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Persistent currents circulate continuously without requiring external power sources. Here, we extend their
theory to include dissipation within the framework of non-Hermitian quantum Hamiltonians. Using Green’s
function formalism, we introduce a non-Hermitian Fermi-Dirac distribution and derive an analytical expression
for the persistent current that relies solely on the complex spectrum. We apply our formula to two dissipative
models supporting persistent currents: (i) a phase-biased superconducting-normal-superconducting junction;
(ii) a normal ring threaded by a magnetic flux. We show that the persistent currents in both systems exhibit no
anomalies at any emergent exceptional points, whose signatures are only discernible in the current susceptibil-
ity. We validate our findings by exact diagonalization and extend them to account for finite temperatures and
interaction effects. Our formalism offers a general framework for computing quantum many-body observables
of non-Hermitian systems in equilibrium, with potential extensions to non-equilibrium scenarios.

Introduction.—Recent intensive research in non-Hermitian
(NH) physics [1–4] has revealed intriguing phenomena in both
the classical [5–9] and quantum realms [10–12]. The concept
of the generalized Brillouin zone has reshaped the conven-
tional bulk-edge correspondence [13–15], while the symme-
try classifications of the NH matrices have enriched the topo-
logical phases compared to their Hermitian counterparts [16–
19]. Exceptional points (EPs), where the NH Hamiltonian is
not diagonalizable [20–22], can enhance sensing capabilities
in optical microcavities [23–26], and also trigger new critical
phenomena in spin chains [27–29].

In the field of open quantum systems, NH physics is in-
strumental in characterizing the dissipative nature of systems
[30–32]. The Lindblad formalism [33–36] provides routes to
address system-reservoir interactions. By neglecting quantum
jumps or focusing on Gaussian systems [37–39], the dynam-
ics is dictated solely by an effective NH Hamiltonian Heff .
The Green’s function formalism presents an alternative path to
Heff by integrating out external reservoirs E to include com-
plex self-energies Σ ̸= Σ† [40–43]. Although the spectral
properties of Heff have been extensively explored, quantum
many-body observables, such as the supercurrents in phase-
biased superconducting-normal-superconducting (SNS) junc-
tions shown in Fig. 1(a), are currently under active discus-
sion. Existing approaches, such as the derivative of complex
eigenvalues [44, 45] and the expectation values obtained from
the left-right (LR) or right-right (RR) eigenvectors [46], often
yield anomalies at EPs, calling for a microscopic approach to
grasp the subtleties of the NH persistent current transport.

In this work, we provide a resolution to this conundrum
grounded on a NH Fermi-Dirac distribution associated with
the biorthogonal single-particle eigenstates. We find that the
supercurrent I(ϕ) in an SNS junction biased by a phase ϕ and
coupled to reservoirs is given by (in units of e/ℏ):

I(ϕ) = − 1

π

d

dϕ
ImTr(Heff lnHeff) . (1)

(c)

<

<

<
<

(a) (b)

(d)

<latexit sha1_base64="qdUKDmrIrPWzmFKyP6LI4wEydNE="></latexit>

�e�i�
<latexit sha1_base64="8f80g6aUzMNhWIfEdH3x7YrVo/k=">AAACGnicbVDLSgNBEJyNrxhfUY9eBoPgKeyKqBcxqAePEcwDkhB6J5NkyOzsOtMrxCUf4VW9+SdeRLwK4s+Ik6wHXwUNRVU33V1+JIVB1313MlPTM7Nz2fncwuLS8kp+da1qwlgzXmGhDHXdB8OlULyCAiWvR5pD4Ete8wcnY792xbURobrAYcRbAfSU6AoGaKVa85RLBNrOF9yiOwH9S7wvUjh6yh1GD2+5cjv/0eyELA64QibBmIbnRthKQKNgko9yzdjwCNgAerxhqYKAm1YyOXdEt6zSod1Q21JIJ+r3iQQCY4aBbzsDwL757Y3F/7xGjN2DViJUFCNXLF3UjSXFkI5/px2hOUM5tASYFvZWyvqggaFN6McWFIPr9Isxk8LXoIfJZQwqdWxg3u94/pLqTtHbK+6eu4XSMUmRJRtkk2wTj+yTEjkjZVIhjAzIDbkld8698+g8Oy9pa8b5mlknP+C8fgIqW6WG</latexit>

�
<latexit sha1_base64="zC5qj+uAUh719gsvmxPwE7E5qZM="></latexit>

� = 2⇡�/�0

-0.1

0

+0.1

-2

0

+2
10-2×

-0.2

0

+0.2

-2

-1

0

<latexit sha1_base64="tUniCHxobjUBQ8PXYox+zOZ4KY0=">AAACGnicbVDLSsNAFJ34rPVVdelmaBEqQklE1GXRje4q2Ac0oUymk3bIZBJnJkIM/QjBlfo17sStm/6MOGm6sK0HLhzOuZd773EjRqUyzbGxtLyyurZe2Chubm3v7Jb29lsyjAUmTRyyUHRcJAmjnDQVVYx0IkFQ4DLSdv3rzG8/EiFpyO9VEhEnQANOPYqR0lL7tmpHQ3rcK1XMmjkBXCTWlFTqZfvkZVxPGr3Sj90PcRwQrjBDUnYtM1JOioSimJFR0Y4liRD20YB0NeUoINJJJ+eO4JFW+tALhS6u4ET9O5GiQMokcHVngNRQznuZ+J/XjZV36aSUR7EiHOeLvJhBFcLsd9ingmDFEk0QFlTfCvEQCYSVTmhmi6L+U/5Fxhh1BRJJ+hAjnjs6MGs+nkXSOq1Z57WzO53cFchRAIegDKrAAhegDm5AAzQBBj54Bq/gzXg3PoxP4ytvXTKmMwdgBsb3L4xgpSU=</latexit>

I(�)

<latexit sha1_base64="tUniCHxobjUBQ8PXYox+zOZ4KY0=">AAACGnicbVDLSsNAFJ34rPVVdelmaBEqQklE1GXRje4q2Ac0oUymk3bIZBJnJkIM/QjBlfo17sStm/6MOGm6sK0HLhzOuZd773EjRqUyzbGxtLyyurZe2Chubm3v7Jb29lsyjAUmTRyyUHRcJAmjnDQVVYx0IkFQ4DLSdv3rzG8/EiFpyO9VEhEnQANOPYqR0lL7tmpHQ3rcK1XMmjkBXCTWlFTqZfvkZVxPGr3Sj90PcRwQrjBDUnYtM1JOioSimJFR0Y4liRD20YB0NeUoINJJJ+eO4JFW+tALhS6u4ET9O5GiQMokcHVngNRQznuZ+J/XjZV36aSUR7EiHOeLvJhBFcLsd9ingmDFEk0QFlTfCvEQCYSVTmhmi6L+U/5Fxhh1BRJJ+hAjnjs6MGs+nkXSOq1Z57WzO53cFchRAIegDKrAAhegDm5AAzQBBj54Bq/gzXg3PoxP4ytvXTKmMwdgBsb3L4xgpSU=</latexit>

I(�)

<latexit sha1_base64="WmrKKLa99TTX3sbgg1P3qxtRIqg=">AAACHXicbVDLSgMxFM3UVx1fVZdugkVwVWZE1I1YFMFlBfvAdihJmrahmcyYZIRx6F+4VRd+i7gRt8WfETOdLmz1wIXDOfdyz7045Expx/mycnPzC4tL+WV7ZXVtfaOwuVVTQSQJrZKAB7KBkaKcCVrVTHPaCCVFPua0jgcXqV+/p1KxQNzoOKSej3qCdRlB2ki3LR/pPsbJ5bBdKDolZwz4l7gTUjx7t0/D15FdaRe+W52ARD4VmnCkVNN1Qu0lSGpGOB3arUjREJEB6tGmoQL5VHnJOPEQ7hmlA7uBNCU0HKu/JxLkKxX72HSmCdWsl4r/ec1Id0+8hIkw0lSQbFE34lAHMD0fdpikRPPYEEQkM1kh6SOJiDZPmtqi2eAhuyJlnGGJZJzcRUhkjnmYO/uev6R2UHKPSofXTrF8DjLkwQ7YBfvABcegDK5ABVQBAQI8gifwbL1Yb9aH9Zm15qzJzDaYgjX6AWPpp0U=</latexit>

