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We study the effect of quasiperiodic and periodic onsite potentials in a Hatano-Nelson model with
next-nearest-neighbour hopping. By considering a non-reciprocal next-nearest-neighbour hopping
and a quasiperiodic onsite potential under periodic boundary conditions, we show a breakdown of
the typical correspondence between the delocalization-localization and complex-real transitions as
a function of the potential strength. Moreover, we reveal that in the delocalized regime, when the
potential strength increases, the eigenstates under open boundary conditions exhibit a bidirectional
non-Hermitian skin effect, i.e., they tend to localize on both the edges instead of localizing on either
of the edges. However, when a periodic onsite potential is considered, the system not only exhibits
a bidirectional skin effect but also shows a complete direction reversal of the skin effect as a function
of the onsite periodic potential.

I. INTRODUCTION

Non-Hermitian (NH) systems have triggered extensive
research in the last couple of decades due to their unique
properties which are different from their Hermitian coun-
terparts. Unlike the Hermitian Hamiltonians which de-
scribe the dynamics of closed quantum systems with
conserved probabilities and real eigenenergies, the non-
Hermitian Hamiltonians often provide insights about var-
ious non-conservative systems including open quantum
systems [1–3], solid-state systems with interaction [4–6]
and classical systems with gain and loss [7–10]. Such
non-Hermiticity in the Hamiltonian is known to reveal
some striking features such as the existence of complex
energyspectra, complex energy gaps, non-Hermitian skin
effect (NHSE) [11–20], exceptional points [21–25], the
failure of bulk boundary correspondence [26–30], non-
trivial localization and spectral topology [31–36] etc. Ex-
ceptions have been found in the form of pseudo Her-
miticity that gives rise to a completely real energyspec-
trum [37, 38]. One such example can be a non-Hermitian
system with balanced gain and loss satisfying parity-
time (PT ) symmetry. Although at the Hamiltonian level
the PT symmetry is respected, the eigenstates can still
break this symmetry if the balance between gain and
loss is broken, and the system exhibits complex eigenen-
ergies. Thus, there occurs a transition between these
so-called PT -unbroken and PT -broken phases when the
non-Hermiticity increases in the system [37, 38].

One of the most fascinating aspects of non-Hermitian
systems is the non-Hermitian skin effect, i.e., the ac-
cumulation of the eigenstates at a particular edge un-
der open boundary conditions (OBCs). The celebrated
Hatano-Nelson (HN) model [39–41] which describes a
one-dimensional tight-binding chain with non-reciprocal
nearest-neighbor hopping is a well known example of
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the NH systems that exhibits NHSE due to the dom-
inant hopping along one direction compared to the
other [11, 13]. Due to the growing interest along this
direction, the HN model has been widely explored and
extended theoretically in the presence of long-range hop-
ping, disorder and interaction [42–48]. On the exper-
imental front, the emerging physics of this model has
been realized using electric circuits [49, 50], cold atoms
in optical lattices [51–54], acoustic systems [55], photonic
lattices [56], single-photon quantum walk [57, 58] and me-
chanical systems [59].

On the other hand, the interplay between non-
reciprocity and disorder in the HN model has been a topic
of paramount interest in the context of non-Hermitian
systems [60–70]. Studies have revealed that the HN
model which breaks the PT symmetry, undergoes a PT
symmetry broken-unbroken (or in other words, complex-
real) phase transition as a function of disorder strength
under periodic boundary conditions (PBCs). Efforts
have also been made to understand the effect of quasiperi-
odic disorder in the HN model. Recent studies have re-
vealed various interesting phenomena in the context of
the quasiperiodic HN model such as localization tran-
sition, re-entrant localization, topological phases and
NHSE etc [71–82]. While a great deal of research has
been done in different variants of the HN model to un-
derstand the combined effect of non-reciprocal hopping
and onsite potentials, the role of next-nearest-neighbour
(NNN) non-reciprocal hopping in such systems has not
been well investigated.

