattice length, giving
Fc1 ∝ 1/L. We define a quantity fIm = DIm/D to char-
acter the proportion of the complex energy spectrum,
where DIm represents the number of the eigenenergies
with nonzero imaginary part and D is the system size.
Here, if the imaginary part of a eigenenergy is less than
10−13, we neglect the imaginary part of this energy and
see it as a real energy. In Fig. 4(a), we show the nu-
merical results of the real-complex transition depend on
different lattice size L. We find the critical point of the
real-complex transition decreases with the increasing of
L. The numerical results of the real-complex transition
points Fc1 versus 1/L are depicted in the inset of Fig.
4(a). These results of the real-complex transitions are
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FIG. 4. (a) fIm versus F/J for L = 20, 40, 60, 80, and 100 for
the non-Hermitian Stark model with κ = 1 under PBC. The
real-complex transition point for the different system size is
shown in the inset. The blue dots are numerical results, and
the blank solid line is the analytical results of Eq. (16). (b)
The spectral winding number ω of non-Hermitian Stark model
with κ = 1 and the system size L = 100. ω = ±1(ω = 0)
correspond to the existence (nonexistence) of NHSE, respec-
tively. The inset is the numerical results of the ω versus F/J
for g = 0.5 (green) and g = −0.5 (red).

consistent with the analytical result Eq. (16).
Moreover, in order to calculate the winding number ω

versus F/J and g for non-Hermitian Stark model with
κ = 1, we introduce the non-Hermitian ring with a mag-
netic flux Φ under the twist boundary condition, i.e.,

H(Φ) = H+Jeg+iΦc†Lc1+Je
−g−iΦc†1cL [25, 36, 73]. The

winding number ω is defined as

ω =
1

2πi

∫ 2π

0

dΦ∂Φ ln det[H(Φ)− EB ], (18)

where EB is the prescribed basis point which is not an
eigenenergy of H(Φ). In this way, we can diagnose the
transition of the existence-nonexistence of NHSE under
OBC. As shown in Fig. 4(b), ω = ±1 (ω = 0) correspond
to the existence (nonexistence) of NHSE, respectively.
The inset of Fig. 4(b) gives the numerical results based
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FIG. 5. The IPR and energy spectrum versus F/J for non-Hermitian mosaic Stark model with κ = 2 under different boundary
conditions. The energy spectrum of the system under OBC is shown in (a). While under PBC, the energy spectrum of system
is complex. The IPR corresponding to real and imaginary part of eigenenergies spectrum are drawn in (b) and (c). The red
solid lines represent ME. (d)-(f) The real and imaginary energy spectrum in the complex plane for non-Hermitian mosaic stark
model under PBC with F = 0.01 (d), 0.1(e), and 10(f). The half of the eigenenergies are complex and the other half are real
when F = 10 as shown in the inset of (f). Here, the system size L = 100 and g = 0.5.

on Eq. (18) which is consistent with the analytical result
Eq. (16).

IV. NON-HERMITIAN MOBILITY EDGE
WITHOUT DISORDER

In this section, we investigate the non-Hermitian ME
in the Hamiltonian described by Eq. (1) with κ = 2 and
g = 0.5. Based on the Eq. (17) and aκ=2 = E from the
Eq. (9), we obtain the energy-dependent non-Hermitian
ME as the following form

|EFc| = 2e. (19)

The eigenenergies of extended states for the model (1)
lie in Re(E) < Ec, whereas eigenenergies of the localized
states lie in Re(E) > Ec. When the Stark localization
is emerging, the absolute value of the maximum energy
|Emax| = LF , then we take it into Eq.(19) and obtain

Fc =
√

2e/L.
We consider the non-Hermitian mosaic Stark model

with κ = 2 and the system size L = 100. We first plot
the IPR and the energy spectrum versus F/J under OBC
in Fig. 5(a). In this case, this system only has real energy
spectrum. While for the case of PBC, all eigenenergies
have imaginary parts under very weak fields as shown in
Fig. 5(d). As the electric field increases and exceeds a