E

<latexit sha1_base64="abh9BGZKdFCqjziHUltCCah0rYI=">AAACGnicbVBNS8NAEN3Urxq/qh69BIvgqSQi6kUsevFY0X5AW8pku2mXbDZxdyPU0B/hVb35T7yIeBXEPyNumh5s64OBx3szzMxzI0alsu1vIzc3v7C4lF82V1bX1jcKm1s1GcYCkyoOWSgaLkjCKCdVRRUjjUgQCFxG6q5/kfr1OyIkDfmNGkSkHUCPU49iUFqqt65pLwCzUyjaJXsEa5Y4Y1I8ezNPo5cvs9Ip/LS6IY4DwhVmIGXTsSPVTkAoihkZmq1YkgiwDz3S1JRDQGQ7GZ07tPa00rW8UOjiyhqpfycSCKQcBK7uDED15bSXiv95zVh5J+2E8ihWhONskRczS4VW+rvVpYJgxQaaABZU32rhPgjASic0sUVR/z77ImWMugLEILmNgWeODsyZjmeW1A5KzlHp8Mouls9RhjzaQbtoHznoGJXRJaqgKsLIRw/oET0Zz8ar8W58ZK05YzyzjSZgfP4CEUmldw==</latexit>

⌃

<latexit sha1_base64="cnytj4WnHqPXA0RZa4U8PN2fEhg="></latexit>

El
<latexit sha1_base64="FLJWjO55cMyijFrMFktLX0FKriU="></latexit>

Er

<latexit sha1_base64="/8yRPg9tjJeDpD1N81CpzMAfRDY=">AAACKHicbZBNS8NAEIY39fu76kkECRbBU0lE1GPRi8eKVoU2hMl2W5duNnF3IsbQ3+JVPQr+Dw8F8eoPEbeNB9s6sPDwvjPM7BvEgmt0nE+rMDE5NT0zOze/sLi0vFJcXbvUUaIoq9FIROo6AM0El6yGHAW7jhWDMBDsKuic9P2rO6Y0j+QFpjHzQmhL3uIU0Eh+cb1xztsh+FkD2T1qmolu1y+WnLIzKHsc3F8oVTa23l57vULVL343mhFNQiaRCtC67joxehko5FSw7nwj0SwG2oE2qxuUEDLtZYPju/aOUZp2K1LmSbQH6t+JDEKt0zAwnSHgjR71+uJ/Xj3B1pGXcRknyCTNF7USYWNk95Owm1wxiiI1AFRxc6tNb0ABRZPX0BbknYf8F30SPFCg0uw2AZk7JjB3NJ5xuNwruwfl/TOT3DHJa5Zskm2yS1xySCrklFRJjVCSkkfyRJ6tF+vd+rA+89aC9TuzTobK+voBf7esDw==</latexit>

⌃l
<latexit sha1_base64="4NxHN5UvA7tXCxBZ7m703Gjcm2A=">AAACKHicbZBNS8NAEIY39fu76kkECRbBU0lE1GPRi8eKVoU2hMl2W5duNnF3IsbQ3+JVPQr+Dw8F8eoPEbeNB9s6sPDwvjPM7BvEgmt0nE+rMDE5NT0zOze/sLi0vFJcXbvUUaIoq9FIROo6AM0El6yGHAW7jhWDMBDsKuic9P2rO6Y0j+QFpjHzQmhL3uIU0Eh+cb1xztsh+FkD2T1qmqlu1y+WnLIzKHsc3F8oVTa23l57vULVL343mhFNQiaRCtC67joxehko5FSw7nwj0SwG2oE2qxuUEDLtZYPju/aOUZp2K1LmSbQH6t+JDEKt0zAwnSHgjR71+uJ/Xj3B1pGXcRknyCTNF7USYWNk95Owm1wxiiI1AFRxc6tNb0ABRZPX0BbknYf8F30SPFCg0uw2AZk7JjB3NJ5xuNwruwfl/TOT3DHJa5Zskm2yS1xySCrklFRJjVCSkkfyRJ6tF+vd+rA+89aC9TuzTobK+voBieOsFQ==</latexit>

⌃r

<latexit sha1_base64="RpK2NYpJ6Vusl8lcfNtp03mrtyk="></latexit>

Ie = 0

<latexit sha1_base64="RpK2NYpJ6Vusl8lcfNtp03mrtyk="></latexit>

Ie = 0

FIG. 1. Schematic of systems coupled to external reservoirs E: (a) an
SNS junction with a phase bias ϕ; (b) a normal metallic ring threaded
by normalized magnetic flux ϕ. Each system is characterized by an
effective NH Hamiltonian Heff that includes a complex self-energy
Σ from E. In equilibrium, both models maintain persistent currents
I(ϕ) and zero leakage currents IE. (c) and (d) Complex spectra ε±
showing EPs around π (black lines) and persistent current I(ϕ) as a
function of ϕ. The current I(ϕ) calculated using Eq. (1) shows no
signs of singularity at the EPs. Parameters: (c)NL = NM = NR = 4,
NE = 101, t = −∆ = −1, κ = 0.4t, µ = g = −1.1; (d) N = 6,
NE = 101, t = κ = µ = −1, g = 0, ti ∼ t ∗Unif(0.7, 1.3).

This formula is non-perturbative and can also accurately de-
scribe the strong coupling regime. Moreover, it also applies to
the persistent current in a normal mesoscopic ring threaded by
a magnetic flux, as shown in Fig. 1(b). Our results align with
the exact diagonalization of the full Hermitian system includ-
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ing the reservoir and do not exhibit any singularities at EPs
for both models [see Fig. 1(c) and (d)]. We further generalize
Eq. (1) to finite temperatures and find that persistent currents
are reduced, which is also observed when many-body interac-
tions are taken into account. Finally, we show that the signa-
tures of EPs can instead be revealed in the current suscepti-
bility associated with response to a ac phase bias drive. Our
formalism not only clarifies the behavior of persistent currents
in fermionic NH systems but also sets the stage for analyzing
other quantum many-body observables with dissipation.

Phenomenology and methodology.—Initially, we outline a
heuristic explanation of our main findings, deferring the tech-
nical details to subsequent sections and the Supplemental
Material (SM) [47]. We focus, for simplicity, on spinless
fermionic systems with Hamiltonians that depend on a pa-
rameter ϕ, such as in phase-biased SNS junctions Hsys(ϕ) =

C⃗†Hsys(ϕ)C⃗/2, where Hsys(ϕ) is the Bogoliubov-de Gennes
(BdG) Hamiltonian, C⃗ = (c1, . . . , cN, c

†
1, . . . , c

†
N)

T is a 2N -
dimensional spinor, and c†j (cj) is the fermionic creation (anni-
hilation) operator at site j. The discussion below also applies
to normal metals described by Hsys(ϕ) on an N -dimensional
basis C⃗ = (c1, . . . , cN)

T, substituting 2 for 1. For brevity, we
will use calligraphy to denote the first quantized operators and
omit the explicit dependence on ϕ in our notation for Hamil-
tonians, eigenvalues, and eigenvectors hereafter.

For isolated and Hermitian systems Hsys, the persistent cur-
rent Iiso(ϕ) in the many-body ground state E0 follows [48],

Iiso(ϕ) = 2
dE0

dϕ
=
∑
ϵn⩽0

dϵn
dϕ

=
∑
ϵn⩽0

⟨ψn|J |ψn⟩
2

, (2)

where the factor of two stems from the Cooper pair, J =
C⃗†J C⃗/2 is the persistent current operator, ϵn and |ψn⟩ are
eigenvalues and eigenstates of Hsys. Given the local conser-
vation law of nj = c†jcj in the N segment (e.g., the normal
part in SNS junctions), the site-resolved current operator [32],
Jj = −itj(c

†
jcj+1− c†j+1cj), follows the continuity equation:

0 = ṅj = i[Hsys, nj ] = Jj − Jj−1,∀j ∈ N, where tj is the
hopping strength at site j. Therefore, we set J ≡ Jj at the
first site of N and omit the subscript.