In this work, we study the effect of quasiperiodic and
periodic onsite potentials in an extended Hatano-Nelson
(EHN) model, i.e., the HN model with non-reciprocal
NNN hopping. We obtain that when a quasiperiodic
potential is considered, bulk localization of the eigen-
states occurs when the strength of the potential is strong.
The localization transition also gives rise to a complex-
real transition. We show that although the localiza-
tion of the eigenstates makes their eigenenergies real,
the delocalization-localization transition and complex-
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FIG. 1. Schematic of the lattice representing the EHN model
with NN and NNN hopping strengths t1l,r and t2l,r, respec-
tively, and onsite potential strength λ. The arrows denote the
direction of the hopping along the left or the right direction.

real transition do not necessarily occur at the same crit-
ical point. Moreover, we obtain a bidirectional NHSE
for stronger quasiperiodic potential where the eigenstates
occupy both the edges of the lattice under open bound-
ary condition. Surprisingly, when a periodic potential is
considered in place of the quasiperiodic potential, a com-
plete direction reversal of the skin effect occurs with the
increase in the potential strength for some fixed hopping
strengths, i.e., the states localized in one end move to the
other end.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II,
we present the model Hamiltonian. We explore the cor-
respondence between the delocalization-localization and
complex-real transitions in Sec. III A, and discuss the re-
sults related to the NHSE for a quasiperiodic potential
in Sec. III B. Subsequently, for the case of periodic po-
tential, we provide the results concerning the NHSE in
Sec. IVA and the wavepacket dynamics in Sec. IVB. Fi-
nally, in Sec. V, we summarize our results and provide a
brief outlook.

II. MODEL

The one-dimensional extended Hatano-Nelson model
with an onsite potential is represented by the Hamilto-
nian

H = −
∑
j

(
t1lc

†
jcj+1 + t1rc

†
j+1cj + t2lc

†
jcj+2 (1)

+ t2rc
†
j+2cj

)
+ λ

∑
j

cos(2πβj)c†jcj ,

where c†j (cj) is the creation (annihilation) operator of
spinless fermions at the jth lattice site. The parame-
ters t1 and t2 are the hopping amplitudes associated to
the nearest-neighbour (NN) and next-nearest-neighbour
(NNN) hopping strengths, respectively, and the sub-
script l (r) denotes the direction of hopping towards left
(right). λ is the strength of the onsite potential and β
defines the nature of the potential. When β is chosen
to be a rational (an irrational) number, the potential
is periodic (quasiperiodic) in nature. The incommen-
surate or quasiperiodic potential is achieved by setting
β = (

√
5−1)/2 which is the inverse golden mean, and for

the commensurate or periodic case, we assume β = 1/2.

We fix t1l = 1 for all our calculations which also sets the
energy scale of the system.
Note that the Hamiltonian described above reduces to

the well-known HN model when both t2 and λ are set to
zero. It is well known that the HN model exhibits the
localization of states at the left or right edge based on
whether the hopping is dominant along the left or right
direction, which is known as the NHSE. Here our ob-
jective is to investigate the characteristics of the NHSE
in the presence of both quasiperiodic and periodic on-
site potentials in the EHN model which we discuss in
the following sections. First, we consider the case of on-
site quasiperiodic potential and then the case of periodic
potential.

III. EFFECT OF QUASIPERIODIC POTENTIAL

In this section, we discuss the effect of the quasiperi-
odic potential on the EHN model. It has already been
shown that the HN model with onsite quasiperiodic dis-
order exhibits a sharp delocalization-localization (DL)
transition as a function of λ. Moreover, the spectrum
undergoes a complex-real (CR) transition at a critical
quasiperiodic disorder strength which coincides with the
delocalization-localization transition [31, 63]. In the fol-
lowing we investigate such DL and CR transitions by
introducing the non-reciprocal NNN hopping. We first
focus on the localization transition using systems with
PBC that may arise due to the quasiperiodic potential
and then investigate the NHSE using systems with OBC.