critical value Fc =
√
2e/100 ≃ 0.23, the system enters a

mixed phase with a ME, where the number of localized

and extended states will be divided by half. We plot the
real and imaginary parts of the energy spectrum under
PBC versus F/J in Figs. 5(b) and (c), respectively. We
also show the energy spectrum in the complex plane un-
der PBC for the case of F/J = 0.01, 0.1 and 10 in Figs.
5(d)-(e). We find that when F/J = 10, the imaginary
part of the eigenenergies is very small in the ME phase.
We show the density distribution of all eigenstates for
the non-Hermitian Stark model with κ = 2 under OBC
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FIG. 6. The density distribution of all eigenstates for non-
Hermitian Stark model with κ = 2. (a)-(c) represent OBC
case, while (d)-(f) represent PBC case. The two rows from
left to right corresponds to F/J = 0.01, 0.1, and 10. Here,
the system size L = 100 and g = 0.5.
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in Figs. 6 (a)-(c) and PBC in Figs. 6 (d)-(e) from left
to right corresponding to F/J = 0.01, 0.1 and 10. We
find that the system exists the NHSE under OBC in Fig.
6(a) when F/J = 0.01, while under PBC, the NHSE dis-
appears in Fig. 6(d). As the F/J increases, the skin
effects do not vanish under OBC in Fig. 6(c), in con-
trast to the gigantic field can restrain the NHSE in the
κ = 1 case. As shown in Figs. 5(f) and 6(f), the half
of the eigenstates are fully localized and the others are
extended under PBC when F/J = 10. Thus, the non-
Hermitian mosaic Stark lattice (1) with κ = 2 only exists
the mixed phase with ME for the strong field.

V. EXPANSION DYNAMICS

To dynamically probe the properties of NHSE and the
existence of MEs in the model (1), we also study the
expansion dynamics of the wave function [77–81]. We
first consider the initial state |Ψ(0)⟩ = |n0⟩ in which only
one particle is initially at the center site n0 of the lattice.
The time evolution states are determined by

|Ψ(t)⟩ = e−iHt|Ψ(0)⟩
||e−iHt|Ψ(0)⟩|| . (20)

So we can get the particle density at any site and time t,

ρn(t) = |Cn(t)|2, (21)

where Cn = ⟨n|Ψ(t)⟩ is the expansion coefficient of the
time evolution states, and |n⟩ is n-th computational ba-
sis of the Hilbert space. In the following, we consider
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FIG. 7. Time evolution of the particle density at any site for
Stark model with κ = 1 under OBC. (a) and (b) represent
the Hermitian case of F/J = 0.01 and 2 for g = 0, while (b)
and (c) represent the non-Hermitian case of F/J = 0.01 and
2 for g = 0.5. Here, the system size L = 100.

the case of different system parameters under OBC. We
calculate the time evolution of the probability density for
the Stark model with κ = 1 and κ = 2 in Figs. 7 and
8 under OBC, respectively. We show the particle den-
sity distribution of the case of g = 0 and F/J = 0.01
in Fig. 7(a) and F/J = 2 in Fig. 7(b). This sys-
tem presents a Bloch oscillation in the extended region.
When F/J = 2, the single particle oscillates around the
center of the lattice. With the increasing of F/J , the
particle will locate at the center of the lattice. As the
result of the non-Hermitian Stark model with κ = 1
under OBC in Fig. 7(c), we find that the particle will
move to the right boundary in the late time evolution
when F/J = 0.01. This phenomenon is induced by the
NHSE. When F/J = 2, we also find the Bloch oscilla-
tion in Fig. 7 (d). However, compared to Fig. 7 (b),
the particle asymmetrically oscillates around the center
and biases toward the right boundary due to the non-
Hermiticity. Similarly, we still find that Bloch oscillation
can happen in the Hermitian mosaic Stark model (κ = 2)
when F/J = 0.1 as shown in Fig. 8 (a), whereas it is
not observed for the non-Hermitian mosaic Stark model
with κ = 2. We dynamically observe the NHSE of the
non-Hermitian mosaic Stark system with κ = 2 when
F/J = 0.1 in Fig. 8 (c). Then, when F/J = 10, both
the Hermitian and the non-Hermitian systems are in the
mixed phase with ME. The particle is localized at the
initial site in Figs. 8(b) and (d).

We calculate the mean-square displacement σ2
t to esti-

mate the spreading of the width of a wave packet [80–83],
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FIG. 8. Time evolution of the particle density at any site
for mosaic Stark model with κ = 2 under OBC. (a) and (b)
represent the Hermitian case of F/J = 0.1 and 10 for g = 0,
while (c) and (d) represent the non-Hermitian case of F/J =
0.1 and 10 for g = 0.5. Here, the system size L = 100.
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FIG. 9. The time evolution of the mean-square displacement
for non-Hermitian (g = 0.5) Stark model with κ = 1 (a) and
2 (b) under PBC, respectively. Here, the system size L = 100
and J = 1.

which is defined as

σ2
t =

∑
n

|n− n0|2|Cn(t)|2. (22)

Here, we show the case of the non-Hermitian Hamilto-
nian H(g = 0.5) with κ = 1 and 2 under PBC in Figs.
9 (a) and (b), respectively. We find σ2

t increases directly
to 103 until t ≈ 10 when F/J = 0.01 corresponding to
the extended phase for the above two case. For the non-
Hermitian Stark model with κ = 1, the threshold of σ2

t

decrease and the time to threshold reduce with the in-
creasing of F/J . For the non-Hermitian Stark model with
κ = 2, the σ2

t have a saturation value when the system is
in the ME phase (F/J = 1.0, 2.0, 5.0, and 10.0) approx-
imately between t = 10−2 and t = 1 which is dependent

on F/J . The σ2
t will increase to around 103 due to the ex-

istence of the single particle mobility edge with the time
evolution when t > 1. These numerical results indicate
the dynamical signatures of the existence of the NHSE
and ME in the non-Hermitian disorder-free lattices.