To account for dissipation, we posit that the system is cou-
pled to a thermal reservoir E, leading to the emergence of a
complex self-energy Σ(ω) within the system. In the wide
band limit Σ(ω) ≈ Σ(0) [32], the system is effectively de-
scribed by the NH Hamiltonian Heff ≡ Hsys + Σ(0), which
exhibits a complex spectrum εn with Im εn ⩽ 0 and sup-
ports biorthogonal single-particle modes [49]: Heff |ψR

n⟩ =

εn |ψR
n⟩, H

†
eff |ψL

n⟩ = ε∗n |ψL
n⟩, and ⟨ψL

n|ψR
m⟩ = δnm. Us-

ing this biorthogonal basis, we represent the retarded Green’s
function of the system as [50]

Gsys(ω) =
1

ω −Heff
=
∑
n

|ψR
n⟩ ⟨ψL

n|
ω − εn

, (3)

and obtain the density of states operator ρ(ω) = i[Gsys(ω) −
G†

sys(ω)]/2π. In thermal equilibrium, any correlator can be

calculated by ⟨c†i cj⟩ =
∫
⟨j|ρ(ω)|i⟩ fFD(ω)dω, where fFD(ω)

is the Fermi-Dirac distribution of the entire system. Given
fFD(ω) = Θ(−ω) at zero temperature, we derive an analytic
correlator ⟨c†i cj⟩ by integrating over ω:

⟨c†i cj⟩ =
i

2π

∑
n

(
ψL*
niψ

R
nj ln εn − ψR*

niψ
L
nj ln ε

∗
n

)
, (4)

where ψL/R
nj ≡ ⟨j|ψL/R

n ⟩, ln εn ≡ ln |εn| + i arg εn and −π ⩽
arg εn ⩽ 0 [51]. Similarly, ⟨cicj⟩ is obtained by replacing
i with N + i on the right-hand side of Eq. (4). Therefore,
the expectation value of a quadratic Hermitian operator O =
C⃗†OC⃗/2 is [47]

⟨O⟩ = Im
∑
n

⟨O⟩LR
n feff(εn)

2
=

ImTr[Ofeff(Heff)]

2
, (5)

where ⟨O⟩LR
n ≡ ⟨ψL

n|O|ψR
n⟩ and feff(ε) ≡ −(1/π) ln ε acts

as a Fermi-Dirac distribution for NH systems, whose imagi-
nary part reduces to Θ(−ε) as Im ε → 0. Eq. (5) represents
one of our main results. The persistent current I(ϕ) can be
calculated by substituting O with J in Eq. (5). Furthermore,
applying the identity ⟨J ⟩LR

n = 2∂ϕεn for each biorthogonal
single-particle mode and rearranging the derivatives, one can
obtain Eq. (1) and verify that it recovers Eq. (2) in the Her-
mitian limit (see SM [47] for details). It is important to em-
phasize that our Eq. (1) is distinct from a simple continuation
of Eq. (2) to complex eigenvalues

∑
Re εn⩽0 ∂ϕεn (or equiv-

alently the LR-basis current ILR(ϕ) ≡
∑

Re εn⩽0 ⟨J ⟩LR
n /2)

recently proposed in Refs. [44–46], as well as the RR-basis
current IRR(ϕ) ≡

∑
Re εn⩽0 ⟨J ⟩RR

n /2 widely adopted with
post-selection [52–54]. As demonstrated below, both of these
definitions fail to accurately describe the persistent current in
equilibrium, whereas Eq. (1) is in full agreement with the ex-
act diagonalization.

Model reservoir and self-energy.—To validate our findings,
we connect the system Hsys to a NE-site fermionic reservoir
Hres =

∑
j

[
(tc†jcj+1 + H.c.) + gc†jcj

]
, where t < 0 is the

hopping strength and g is the chemical potential. This specific
reservoir is chosen for its dual analytical and numerical mer-
its. First, connecting one end of E to the l-site of the system
via Htun = κ(c†NE

cl + c†l cNE
) with coupling strength κ < 0

will induce a self-energy Σl(0) = Σ(0) ⊗ |l⟩ ⟨l| onto Hsys,
where Σ(0) = −κ2/t2(τzg/2+ i

√
t2 − (g/2)2) and τz is the

Pauli-Z matrix acting in the particle-hole space [31]. This ex-
pression is exact when NE → ∞ and also applies to normal
metals upon removal of τz [47]. Second, the tight-binding
form of Hres allows us to compare Eqs. (1) and (2) by per-
forming an exact diagonalization of the entire Hermitian sys-
tem Htot = Hsys +Hres +Htun. Next, we apply this bench-
mark framework to two concrete NH models: a phase-biased
SNS junction and a normal ring threaded by a magnetic flux.

NH SNS junctions.—The SNS junction is a pivotal platform
for quantum transport, whose Hamiltonian reads

HSNS=
∑

j
(tjc

†
jcj+1 +∆je

−iϕjc†jc
†
j+1 +H.c.)+µc†jcj , (6)
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where ∆j is the superconducting gap with phase ϕj at site j,
µ is the chemical potential and tj = t. The number of sites
in the left, middle and right parts is NL, NM, NR, respectively.
The middle segment is normal metal by setting ∆j = ϕj = 0,
∀j ∈ N ≡ [NL, NL + NM]. The outer segments are super-
conductors ∆j = ∆ ̸= 0 with phase bias applied such that
ϕj = ϕ in the right segment and ϕj = 0 in the left segment.

As depicted in Fig. 1(a), the SNS junction incorporates self-
energies ΣL = Σ1(0) and ΣR = ΣN(0), after being connected
to two separate reservoirs at its ends. This results in an ef-
fective NH Hamiltonian Heff = HSNS + ΣL + ΣR, whose
spectrum exhibits pairs (+εn,−ε∗n) pertaining to the particle-
hole symmetry of NH systems [17]. Fig. 1(c) highlights a
pair of complex spectra ε± with EPs near ϕ = π, where
Re ε± are pinned to zero. The calculation of supercurrents
in the presence of EPs has recently garnered attention and
sparked ongoing debates. As mentioned above, considering
⟨J ⟩LR

n = 2∂ϕεn, a simple generalization of Eq. (2) to com-
plex eigenvalues

∑
Re εn⩽0 ∂ϕεn [44, 45] is equivalent to the

LR-basis current ILR(ϕ) [46]. However, as shown in Fig. 2(a),
this approach results in a divergent supercurrent due to the
non-differentiable nature of EPs. On the other hand, the RR-
basis current IRR(ϕ) has a finite but non-smooth value at EPs,
and also exhibits asymmetry around π. Furthermore, IRR(ϕ)
does not adhere to the local conservation law and will show
distinct curves for different j ∈ N (see SM [47] for details).
In stark contrast, the current I(ϕ) computed by Eq. (1) ex-
hibits no anomalies at EPs. It matches excellently with the
current calculated from Eq. (2) by exact diagonalization for
the entire Hermitian Htot with a large reservoir. Compared
to current Iiso(ϕ) in an isolated SNS junction, we observe
an enhancement in I(ϕ) within the moderate coupling regime
κ = 0.4t. This seemingly counterintuitive effect arises be-
cause the lower-energy mode ε− has a negative contribution
to the current, which is effectively balanced by ε+ due to level
broadening in the NH case. However, as κ/t increases, I(ϕ)
starts to decrease, since dissipation also suppresses the posi-
tive current contribution from other states [47].

NH normal rings.—A mesoscopic ring threaded by a mag-
netic flux Φ also carries a persistent current because the co-
herence length of the wavefunction extends over its entire
circumference [55–58]. The gauge-invariant tight-binding
Hamiltonian is given by [59–61]:

Hring =
∑

j
(tje

−iϕjc†jcj+1 +H.c.) + µc†jcj , (7)

where the normalized magnetic flux ϕN = ϕ = 2πΦ/Φ0 is
placed between the N -th and first site, leaving other ϕj = 0.
Here, Φ0 = h/e is the flux quantum that reflects the peri-
odicity of Eq. (7) in the flux Φ [62]. We account for elastic
scatterings by assigning uniformly random hopping strengths
along the ring [63]. However, since the local conservation law
spans the whole ring, ⟨Jj⟩ remains uniform across all sites.