A. Delocalization-localization and complex-real
transitions

To investigate the DL and CR transitions for the sys-
tem described by the EHN model shown in Eq. (1) we
examine the properties of the eigenstates and their cor-
responding eigenenergies obtained by exactly solving the
Schrödinger equation Hψn = Enψn. We choose t1r = 0.6
and t2r = 0.4 to study the competition between t2l and
λ. The degree of localization of an eigenstate |ψn⟩ can
be quantified using the inverse participation ratio (IPR)
defined as

IPRn =

∑L
j=1 |ψn,j |4

(⟨ψn|ψn⟩)2
(2)

and the normalized participation ratio (NPR) defined as

NPRn = (L× IPRn)
−1. (3)

In the thermodynamic limit (i.e., for L → ∞), IPR = 0
and NPR ̸= 0 (IPR ̸= 0 and NPR = 0) for a delocalized
(localized) eigenstate. To obtain a complete information
about the spectrum we compute the average IPR and
NPR by summing over all the eigenstates which are de-
fined as
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FIG. 2. ⟨IPR⟩ (blue solid line), ⟨NPR⟩ (red dashed line)
and ρ (green dotted line) are plotted as a function of λ for
(t1r, t2r, t2l) = (0.6, 0.4, 0.5) in (a), and for (t1r, t2r, t2l) =
(0.6, 0.4, 0.1) in (b). Here a system of L = 6765 lattice sites
is considered with PBC. The gray regions mark the interme-
diate phase.

⟨IPR⟩ = 1

L

L∑
n=1

IPRn (4)

and

⟨NPR⟩ = 1

L

L∑
n=1

NPRn, (5)

respectively, where ⟨·⟩ denotes the average over all states.
We plot ⟨IPR⟩ (blue solid line) and ⟨NPR⟩ (red dashed

line) as a function of λ in Fig. 2 (a) for t2l = 0.5. This
shows a transition from a delocalized phase to a local-
ized phase via an intermediate phase between λ ∼ 1.375
and λ ∼ 4.225 where both the ⟨IPR⟩ and ⟨NPR⟩ are fi-
nite. We also find that for this choice of the parameters,
the spectrum exhibits a complex-real transition which co-
incides with the delocalization-localization transition as
has already been found in the standard HN model with
disorder [39, 40]. To quantify this feature we plot the
density of states ρ defined as

ρ =
N

L
, (6)

where N is the number of imaginary eigenenergies as a
function of λ in Fig. 2(a) (green dotted line). This clearly
shows that the complex-real transition of the spectrum
occurs at the localization transition critical point, i.e.,
λ ∼ 4.225. However, we obtain a completely different
scenario for smaller values of t2l where the complex-real
transition does not coincide with the localization transi-
tion, rather occurs at higher values of λ. In Fig. 2(b) we
plot ⟨IPR⟩, ⟨NPR⟩ and ρ as a function of λ for t2l = 0.1.
This clearly shows that the localization transition occurs
at λ ∼ 3.1 and the complex-real transition occurs at a dif-
ferent value of quasiperiodic potential λ ∼ 5.55. This dis-
crepancy also suggests that the localized spectrum for the
range of λ between 3.1 and 5.55 exhibits complex eigenen-
ergies. Similar feature also persists for some other values
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FIG. 3. Phase diagram in the λ− t2l plane obtained by plot-
ting the density of states ρ for L = 6765 lattice sites. The
red, white and blue regions depict the complex (C), mixed
(M) and real (R) phases, respectively. The solid black lines
with yellow squares and green circles mark the boundaries
of the intermediate phase obtained through the extrapolated
values of ⟨IPR⟩ and ⟨NPR⟩, respectively. In the region be-
low (above) the intermediate region, the system is completely
delocalized (localized). The solid black line with orange trian-
gles marks the boundary between the mixed and real phases
obtained through the extrapolated values of ρ. Here the ex-
trapolation is performed with L = 610, 1597, 2584 and 6765
lattice sites.

of t2l. To obtain a complete picture of the delocalization-
localization and complex-real transitions, we plot ρ as a
function of λ and t2l together with the localized and de-
localized regions obtained from the extrapolated values
of ⟨IPR⟩ and ⟨NPR⟩ in Fig. 3. The blue, white, and red
regions denote the regimes where the spectrum is real
(R), mixed (M) and complex (C), respectively. While
the regions denoted by R (C) indicates completely real
(complex) eigenenergies in the eigenspectrum, the region
denoted by M exhibits a mixed spectrum of both real
and complex eigenenergies. The region below (above)
the black line with yellow squares (green circles) repre-
sents the delocalized (localized) region, and the region
in between the two lines is the intermediate region. The
mixed region at the top-left corner of Fig. 3(a) which is
separated from the region-R by the orange triangles is
the localized region with finite number of states possess-
ing complex eigenenergies. It can be clearly seen that for
t2l ≳ 0.17, the transition to the localized phase coincides
with the complex-real transition. However, for smaller
values of t2l, i.e. for t2l ≲ 0.17, localized states exhibit
complex eigenenergies.