VI. CONCLUSION

We have investigated the fate of the NHSE and the
ME in a non-Hermitian mosaic Stark lattice with elec-
tric fields. For the κ = 1 case, we find that a critical
electric field which describes the existence-nonexistence
of the size-dependent NHSE is given by Fc1 ∝ 1/L. The
result indicates that a weak field is sufficient to suppress
the NHSE in the thermodynamic limit. When the elec-
tric field strength is strong and exceeds the critical value
Fc2, the Wannier-Stark ladder forms and the localization
induced by the field win the competition with NHSE.
Thus, NHSE vanishes and the system is in the Stark lo-
calized phase. For the κ = 2 case and the weak field,
the non-Hermitian ME emerges and the localized states
earlier appear. In the strong field regime, the skin states
are still existent and stable compared to the κ = 1 case.
Moreover, we also confirm the existence of the NHSE and
the non-Hermitian ME from the dynamical evolution of
an initial wave packet and unveil that they display the
different behaviors in the different regimes. Our work
could expand the understanding of the NHSE and the
non-Hermitian ME in 1D disorder-free systems. For fu-
ture studies, on the theory side, the non-Hermitian Stark
localization and ME can be extended to the many-body
disorder-free system [84–87]. On the experimental side,
our results can be directly simulated and verified in re-
cent electrical circuit experiments [25, 73, 88–91].
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[13] M. Gonçalves, B. Amorim, E. Castro, and P. Ribeiro,
Hidden dualities in 1d quasiperiodic lattice models, Sci-
Post Phys 13, 046 (2022).

[14] Y. Liu, A general approach to the exact local-
ized transition points of 1D mosaic disorder models,
arXiv:2208.02762 (2022).

[15] X.-C. Zhou, Y. Wang, T.-F. J. Poon, Q. Zhou, and X.-
J. Liu, Exact new mobility edges between critical and
localized states, arXiv:2212.14285 (2022).

[16] Y. Wang, L. Zhang, Y. Wan, Y. He, and Y. Wang, Two-
dimensional vertex-decorated Lieb lattice with exact mo-
bility edges and robust flat bands, Phys. Rev. B 107,
L140201 (2023).

[17] D. Vu and S. D. Sarma, Generic mobility edges in several
classes of duality-breaking one-dimensional quasiperiodic
potential models, arXiv:2304.06081 (2023).

[18] G. H. Wannier, Dynamics of band electrons in electric
and magnetic fields, Rev. Mod. Phys. 34, 645 (1962).

[19] H. Fukuyama, R. A. Bari, and H. C. Fogedby, Tightly
bound electrons in a uniform electric field, Phys. Rev. B
8, 5579 (1973).

[20] D. Emin and C. F. Hart, Existence of wannier-stark lo-
calization, Phys. Rev. B 36, 7353 (1987).

[21] T. Hartmann, F. Keck, H. Korsch, and S. Mossmann,
Dynamics of bloch oscillations, New J. Phys. 6, 2 (2004).

[22] D. Dwiputra and F. P. Zen, Single-particle mobility edge
without disorder, Phys. Rev. B 105, L081110 (2022).

[23] S. Longhi, Topological phase transition in non-hermitian
quasicrystals, Phys. Rev. Lett. 122, 237601 (2019).

[24] S. Longhi, Metal-insulator phase transition in a non-
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andré-harper model, Phys. Rev. B 103, 054203 (2021).

[58] M. Lu, X.-X. Zhang, and M. Franz, Magnetic suppres-
sion of non-hermitian skin effects, Phys. Rev. Lett. 127,
256402 (2021).

[59] J. Claes and T. L. Hughes, Skin effect and winding num-
ber in disordered non-hermitian systems, Phys. Rev. B
103, L140201 (2021).

[60] L. Li, S. Mu, C. H. Lee, and J. Gong, Quantized classical
response from spectral winding topology, Nat. Commun.
12, 5294 (2021).

[61] L. Li, C. H. Lee, S. Mu, and J. Gong, Critical non-
hermitian skin effect, Nat. Commun. 11, 5491 (2020).

[62] C.-X. Guo, C.-H. Liu, X.-M. Zhao, Y. Liu, and S. Chen,
Exact Solution of Non-Hermitian Systems with Gener-
alized Boundary Conditions: Size-Dependent Boundary
Effect and Fragility of the Skin Effect, Phys. Rev. Lett.
127, 116801 (2021).

[63] S. Guo, C. Dong, F. Zhang, J. Hu, and Z. Yang, Theoret-
ical prediction of a non-hermitian skin effect in ultracold-
atom systems, Phys. Rev. A 106, L061302 (2022).
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