As illustrated in Fig. 1(b), the fermionic reservoir is con-
nected to a single site within the ring [64], inducing a self-
energy Σ ≡ ΣN(0). Consequently, the ring is described by

-0.1

0

+0.1 (a)

-0.3

0

+0.3 (b)

FIG. 2. Methodological comparisons of persistent currents in two
NH systems: (a) a phase-biased SNS junction; (b) a normal ring
threaded by a magnetic flux. The current I(ϕ) (dashed) computed
by Eq. (1) matches the exact diagonalization (gray) of the full Hermi-
tian system. The isolated system (green) acts as a reference, showing
an enhanced (reduced) current for the SNS (ring) model upon cou-
pling to reservoirs. In (a), LR-basis currents (blue) diverge at the
EPs (black lines), a feature not observed in (b), where a pair of EP-
modes ε± cancel out the divergence. RR-basis currents (red) violate
the local conservation law and exhibit asymmetry around π. The pa-
rameters are the same as in Fig. 1.

Heff = Hring + Σ. When µ = 0, similar to the SNS junc-
tions, the LR-basis current ILR(ϕ) of the ring will diverge
at EPs near ϕ = π. Here, in order to explore different im-
pacts of EPs, we set µ = −1 and shift two EP-modes ε±
below the Fermi level, as depicted in Fig. 1(d). Since ε± con-
tribute to ILR(ϕ) in pairs, their divergences cancel out, result-
ing in a smooth curvature for ILR(ϕ) in Fig. 2(b). The RR-
basis current IRR(ϕ) violates the local conservation law and
exhibits a non-sinusoidal curve due to inhomogeneous hop-
ping strengths. Neither of these approaches can accurately de-
scribe the persistent current I(ϕ). However, the current I(ϕ)
calculated using Eq. (1) aligns with exact diagonalization re-
sults that include a large reservoir. Compared to the current
in the isolated ring, I(ϕ) is reduced because the positive cur-
rent contributions from single-particle modes are diluted by
dissipation-induced level broadening [65]. These conclusions
remain consistent regardless of the number of reservoirs.

Finite temperature and interaction effects.—First, we con-
sider the effect of thermal fluctuations on the persistent current
[66]. This requires integrating the density of states ρ(ω) over
ω using fFD(ω, β) = 1/(eβω +1) and subsequently extending
feff(ε) in Eq. (5) to form an effective NH Fermi-Dirac distri-
bution at finite temperatures:

feff(ε, β) = − 1

π

[
Ψ

(
1

2
+

iβε

2π

)
− iπ

2

]
. (8)

Above, β = 1/kBT , kB is the Boltzmann constant, and Ψ is
the digamma function [67]. Using Eq. (8), we find that at finite
temperatures, Eq. (1) becomes (see SM [47] for details):

I(ϕ, β) =
2

β

d

dϕ
ReTr logΓ

(
1

2
+

iβ

2π
Heff

)
, (9)

where logΓ is the log gamma function [68]. Eq. (9) extends
the expression 2∂ϕF for the persistent current, where F de-
notes the free energy in Hermitian systems [48], to encompass



4

-0.1

0

+0.1
(d)

-0.2

0

+0.2
(e)

FIG. 3. Effects of temperature and interactions on persistent currents I(ϕ) in NH systems. Panels (a) and (b) display I(ϕ) at finite temperatures
β = 1/kBT for an SNS junction and a mesoscopic ring, compared to isolated systems at T = 0 (green). The currents computed using Eq. (9)
(dashed) are consistent with the exact diagonalization (solid), indicating a decrease in I(ϕ) as T increases. (c) Illustration of the imaginary part
of the NH Fermi-Dirac distribution at zero and finite temperatures, where Im feff(ε, β) in Eq. (8) will reduce to the conventional Fermi-Dirac
distribution (dashed) as Im ε → 0. In (d) and (e), many-body interactions are shown to suppress the amplitude of I(ϕ) in both systems. The
parameters are as in Fig. 1. No singularities are found at EPs (black lines) in all cases presented.

NH scenarios. As shown in Fig. 3(a) and (b), Eq. (9) includes
Eq. (1) when at T = 0 and accurately matches the currents
for T ̸= 0 calculated by exact diagonalization. This indicates
a decrease in currents for both systems as T increases. As il-
lustrated in Fig. 3(c), such an excellent agreement is grounded
on the fact that Im feff(ε, β) in Eq. (8) will revert to fFD(ε, β)
as Im ε → 0. The smoothness of persistent currents near EPs
can be attributed to the analytic properties of feff(ε, β) in the
lower complex plane [47].

To examine potential characteristics of EPs in the presence
of many-body interactions, we introduce the electrostatic re-
pulsion Hint = U

∑
j∈N(nj − 1/2)(nj+1 − 1/2), where U

is the interaction strength. In such interacting scenarios, the
first equality in Eq. (2) remains valid for the ground state. To
maintain each reservoir as large as NE = 101, we perform the
density matrix renormalization group (DMRG) algorithm via
DMRGpy [69]. Fig. 3(d)(e) show that as U increases, the am-
plitude of I(ϕ) in both systems will eventually be suppressed
to zero due to the enhanced electron-electron scattering [70].
No signatures of EPs are detected in the current in any of the
cases presented with respect to temperatures and interactions.

Current susceptibility.—To elucidate the presence of EPs
in systems with a phase-dependent spectrum, here we de-
rive their linear response to a time-dependent phase driving
ϕ(τ) = ϕ+ δϕ(τ), with δϕ(τ) ≪ 1. The current susceptibil-
ity that characterizes the response is given by [71–73]:

Π(ϕ, τ) = −iΘ(τ) ⟨[J(τ), J(0)]⟩ . (10)

We first transform Eq. (10) to the frequency space Π(ϕ, ω) =∫
Π(ϕ, τ)e+iωτdτ and use the biorthogonal modes to obtain

ImΠ(ϕ, ω) = πt2j Re[P(ϕ,+ω)− P(ϕ,−ω)] ,
P(ϕ, ω) = Pj+1,j,j+1,j(ω)− Pj,j,j+1,j+1(ω)

+ Pj,j+1,j,j+1(ω)− Pj+1,j+1,j,j(ω) , (11)

with Pijkl(ω) ≡
∫
⟨i|ρ(ω′)|j⟩ ⟨k|ρ(ω + ω′)|l⟩ fFD(ω

′)dω′. In
the case of SNS junctions, P(ϕ, ω) contains four additional
terms stemming from the contributions of the holes [74]. Nev-
ertheless, the integral Pijkl(ω) is shared by both systems and

possesses an analytical expression at T = 0:

Pijkl(ω) =
∑
nm

pnm−
ijkl + pnm̃+

ijkl + pñm−
ijkl + pñm̃+

ijkl

4
, (12)

pnm±
ijkl ≡ ψR

niψ
L*
njψ

R
mkψ

L*
ml

feff(±εn)− feff(±εm ∓ ω)

(±εn)− (±εm ∓ ω)
,

where the tilde over m conjugates the m-eigenvalue and ex-
change L ↔ R on the m-biorthogonal wavefunctions. In the
decoupled limit κ→ 0, Eq. (12) reduces to the Hermitian case
Pijkl(ω) =

∑
nm ψniψ

∗
njψmkψ

∗
mlΘ(−ϵn)δ(ω + ϵn − ϵm).

In NH systems, ImΠ(ϕ, ω) will peak at level transitions
ω = Re εm − Re εn with a larger linewidth due to a finite
Im εm. As shown in Fig. 4, this broadened effect is more ev-
ident when transitions between levels encounter EPs. As κ/t
increases, these peaks will be significantly enhanced and ac-
cumulate towards the regions between EPs. Our results agree
with the full exact diagonalization [47] and are consistent with
the Lindblad formalism [37]: (i) the effect of EPs cannot be
observed in the steady state (including equilibrium); (ii) any
manifestation of an EP has a dynamical nature.