B. Non-Hermitian skin effect

In this subsection, we investigate the combined effect
of the NNN hopping and quasiperiodic potential on the
NHSE. Before turning on the quasiperiodic potential, we
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FIG. 4. Probability distribution of eigenstates (|ψ|2) as
a function of eigenstate index (n) and site index (j) for
(t2l, λ) = (0.0, 0.0), (t2l, λ) = (0.3, 0.0) and (t2l, λ) = (0.3, 1.0)
are plotted in (a), (b) and (c), respectively. The correspond-
ing winding number (w) of the loops in the real vs imaginary
eigenenergy plane is shown in (d), (e) and (f), respectively.
Here we consider a system of size L = 610. The color bar is
scaled from 0 to 0.1 for clarity.

study the effect of the non-reciprocal NNN hopping on
the NHSE of the HN model. To this end, we plot proba-
bilities of all the eigenstates as a function of site index j
and eigenstate index n for an open chain of size L = 610
in Fig. 4 for different values of t2l and λ while keeping the
other parameters as t1r = 0.6 and t2r = 0.4. We obtain
that when both t2l and λ are zero, the system exhibits
the signature of bidirectional NHSE, i.e., both the edges
of the chain are populated by some of the eigenstates
(Fig. 4(a)). This is due to the combined effect of the
right NN and NNN hoppings strengths. As t2l increases
and becomes greater than 0.2, the bidirectional signa-
ture vanishes and we get a usual unidirectional NHSE as
shown in Fig. 4(b). This is due to the complete domi-
nance of the left hopping on the system. At this point, we
make λ finite to study the behavior of the NHSE. For this
purpose, we select t2l = 0.3 for which the system exhibits
unidirectional NHSE and vary λ. Here, we find that af-
ter a particular value of the quasiperiodic potential i.e.
λ ∼ 0.7, the unidirectional NHSE becomes bidirectional
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0.0 0.10.0 0.1
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(a) (b)

(c) (d)

FIG. 5. (a) Phase diagram in λ − t2l plane is shown as a
function of ηB . Left inverse participation ratios (LIPRs) are
plotted as a function of real eigenenergies and λ in (b) with
t2l = 0.3. (c) and (d) LIPR as a function of the real eigenen-
ergies and t2l for λ = 0.65 and 0.25, respectively. Here we
consider (t1r, t2r) = (0.6, 0.4) and a system of length L = 610
lattice sites under OBC. The dashed vertical lines separate
the regions possessing bidirectional and unidirectional NHSE.
The region exhibiting bidirectional NHSE is denoted by B and
the region for which the states are localized on the left edge
of the lattice is denoted by L, i.e., the unidirectional NHSE.
The color bars are scaled from 0 to 0.1 for clarity.

in nature as shown in Fig. 4(c). To further quantify the
bidirectional NHSE, we define the quantities called the
left and right inverse participation ratios such as

LIPRn =

∑L/2
j=1 |ψn,j |4

(⟨ψn|ψn⟩)2
(7)

and

RIPRn =

∑L
j=L/2+1 |ψn,j |4
(⟨ψn|ψn⟩)2

, (8)

respectively. According to the definition, a right (left)
localized eigenstate is characterised by LIPR = 0 and
RIPR ̸= 0 (RIPR = 0 and LIPR ̸= 0). By taking the
average of these quantities over all the eigenstates, we
compute