Conclusions and outlook.—In this work, we identified an
effective distribution that captures the quantum many-body

-1

0

+1

FIG. 4. Normalized imaginary part of current susceptibility Π(ϕ, ω)
of NH systems. (a) ImΠ(ϕ, ω) for the SNS junction, incorporat-
ing negative ω to reflect the particle-hole symmetry. (b) ImΠ(ϕ, ω)
for the normal mesoscopic ring. Peaks of ImΠ(ϕ, ω) correspond to
energy level transitions (dashed lines) and are concentrated between
two EPs (black lines). The parameters are the same as in Fig. 1.
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observables of NH fermionic systems in equilibrium. This
distribution, derived microscopically from the biorthogonal
Green’s function, serves as an extension of the Fermi-Dirac
distribution for NH systems. We utilized this formalism in
the context of quantum transport and derived an analytical
equation for the persistent current flowing in SNS junctions
and normal mesoscopic rings connected to reservoirs. We
demonstrated that there are no anomalies in the persistent
currents near EPs, showing that their amplitudes are sup-
pressed by thermal fluctuations and many-body interactions.
Our findings have been validated through exact diagonaliza-
tion with excellent agreement. We conclude that the signa-
tures of EPs are only discernible in a dynamical quantity—the
current susceptibility—rather than a static observable.

Our formalism extends beyond quantum persistent current
transport and holds promise for broader applications. It can
be adapted to systems such as multi-Josephson junctions [75–
77] and quantum spin chains [78], potentially unveiling new
insights into their topological and entanglement characteris-
tics. Furthermore, generalizing this formalism to encompass
non-equilibrium scenarios, such as quantum pumps [79–81],
shows great potential.
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Supplemental Material for “Non-Hermitian Persistent Current Transport”
In this Supplemental Material, we cover: (i) fundamental concepts of Green’s function and self-energy; (ii) a detailed analysis

of the non-Hermitian Fermi-Dirac distribution, including gauge invariance, asymptotic behaviors, and current differentiability
near EPs; (iii) methods for calculating the current susceptibility using non-Hermitian approaches and exact diagonalization; and
(iv) extended numerical verifications, containing low-energy spectra and persistent currents, alongside performance benchmarks
across both weak and strong coupling regimes.

I. EFFECTIVE HAMILTONIAN DERIVATION

The self-energy for normal metals has been pedagogically introduced in Ref. [31]. Here, we outline the main procedures for
incorporating the self-energy into the BdG Hamiltonian and obtain the effective Hamiltonian of superconducting systems.

A. Bare Green’s function of a fermionic reservoir

The tight-binding Hamiltonian of the NE-site 1D fermionic wire with open boundary conditions is given by:

Hres =

NE∑
j=1

(
tc†jcj+1 + tc†j+1cj + gc†jcj

)
= C⃗†HresC⃗ , with Hres =

NE∑
j=1

(
t |j⟩ ⟨j + 1|+ t |j + 1⟩ ⟨j|+ g |j⟩ ⟨j|

)
. (S1)

Its exact single-particle eigenvalues and normalized eigenstates are as follows:

ϵk = 2t cos(k) + g , ⟨j|ψk⟩ = ψkj =
√

2/(NE + 1) sin(kj) , k ∈ {nπ/(NE + 1)}NE

n=1 . (S2)

With these quantities, we can calculate its bare Green’s function gres = 1/(ω −Hres) in the thermodynamic limit NE → ∞,

gres(l,m;ω) =
∑
k

⟨l|ψk⟩ ⟨ψk|m⟩
ω − ϵk

=
1

π

∑
k

π

NE + 1

√
2 sin(kl)

√
2 sin(km)

ω − ϵk
=

1

π

∫ π

0

dk
2 sin(kl) sin(km)

ω − [2t cos(k) + g]

=
1

2π

∫ π

−π

dk
e+ik|l−m| − e+ik|l+m|

ω − [2t cos(k) + g]
=


(−x−

√
x2 − 1)|l−m| − (−x−

√
x2 − 1)|l+m|

+2t
√
x2 − 1

, x =
g − ω

2t
< −1 .

(−x+
√
x2 − 1)|l−m| − (−x+

√
x2 − 1)|l+m|

−2t
√
x2 − 1

, x =
g − ω

2t
> +1 .

(S3)

When ω lies within the bandwidth −1 ⩽ x ⩽ 1, we define the retarded (+) and advanced (−) Green’s function:

g±res(l,m;ω) =
(−x± i

√
1− x2)|l−m| − (−x± i

√
1− x2)|l+m|

±2i|t|
√
1− x2

=
e±ik|l−m| − e±ik|l+m|

±2i|t| sin(k)
, (S4)

where we use t < 0, x = − cos(k) and −x± i
√
1− x2 = e±ik. Next, we focus on the edge Green’s function l = m = 1,

g±edge(ω) ≡ g±res(1, 1;ω) = e±ik/t =
[
(ω − g)/2∓ i

√
t2 − [(ω − g)/2]2

]
/t2 , (S5)

which plays a crucial role in determining the self-energy of the reservoir connected to the system through a point contact.

B. Self-energy induced by a fermionic reservoir

Here we derive the self-energy for the N -site superconducting system, arising from its interaction with the normal reservoir.
To ease the discussion, we assume that the reservoir is coupled to the right end of the system viaHtun = κ(c†NcN+1+c

†
N+1cN), and

rewrite the Hamiltonian of the full systemHtot = C⃗†HtotC⃗/2 in the basis C⃗ = (c1, c
†
1, . . . , cN, c

†
N, cN+1, c

†
N+1, . . . , cN+NE

, c†N+NE
)T

with the first-quantized Hamiltonian Htot = Hsys + H̃res + H̃tun. We denote the extended BdG Hamiltonian with a tilde, e.g.,
H̃res = Hres ⊗ τz is a 2NE × 2NE matrix as an extension of Eq. (S1) with the index j running from N +1 to N +NE, where τz
is the Pauli-Z matrix acting in the particle-hole space and

H̃tun = Htun ⊗ τz =
(
κ |N⟩ ⟨N + 1|+ κ |N + 1⟩ ⟨N |

)
⊗ τz =

[
0 V
V† 0

]
, V =

0 · · · 0
...

. . .
...

κ · · · 0

⊗ τz . (S6)
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Given the bare Green’s function of the system gsys = 1/(ω−Hsys) and the bare Green’s function of the BdG-extended reservoir
g̃res = 1/(ω − H̃res), we compute the Green’s function Gtot of the full system by Dyson equation,

Gtot = gtot + gtotH̃tunGtot ⇐⇒
[
Gsys G12

G21 Gres

]
=

[
gsys 0
0 g̃res

]
+

[
gsys 0
0 g̃res

] [
0 V
V† 0

] [
Gsys G12

G21 Gres

]
. (S7)

By eliminating G12 and G21, we have Gsys = gsys + gsys(V g̃resV†)Gsys ≡ gsys + gsysΣ(ω)Gsys and thus obtain

Gsys(ω) =
1

1/gsys − Σ(ω)
=

1

ω − [Hsys +Σ(ω)]
≡ 1

ω −Heff(ω)
. (S8)

To obtain the explicit form of the self-energy Σ(ω) = V g̃+res(ω)V†, it is more convenient to represent the matrices back to the
basis C⃗ = (c1, . . . , cN, cN+1, . . . , cN+NE

, c†1, . . . , c
†
N, c

†
N+1, . . . , c

†
N+NE

)T, which involves exchanging the particle-hole space and the
lattice space, e.g., H̃res = τz ⊗Hres. As such, we can express the retarded Green’s function of the BdG-extended reservoir with
g±res as

g̃+res(ω) =
1

ω + iη − H̃res

=

[
+1/(+ω + iη −Hres) 0

0 −1/(−ω − iη −Hres)

]
=

[
+g+res(+ω) 0

0 −g−res(−ω)

]
, (S9)

where η is a positive infinitesimal linewidth. Using Eqs. (S5) and (S6), the self-energy is given by

Σ(ω) = κ2
[
+g+edge(+ω) 0

0 −g−edge(−ω)

]
⊗ |N⟩ ⟨N | = κ2

t2

ω − gτz
2

− i

√
t2 −

(
ω − gτz

2

)2
⊗ |N⟩ ⟨N | . (S10)

The expression above represents the self-energy for the right-edge coupling. By replacing the lattice indexN with l in Eq. (S10),
one can similarly derive the self-energy Σl(ω) for a system whose l-site is connected to the reservoir. The self-energy Σ(ω)
takes care of the couplings and contains all essential information about the external reservoir. Hence, as shown in Eq. (S8),
Heff(ω) = Hsys + Σ(ω) effectively governs the dynamics of the system coupled to the reservoir. So far, we have not made any
approximation except forNE → ∞. Since we are interested in the low-energy sector, we adopt the wide-band limit Σ(ω) ≈ Σ(0)
and interpret Heff ≡ Heff(0) as an effective Hamiltonian for the system [32]. To this end, the self-energy for the superconducting
system is Σl(0) = −κ2/t2(τzg/2+i

√
t2 − (g/2)2)⊗|l⟩ ⟨l|, which also applies to normal metallic systems when τz is removed.