ηB = [⟨RIPR⟩ × ⟨LIPR⟩]× L2 (9)

such that when the system exhibits unidirectional (bidi-
rectional) NHSE, the value of ηB = 0 (finite).
We plot ηB as a function of t2l and λ in Fig. 5 (a) for

t1r = 0.6 and t2r = 0.4. The red (ηB ̸= 0) and blue
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(ηB = 0) regions in the figure clearly depict the parame-
ters for which the system exhibits bidirectional and uni-
directional NHSE, respectively. To further clarify the na-
ture of the NHSE we plot the LIPR for all the eigenstates
with the corresponding eigenenergies as a function of λ
for t2l = 0.3 in Fig. 5(b). Finite values of LIPR for all the
states up to λ ∼ 0.69 suggests that the states are localized
near the left edge of the lattice which is the unidirectional
NHSE. However, for λ ≳ 0.69, some of the states exhibit
LIPR∼ 0 (blue patches in Fig. 5(b)) and for the rest of
the states LIPR is finite, indicating the bidirectional na-
ture of the NHSE. Note that here we restrict ourselves
to the value of λ up to λ ∼ 1.5 since for higher val-
ues of λ, the eigenstates are localized at the bulk rather
than at the edges and hence the notion of NHSE be-
comes irrelevant there (see Sec. III A). It is important to
note that, for a range of values of λ between 0.49 and
0.875, we observe a re-entrant feature in the NHSE with
an increase in t2l, i.e., the initial bidirectional nature of
the NHSE becomes unidirectional and then bidirectional
and unidirectional again (see Fig. 5(a)). This re-entrant
feature can be clearly seen by plotting LIPR as a func-
tion of the real part of the energy eigenenergies Re(E)
and t2l at λ = 0.65, which is shown in Fig. 5 (c). It
can be seen that initially, for a range of t2l, some states
exhibit finite LIPR (red color) and some exhibits zero
LIPR (blue color) indicating the bidirectional nature of
the NHSE. As t2l increases, the entire spectrum becomes
red which is the signature of the unidirectional NHSE.
Further increase in t2l leads to the reappearance of both
the blue and red regions together due to the reappear-
ance of the bidirectional NHSE. Eventually the entire red
region reappears indicating the unidirectional NHSE. For
comparison, we also show a case where such re-entrant
behaviour of the NHSE is absent in Fig. 5(d) for λ = 0.25.

Another striking feature that we obtain from the spec-
tral behaviour, is the spectral topological invariant asso-
ciated to the eigenenergies [83]. Here we find that the
eigenenergies corresponding to the spectrum exhibiting
NHSE form loops in the complex energy plane which
allows us to define a topological invariant. For our
model, we define the topological invariant, i.e., the spec-
tral winding number under PBC by the formula

w = lim
L→∞

1

2πi

∫ 2π

0

dθ∂θ log
[
det{H(θ/L)− ε}

]
, (10)

where

H(θ/L) = −
∑
j

(
t1le

−iθ/Lc†jcj+1 + t1re
iθ/Lc†j+1cj (11)

+ t2le
−2iθ/Lc†jcj+2 + t2re

2iθ/Lc†j+2cj
)

+ λ
∑
j

cos(2πβj)c†jcj

is the modified Hamiltonian of the EHN model in the
presence of a flux θ and ε is a base energy. From intu-
ition and the definition of w we expect that when θ varies

from 0 to 2π, the winding number will be finite only if
a complex energy loop winds around ε and it will vanish
otherwise. We show that the winding presented here not
only counts the number of times the base energy is wound
by the eigenenergies but also provides significant infor-
mation about the direction of the NHSE, i.e., the posi-
tive (negative) sign of w corresponds to clockwise (anti-
clockwise) winding of eigenenergies in complex energy
plane, which indicates the localization of corresponding
eigenstates to the right (left) edge of lattice. In Fig. 4(d)
to (f), we plot w for the eigenenergies for the parameters
considered in Fig. 4(a) to (c) respectively. In Fig. 4(d),
the twisted loop in the complex energy plane with w = 1
and −1 represents the localization of eigenstates at both
edges, resulting in a bidirectional skin effect shown in
Fig. 4(a). Also, it can be seen that when unidirectional
skin effect appears, the complex energies form a single
loop with w = −1 (compare Fig. 4(b) with Fig. 4(e)).
In Fig. 4(f), the left and middle loops yield w = −1,
which signifies localization of corresponding eigenstates
at the left edge and the right loop with w = +1, indi-
cates localization at the right edge, which in turn forms
a bidirectional skin effect shown in Fig. 4(c).
From the above studies, it is understood that the

quasiperiodic potential favours a bidirectional NHSE.
Now we turn our attention to study the situation when
the quasiperiodic potential is replaced by a periodic po-
tential.

IV. EFFECT OF PERIODIC POTENTIAL

In this section, we explore the physics exhibited by
the model shown in Eq. 1 in the presence of a periodic
potential in place of the quasiperiodic potential. For this
purpose, we set β = 1/2 in Eq. 1, which introduces a
staggered onsite potential of strength λ and −λ at every
alternate lattice site. In the following we first discuss
the non-Hermitian skin effect and its signature in the
wavepacket dynamics.

A. Non-Hermitian skin effect

Surprisingly, in the case of periodic onsite potential we
find a completely different scenario which is depicted in
the phase diagram shown in Fig. 6(a) obtained by plot-
ting ηB as a function of λ and t2l for t1r = 0.6 and
t2r = 0.4 which are same as the ones considered in Fig.
5(a). Contrary to the quasiperiodic case, we obtain that
for vanishing and small values of t2l (i.e., between 0 and
0.2), the initial bidirectional nature of the NHSE (red
region in Fig. 6(a)) changes to a unidirectional NHSE
(blue region in Fig. 6(a)) as λ increases. However, for
values of t2l ≳ 0.2, we find that the system in the ab-
sence of λ exhibits a unidirectional NHSE. In such a sce-
nario, if λ is turned on, we obtain surprising behaviour
in the NHSE for a range of values of t2l where the initial
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FIG. 6. (a) Phase diagram in the λ − t2l plane obtained
through ηB . (b) Real eigenenergies as a function of λ
along with their corresponding left inverse participation ra-
tio (LIPR) with fixed values of (t1r, t2r, t2l) = (0.6, 0.4, 0.3)
for a system size L = 610. The dashed vertical lines separate
the regions possessing bidirectional and unidirectional NHSE.
The region exhibiting bidirectional NHSE is denoted by B and
the region for which the states are localized on the left (right)
edge of the lattice is denoted by L (R), i.e., the unidirectional
NHSE. Here the color bars are scaled from 0 to 0.1 for clarity.

unidirectional NHSE changes to bidirectional in nature
and then becomes unidirectional again as a function of λ.
The surprising nature of such transition is that while the
unidirectional NHSE that appears for small values of λ
involves the localization of states on the left edge of the
lattice, in the regime of large λ, they are localized on the
right edge. This is quantified by plotting the LIPR for
all the eigenstates along with the real energies and λ at
t2l = 0.3, in Fig. 6(b). It can be seen that initially, the
LIPR of all the states is finite (red color) which indicates
that the states are left localized. For 0.47 ≲ λ ≲ 3.2, we
obtain that some of the states LIPR remain finite (red
color) and for the rest of the states the LIPR vanishes
(blue color), indicating the bidirectional nature of the
skin effect. However, for λ ≳ 3.2, the LIPR of all the
states vanishes (blue color), resulting in a complete right
localization of the states. This behaviour of the NHSE
from complete left localization to complete right localiza-
tion through a region of bidirectional NHSE results in a
complete direction reversal of the NHSE.

To clearly visualize this NHSE, in Fig. 7(a) we plot
the probability density |ψ|2 as a function of the eigen-
states and lattice sites for λ = 0.15 which shows that all
the eigenstates are localized near the left edge of the sys-
tem. The corresponding real vs imaginary eigenenergies
in PBC are shown in Fig. 7(d) which reveals the exis-
tence of a loop and if the winding number is computed
for a base energy ε lying inside the loop, it turns out to
be w = −1. The negative sign here indicates an NHSE
near the left edge. On the other hand, for λ = 1.5 the
states are localized at both the edges (see Fig. 7(b)). In
Fig. 7(e), the left (right) loop yields w = −1 (+1) for
the winding around different real base energies. How-
ever, for λ = 5, although the two loops are observed in
the complex energy plane in Fig. 7(f), both the loops ex-
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FIG. 7. Probability distribution of eigenstates (|ψ|2) as a
function of eigenstate index (n) and site index (j) for periodic
potential strength λ = 0.15, 1.5 and 5.0 are plotted in (a),
(b) and (c), respectively. The corresponding winding number
(w) in the real vs imaginary eigenenergy plane is shown in
(d), (e) and (f), respectively. Here we consider (t1r, t2r, t2l) =
(0.6, 0.4, 0.3) and system size L = 610. The color bar is scaled
from 0 to 0.1 for clarity.