The effective Hamiltonian of the superconducting system possesses a particle-hole symmetry Heff = −τxH∗
effτx, which is

inherited from the self-energy Σ(0) = −τxΣ∗(0)τx, where τx is the Pauli-X acting in the particle-hole space. This symmetry
ensures that its complex spectra consist of pairs (+εn,−ε∗n), as illustrated in Fig. 1(c) and Fig. S1(a).

II. NON-HERMITIAN FERMI-DIRAC DISTRIBUTION

A. Derivation

To compute the correlator ⟨c†i cj⟩ =
∫
⟨j|ρ(ω)|i⟩ fFD(ω)dω, the conventional way is to decompose ρ(ω) into two parts:

ρ(ω) =
i

2π

∑
n

[
|ψR

n⟩ ⟨ψL
n|

ω − εn
− |ψL

n⟩ ⟨ψR
n|

ω − ε∗n

]
=

i

2π

∑
n

[
|ψR

n⟩ ⟨ψL
n|

ω − (Re εn + i Im εn)
− |ψL

n⟩ ⟨ψR
n|

ω − (Re εn − i Im εn)

]
(S11)

=
i

2π

∑
n

[
(|ψR

n⟩ ⟨ψL
n| − |ψL

n⟩ ⟨ψR
n|)

(ω − Re εn)

(ω − Re εn)2 + (Im εn)2
+ (|ψR

n⟩ ⟨ψL
n|+ |ψL

n⟩ ⟨ψR
n|)

i Im εn
(ω − Re εn)2 + (Im εn)2

]
.

In the context of a Hermitian system where Im εn → 0, the first part contributes to a principal value (PV) while the second part
becomes a Lorentzian. In the weak coupling limit |ψL

n⟩ ≈ |ψR
n⟩, the PV term is close to zero and thus is often omitted in the

literature [40]. However, we have found that this term is crucial for correctly evaluating observables at EPs, which are typically
encountered in the strong-coupling regime. As such, we choose to calculate the correlator by analyzing the branch cut of ln(ε)
along the negative real axis. Before delving into the technical details, we first introduce the following useful identities:

lim
η→0

ln(ϵ± iη) = ln |ϵ| ± iπΘ(−ϵ) , lim
ω→−∞

ln(ω + εn) = C+ iπ sgn(Im εn) ,
∑
n

(
ψL*
niψ

R
njC
)
= δijC , (S12)
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where εn ∈ C, ϵ ∈ R, η > 0, and C represents any εn-independent constant. This includes the scenario where C grows
logarithmically towards infinity, rendering any initial dependence on εn negligible in that limit. Consequently, we obtain

⟨c†i cj⟩ =
i

2π

∫ 0

−∞

∑
n

(
ψL*
niψ

R
nj

ω − εn
−
ψR*
niψ

L
nj

ω − ε∗n

)
dω =

i

2π

∑
n

[
ψL*
niψ

R
nj ln(ω − εn)− ψR*

niψ
L
nj ln(ω − ε∗n)

] ∣∣0
−∞

=
i

2π

∑
n

[
ψL*
niψ

R
nj

(
ln(−εn)− (C+ iπ)

)
− ψR*

niψ
L
nj

(
ln(−ε∗n)− (C− iπ)

)]
=

i

2π

∑
n

[
ψL*
niψ

R
nj

(
ln |εn|+ i(arg εn + π)− (+iπ)

)
− ψR*

niψ
L
nj

(
ln |εn| − i(arg εn + π)− (−iπ)

)]
=

i

2π

∑
n

(
ψL*
niψ

R
nj ln εn − ψR*

niψ
L
nj ln ε

∗
n

)
≡ 1

2i

∑
n

[
ψL*
niψ

R
njfeff(εn)− ψR*

niψ
L
njf

∗
eff(εn)

]
, (S13)

where we use the identities in Eq. (S12) to cancel out C. For T ̸= 0, we can perform the integrals using the residue theorem:

⟨c†i cj⟩ =
i

2π

∫ ∞

−∞

1

eβω + 1

∑
n

(
ψL*
niψ

R
nj

ω − εn
−
ψR*
niψ

L
nj

ω − ε∗n

)
dω

=
i

2π

∑
n

{
ψL*
niψ

R
nj

1

2

[
−2πi

eβεn + 1
−

∞∑
m=1

(
m− 1

2
+

iβεn
2π

)−1

−
∞∑

m=1

(
m− 1

2
− iβεn

2π

)−1
]

− ψR*
niψ

L
nj

1

2

[
+2πi

eβε
∗
n + 1

−
∞∑

m=1

(
m− 1

2
+

iβε∗n
2π

)−1

−
∞∑

m=1

(
m− 1

2
− iβε∗n

2π

)−1
]}

=
i

2π

∑
n

{
ψL*
niψ

R
nj

[
Ψ

(
1

2
+

iβεn
2π

)
− iπ

2

]
− ψR*

niψ
L
nj

[
Ψ

(
1

2
+

iβεn
2π

)
− iπ

2

]∗}
≡ 1

2i

∑
n

[
ψL*
niψ

R
njfeff(εn, β)− ψR*

niψ
L
njf

∗
eff(εn, β)

]
. (S14)

Above, we use the following identities to simplify the sum of residue at {(m− 1/2)2πi/β}m∈Z to the digamma function [67]:

M∑
m=1

1

m+ z − 1
= Ψ(M + z)−Ψ(z) , z ∈ C =⇒

∞∑
m=1

(
m− 1

2
± iβε

2π

)−1

= C−Ψ

(
1

2
± iβε

2π

)
,

Ψ(1− z)−Ψ(z) = π cot(πz) , z ∈ C =⇒ Ψ

(
1

2
− iβε

2π

)
−Ψ

(
1

2
+

iβε

2π

)
=

πi

e+βε + 1
− πi

e−βε + 1
, (S15)

and utilize identities in Eq. (S12) to eliminate C and finally obtain Eq. (S14) with the NH Fermi-Dirac distribution feff(ε, β). It
is evident that the biorthogonality of the wavefunctions is essential to cancel out the divergence in the integral. The anomalous
correlator ⟨cicj⟩ =

∫
⟨j|ρ(ω)|N + i⟩ fFD(ω)dω can be obtained similarly by replacing i with N + i in Eqs. (S13)-(S14).

Therefore, a general quadratic Hermitian operator O = C⃗†OC⃗/2 can be computed by

⟨O⟩ = 1

2i

∑
n

[
⟨ψL

n|O|ψR
n⟩

2
feff(εn)−

⟨ψR
n|O|ψL

n⟩
2

f∗eff(εn)

]
= Im

∑
n

⟨ψL
n|O|ψR

n⟩
2

feff(εn) =
ImTr[Ofeff(Heff)]

2
, (S16)

while other non-quadratic operators can be calculated using Wick’s theorem.

B. Gauge invariance

To examine the gauge invariance of the NH Fermi-Dirac distribution feff , we start with a Lemma for the correlators in
Eqs. (S13)-(S14):

Lemma 1. Given two εn-independent complex numbers C1 and C2, applying two separate transformations on the NH Fermi-
Dirac distribution feff → feff + C1 and its conjugate f∗eff → [feff + C2]

∗ will keep ⟨cicj⟩ unchanged while transforming

⟨c†i cj⟩ → ⟨c†i cj⟩+
1

2i
δij(C1 − C∗

2 ) . (S17)
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This Lemma naturally follows from the biorthogonality of wavefunctions in Eq. (S12) and contributes the following theorem:

Theorem 1. Observables are invariant under the gauge transformation on the NH Fermi-Dirac distribution feff → feff + R.