hibit w = +1 and the behavior of probability densities in
Fig. 7(c) indicates the complete localization of the states
at the right edge of the lattice.
To understand the behaviour of the spectral topol-

ogy and its correspondence to the NHSE, we represent
the concerned two-band model in the continuum space
Hamiltonian

Hk =

[
λ+ t2re

−ik + t2le
ik t1r + t1le

ik

t1l + t1re
−ik −λ+ t2re

−ik + t2le
ik

]
,

(12)
and the eigenenergies we get from Hk are

E± = t2re
−ik + t2le

ik ±
√
λ2 + 2t1rt1l + t21re

−ik + t21le
ik.

(13)
As discussed before, for the case of PBC the formation
of a loop in real vs imaginary energy plane corresponds
to the NHSE and the direction of winding of this loop
defines the direction of the localization of states in the
case of OBC. This correspondence can be visualized by
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FIG. 8. Real vs imaginary eigenenergies as a function of k
at different values of (a) λ = 0.15, (b) 1.5 and (c) 5.0 with
fixed values of (t1r, t2r, t2l) = (0.6, 0.4, 0.3) are plotted using
Eq. 13. Their projections onto the 2D complex plane are also
shown for clarity.

plotting the eigenenergies E± in the x- and y- axes as real
and imaginary parts, respectively, for different values of
k (momentum) along the z-axis as shown in Fig. 8. As
k increases from 0 to 2π, the nature of eigenenergy that
evolves in the three-dimensional space tells the direction
of the loops formed in their projections onto the two-
dimensional (2D) complex plane (x-y plane) which also
discloses the direction of the NHSE. It can be seen that
the real vs imaginary energy diagram obtained this way
matches well with the numerical results shown in Fig. 7
(right panel).

The complete direction reversal in skin effect can be
attributed to the onsite staggered potential and the in-
terplay between the non-reciprocal NN and NNN hop-
ping strengths which are t1l = 1, t1r = 0.6, t2l = 0.3
and t2r = 0.4. In the absence of the onsite potential, i.e.,
λ = 0, since the effective left hopping dominates over
the right hopping, we get the NHSE where the states
are completely localized along the left edge of the lattice.
Now as the value of λ increases, the tunneling probability
towards the left reduces and at the same time increases
along the right due to the staggered nature of the onsite
potential. Consequently, as λ exceeds 0.47, some eigen-
states begin to localize at the right edge, while others
continue to remain localized at the left edge, which effec-
tively gives rise to a bidirectional NHSE. Furthermore, as
the potential continues to increase, especially after reach-
ing λ ≳ 3.2, all the eigenstates prefer to shift towards
the right edge of the system, constituting a full direc-
tion reversal. In the quasiperiodic scenario also, with
an increase in the potential strength, we witness that
some eigenstates start to localize at the right edge, ef-
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e
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1000
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j
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1000
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e

0.0

0.1
|ψ(t)|2

(a) (b)

(c)

FIG. 9. Probability density (|ψ(t)|2) as a function of time and
site index (j) with (t1r, t2r, t2l) = (0.6, 0.4, 0.3) considering
periodic potential strength (a) λ = 0.15, (b) 1.5 and (c) 5.0
for a system size L = 601. Here the color bar is scaled from
0 to 0.1 for clarity.

fectively inducing a bidirectional skin effect, contrasting
to the case when quasiperiodic potential is zero, where
all the states were localized at the left. However, we do
not observe a complete directional reversal in this case,
as there always remains some finite tunneling probabil-
ity to the left owing to the incommensurate nature of the
lattice potential. Instead, as the quasiperiodic potential
approaches the critical threshold, a prominent onset of
bulk localization becomes evident (not shown).

B. Wavepacket dynamics

In this subsection we obtain the signature of the com-
plete direction reversal of the NHSE using in the dynam-
ics of an initial wavepacket under OBC. The time evolved
state at time t from an initial state |ψ(0)⟩ can be ob-
tained by solving the time dependent Schrödinger equa-
tion as |ψ̃(t)⟩ = e−iHt |ψ(0)⟩. However, since the evo-
lution turns out to be non-unitary for a non-Hermitian
system, |ψ̃(t)⟩ is not normalized [47, 60]. Thus, we first

normalize the state as |ψ(t)⟩ = |ψ̃(t)⟩/
√
⟨ψ̃(t)|ψ̃(t)⟩ and

study the dynamics. For this purpose we choose an
initial state describing a particle localized at the cen-
tral lattice site. In Fig. 9, we plot the probability den-
sity |ψ(t)|2 as a function of time and site indices for
(t1r, t2r, t2l) = (0.6, 0.4, 0.3), λ = 0.15, 1.5 and 5. For
λ = 0.15, the centrally localized wavepacket at t = 0
gradually evolves towards the left and eventually be-
comes localized at the left edge (see Fig. 9(a)) indicat-
ing the unidirectional NHSE for which the states are lo-
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calized on the left edge. Interestingly for λ = 5, the
wavepacket moves towards the opposite direction and be-
comes localized at the right edge (see Fig. 9(c)). This is a
dynamical signature of the complete directional reversal
of the NHSE. However, in the case of λ = 1.5, although
a bidirectional skin effect is observed in the static case,
we find that the localization of the particle in the dy-
namics is directed towards the right edge. The reason
behind this strange phenomenon lies in the basics of the
NHSE. While performing non-unitary time evolution of
a non-Hermitian system with complex energies, the time
evolution operator U = e−iHt exhibits either a growing or
decaying effect on the wavepacket due to the complex na-
ture of the energy, where corresponding eigenenergies of
Hamiltonian are E = Re(E)−iIm(E) or Re(E)+iIm(E).
This phenomenon gives rise to the accumulation of all
energy modes at a particular edge, known as the non-
Hermitian skin effect (NHSE). In Fig. 7(e), for λ = 1.5,
two loops are formed in the complex plane of eigenen-
ergy. The maximum imaginary energy of the loop with
positive real energy (the right loop) with winding num-
ber +1 is significantly greater than the other loop with
winding numbers −1 (the left loop). Consequently, when
the unitary operator prepared from the Hamiltonian of
the system acts on the initial wavepacket, the loop with
the greater maximum energy dominates to exhibit the
skin effect over the other loop. Thus, we observe the
skin effect directed towards the right, which is associated
with the winding number +1 of the loop with positive
real energy (the right one).

V. CONCLUSION

In summary, our study focused on investigating the
impact of next-nearest-neighbor hopping on the charac-

teristic features of the HN model in the presence of an
onsite potential. When the potential is quasiperiodic in
nature, we obtain a delocalized-localized phase transition
occurring at a different critical point compared to the
complex-real transition as a function of the potential.
Furthermore, we showed that in the delocalized phase,
the NHSE originally directed towards a single direction,
turns bidirectional in nature when the potential is tuned.
Then we demonstrated the effect of a periodic potential
instead of the quasiperiodic potential and revealed that
not only the system exhibits a bidirectional NHSE but
also a complete direction reversal of the skin effect when
the strength of the potential increases. We demonstrated
this feature of complete direction reversal of the skin ef-
fect from the wavepacket dynamics.

Our study is focused on a model which is a simple ex-
tension of the well known HN model where the interplay
between the NN and NNN hopping along with the on-
site potential reveals non-trivial features. We predict the
complete direction reversal phenomenon in an HN model
by tuning the onsite potential of the simplest possible
form and hence the model considered here can in princi-
ple be simulated in the state-of-the-art experiments. The
system considered here can also be extended to study the
effect of interaction on the NHSE. The complete reversal
of NHSE can also be utilized as a switch to control the
localization of eigenstates at either of the edges.
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