Proof. According to Eq. (S17) in Lemma 1, the correlator ⟨c†i cj⟩ remains unchanged when C1 = C∗
2 . In general, C1 is not

required to be equal to C2. However, this results in two NH Fermi-Dirac distributions feff + C1 and feff + C2 within a single
correlator. Hence, we set C1 = C2 = C and find ⟨c†i cj⟩ → ⟨c†i cj⟩+ δijIm(C), which directly leads to

⟨O⟩ → ⟨O⟩+Tr(O) Im(C) . (S18)

Therefore, the observable computed by a general quadratic Hermitian operator in Eq. (5) is gauge-invariant when C ∈ R.

Corollary 1. Observables associated with traceless operators are invariant under gauge transformations of two NH Fermi-
Dirac distributions feff → feff + C1 and f∗eff → [feff + C2]

∗, where C1 and C2 are two εn-independent complex numbers.

This Corollary can be readily derived from Eq. (S17) in Lemma 1 and Eq. (S18) in Theorem 1. An paradigmatic instance for a
traceless operator is the persistent current operator J studied in this work. To obtain the analytical expression in Eq. (1) at zero
temperature, we transform feff by assigning specific values to C1 and C2:

I(ϕ) =
i

2π

∑
n

(
dεn
dϕ

ln εn − dε∗n
dϕ

ln ε∗n

)
=

i

2π

∑
n

[
dεn
dϕ

(ln εn + 1)− dε∗n
dϕ

(ln ε∗n + 1)

]
, with C1 = C2 = − 1

π
,

=
i

2π

d

dϕ

∑
n

(εn ln εn − ε∗n ln ε
∗
n) = − 1

π

d

dϕ
Im
∑
n

εn ln εn = − 1

π

d

dϕ
ImTr (Heff lnHeff) . (S19)

One can proceed to transform with C1 = 0, C2 = +i and exploit the particle-hole symmetry of superconductors, ε−n = −ε∗n,
to obtain i/π ∂ϕTr(Heff lnHeff) that is specific for supercurrents. In the same vein, the persistent current at T ̸= 0 is given by

I(ϕ) =
i

2π

∑
n

{
dεn
dϕ

[
Ψ

(
1

2
+

iβεn
2π

)
− iπ

2

]
− dε∗n

dϕ

[
Ψ

(
1

2
+

iβεn
2π

)
− iπ

2

]∗}
, with C1 = C2 = − i

2
,

=
i

2π

∑
n

[
dεn
dϕ

Ψ

(
1

2
+

iβεn
2π

)
− dε∗n

dϕ
Ψ

(
1

2
− iβε∗n

2π

)]
=

1

β

d

dϕ

∑
n

[
logΓ

(
1

2
+

iβεn
2π

)
+ logΓ

(
1

2
+

iβεn
2π

)∗]
=

2

β

d

dϕ

∑
n

Re logΓ

(
1

2
+

iβεn
2π

)
=

2

β

d

dϕ
ReTr logΓ

(
1

2
+

iβ

2π
Heff

)
. (S20)

Similarly, the particle-hole symmetry of superconductors implies ε−n = −ε∗n, which in turn can be used to eliminate the Re
operation for supercurrents.

C. Asymptotic behavior

We denote ϵ = Re ε and summarize the asymptotic behavior of feff in the Hermitian limit where Im ε→ 0,

feff(ε) =


− 1

π
ln |ϵ|+ iΘ(−ϵ) , T = 0

− 1

π
Re

[
Ψ

(
1

2
+

iβϵ

2π

)]
+ i

1

eβϵ + 1
, T ̸= 0

=⇒ Im feff(ε) =

fFD(ϵ) = Θ(−ϵ) , T = 0

fFD(ϵ, β) =
1

eβϵ + 1
, T ̸= 0

, (S21)

which is illustrated in Fig. 3(c). To extract the asymptotic behavior for the inverse temperature β = 1/kBT we write:

feff(ε, β) =


− 1

π

[
�
�
�
��

ln

(
β

2π

)
+ ln(ε)− π2

6β2ε2

]
∼= − 1

π

(
ln ε− π2

6β2ε2

)
, β → ∞

− 1

π

[
�
�
��Ψ

(
1

2

)
− iπ

(1
2
− βε

4

)]
∼= i
(1
2
− βε

4

)
, β → 0

, (S22)

where we use ∼= to represent the gauge equivalence after eliminating real constants according to Theorem 1. The first line goes
back to the T = 0 expression. The imaginary of the second line is consistent with the expansion of fFD(ε, β) at β → 0. The
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asymptotic behavior of the persistent current I(ϕ) in the Hermitian limit is summarized below:

I(ϕ) =



− 1

π

d

dϕ
Im
∑
n

ϵn [���ln |ϵn| − iπΘ(−ϵn)] =
d

dϕ

∑
n⩽0

ϵn =
dE0

dϕ︸ ︷︷ ︸
normal metal

= 2
d

dϕ

∑
n⩽0

ϵn
2

= 2
dE0

dϕ︸ ︷︷ ︸
superconductor

, T = 0

1

β

d

dϕ

∑
n

[
������
ln(2π) +

βϵn
2

− ln(1 + eβϵn)
]
=

d

dϕ

(
lnZ

−β

)
=

dF

dϕ
, normal metal

1

β

d

dϕ

∑
n

[
���ln(2π)− ln(e+βϵn/2 + e−βϵn/2)

]
= 2

d

dϕ

∑
n⩾0

[
− 1

β
ln(e+βϵn/2 + e−βϵn/2)

]
= 2

dF

dϕ
, superconductor

where Z is the partition function, F is the free energy, and we remove the crossed terms based on the fact that the trace of the
Hamiltonian is independent of ϕ. To obtain the last two lines at finite temperatures, we should utilize the reflection identity of
logΓ [68] to expand the ReTr term in Eq. (9):

logΓ(1− z) + logΓ(z) = ln(π)− ln sin(πz) , z =
1

2
+

iβϵ

2π
, −1

2
< Re(z) <

π

2
, ϵ ∈ R . (S23)

D. Current differentiability near EPs

In the vicinity of a second-order EP at εEP, the eigenvalues ε±(ϕ) follow a square-root scaling as a function of ϕ:

ε±(ϕ) = εEP ±
√
s(ϕ) = µ− iν(ϕ)±

√
s(ϕ), ε′±(ϕ) = −iν′(ϕ)± s′(ϕ)

2
√
s(ϕ)

, (S24)

where ν(ϕ) and s(ϕ) are bounded functions and smoothly vary as ϕ [21]. We use an EP-subscript to represent the value of
a variable at EP. The derivatives of two EP-modes ε′±(ϕEP) are divergent at the EP due to the function inside the square root
limϕ→ϕEP

s(ϕ) = 0. In the following discussion on differentiability, we omit the explicit dependence on ϕ unless otherwise
stated. We first analyze the trace term in the persistent current I(ϕ) = −1/π ∂ϕImTr(Heff lnHeff) at T = 0,

Tr(Heff lnHeff) =
∑
n=±

εn ln εn +
∑
n ̸=±

εn ln εn =
ε+ − ε−

2
(ln ε+ − ln ε−) +

ε+ + ε−
2

(ln ε+ + ln ε−) +
∑
n ̸=±

εn ln εn

=
√
s(ϕ)(ln ε+ − ln ε−) + [µ− iν(ϕ)](ln ε+ + ln ε−) +

∑
n ̸=±

εn ln εn . (S25)

The last term above is from the bulk states and is differentiable near EPs, thus we can only analyze the EP-modes ε±(ϕ),

d

dϕ

∑
n=±

εn ln εn = ε′+(1 + ln ε+) + ε′−(1 + ln ε−) =
ε′+ − ε′−

2
(ln ε+ − ln ε−) +

ε′+ + ε′−
2

(2 + ln ε+ + ln ε−) (S26)

= s′(ϕ)
ln
(
εEP +

√
s(ϕ)

)
− ln

(
εEP −

√
s(ϕ)

)
2
√
s(ϕ)

− iν′(ϕ)
[
2 + ln

(
εEP +

√
s(ϕ)

)
+ ln

(
εEP −

√
s(ϕ)

)]
,

where we substitute the square-root expansion in Eq. (S24). Using limϕ→ϕEP
s(ϕ) = 0, we obtain

lim
ϕ→ϕEP

d

dϕ

∑
n=±

εn ln εn =
s′(ϕEP)

εEP
− iν′(ϕEP)(2 + 2 ln εEP) = −π

[
s′(ϕEP)f

′
eff(εEP)− 2iν′(ϕEP)

(
feff(εEP)−

1

π

)]
. (S27)

Following similar steps, we obtain the contribution of two EP-modes in the trace term at T ̸= 0,

lim
ϕ→ϕEP

d

dϕ

∑
n=±

logΓ

(
1

2
+

iβεn
2π

)
=
β

2i

[
s′(ϕEP)f

′
eff(εEP, β)− 2iν′(ϕEP)

(
feff(εEP, β)−

i

2

)]
. (S28)

Due to the analyticity of feff(ε, β) in the lower complex plane, both Eqs. (S27) and (S28) are bounded, ensuring that the persistent
current I(ϕ) exhibits a continuous and smooth behavior in the vicinity of EPs.
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III. CURRENT SUSCEPTIBILITY

A. Non-Hermitian approach

The current susceptibility in superconducting systems can be expanded into a set of four-point electronic correlators by
substituting the site-resolved current operator in the Heisenberg picture J(τ) = −itj [c

†
j(τ)cj+1(τ)− c†j+1(τ)cj(τ)]:

Π(τ) = −iΘ(τ) ⟨[J(τ), J(0)]⟩ = −iΘ(τ)(−t2j ) ⟨[c
†
j(τ)cj+1(τ)− c†j+1(τ)cj(τ), c

†
jcj+1 − c†j+1cj ]⟩ (S29)

= iΘ(τ)t2j

[
⟨[c†j(τ)cj+1(τ), c

†
jcj+1]⟩ − ⟨[c†j(τ)cj+1(τ), c

†
j+1cj ]⟩+ ⟨[c†j+1(τ)cj(τ), c

†
j+1cj ]⟩ − ⟨[c†j+1(τ)cj(τ), c

†
jcj+1]⟩

]
,

where we denote cj ≡ cj(0) and omit the subscript in J ≡ Jj , since j is always set at the first site of N. Using identities for the
propagator ig̃(τ) and the lesser Green’s function [41],

{ci(τ), c†j} = ig̃i,j(τ) , {ci(τ), cj} = ig̃i,N+j(τ) , {c†i (τ), c
†
j} = ig̃N+i,j(τ) , (S30)

⟨c†i cj(τ)⟩ =
∫

dωe−iωτfFD(ω)ρj,i(ω) , ⟨cicj(τ)⟩ =
∫

dωe−iωτfFD(ω)ρj,N+i(ω) , ⟨c†i c
†
j(τ)⟩ =

∫
dωe−iωτfFD(ω)ρN+j,i(ω) ,

we can transform the four-point electronic correlator to an integral involving the density of state operator ρi,j(ω) ≡ ⟨i|ρ(ω)|j⟩,

⟨[c†i (τ)cj(τ), c
†
kcl]⟩ =

∫ ∞

−∞
dω1dω2fFD(ω1)

[
ρj,k(ω2)ρl,i(ω1)e

−i(ω1−ω2)(−τ) − ρl,i(ω2)ρj,k(ω1)e
−i(ω1−ω2)(+τ)

+ ρN+k,i(ω2)ρj,N+l(ω1)e
−i(ω1−ω2)(+τ) − ρj,N+l(ω2)ρN+k,i(ω1)e

−i(ω1−ω2)(−τ)
]
. (S31)

Substituting Eq. (S31) back to each four-point correlator in Eq. (S29), and then performing the Fourier transform, we get

Π(ω) =

∫
dτΠ(τ)e+iωτ = (−t2j )

∫ ∞

−∞
dω1dω2

fFD(ω1)− fFD(ω2)

ω + ω1 − ω2 + iη
(S32)

×
{
[ρj+1,j(ω1)ρj+1,j(ω2)− ρj,j(ω1)ρj+1,j+1(ω2) + ρj,j+1(ω1)ρj,j+1(ω2)− ρj+1,j+1(ω1)ρj,j(ω2)]+

[ρN+j+1,j(ω1)ρj+1,N+j(ω2)− ρN+j,j(ω1)ρj+1,N+j+1(ω2) + ρN+j,j+1(ω1)ρj,N+j+1(ω2)− ρN+j+1,j+1(ω1)ρj,N+j(ω2)]
}
.

Using the identify limη→0+ [1/(x± iη)] = PV (1/x)∓ iπδ(x), we obtain its imaginary part

Im Π(ω) = πt2j

∫ ∞

−∞
dω1dω2δ(ω + ω1 − ω2)[fFD(ω1)− fFD(ω2)] (S33)

× Re
{
[ρj+1,j(ω1)ρj+1,j(ω2)− ρj,j(ω1)ρj+1,j+1(ω2) + ρj,j+1(ω1)ρj,j+1(ω2)− ρj+1,j+1(ω1)ρj,j(ω2)]+

[ρN+j+1,j(ω1)ρj+1,N+j(ω2)− ρN+j,j(ω1)ρj+1,N+j+1(ω2) + ρN+j,j+1(ω1)ρj,N+j+1(ω2)− ρN+j+1,j+1(ω1)ρj,N+j(ω2)]
}
.

Specifically in the zero temperature fFD(ω) = Θ(−ω), we can exploit the δ-function to integrate out ω2 and thus obtain Eq. (11)
in the main text. The integral Pijkl(ω) ≡

∫ 0

−∞ ⟨i|ρ(ω′)|j⟩ ⟨k|ρ(ω + ω′)|l⟩dω′ can be analytically derived as follows:

Pijkl(ω) =
( i

2π

)2 ∫ 0

−∞

∑
nm

[
⟨i|ψR

n⟩ ⟨ψL
n|j⟩

ω′ − εn
− ⟨i|ψL

n⟩ ⟨ψR
n|j⟩

ω′ − ε∗n

] [
⟨k|ψR

m⟩ ⟨ψL
m|l⟩

ω′ + ω − εm
− ⟨k|ψL

m⟩ ⟨ψR
m|l⟩

ω′ + ω − ε∗m

]
dω′

=
( i

2π

)2∑
nm

∫ 0

−∞

[
ψR
niψ

L*
nj

ω′ − εn

ψR
mkψ

L*
ml

ω′ + ω − εm
−
ψR
niψ

L*
nj

ω′ − εn

ψL
mkψ

R*
ml

ω′ + ω − ε∗m
+
ψL
niψ

R*
nj

ω′ − ε∗n

ψL
mkψ

R*
ml

ω′ + ω − ε∗m
−
ψL
niψ

R*
nj

ω′ − ε∗n

ψR
mkψ

L*
ml

ω′ + ω − εm

]
dω′

=
( i

2π

)2∑
nm

[
+ ψR

niψ
L*
njψ

R
mkψ

L*
ml

ln(−εn)− ln(−εm + ω)

εn − εm + ω
− ψR

niψ
L*
njψ

L
mkψ

R*
ml

ln(+εn)− ln(+ε∗m − ω)

εn − ε∗m + ω

+ ψL
niψ

R*
njψ

L
mkψ

R*
ml

ln(−ε∗n)− ln(−ε∗m + ω)

ε∗n − ε∗m + ω
− ψL

niψ
R*
njψ

R
mkψ

L*
ml

ln(+ε∗n)− ln(+εm − ω)

ε∗n − εm + ω

]
. (S34)

One can simplify Eq. (S34) into Eq. (12) by using feff(ε) = −(1/π) ln ε and the definition of pnm±
ijkl in the main text.
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B. Exact diagonalization

In the Hermitian case, the time evolution of the fermionic operator in superconducting systems can be expressed as cj(τ) =∑
n[un(j)e

−iϵnτdn + v∗n(j)e
+iϵnτd†n], where it involves a set of Bogoliubons dn with energy ϵn and the wavefunction ψn =

[ψn(1), . . . , ψn(N), ψn(N + 1), . . . , ψn(2N)]T = [un(1), . . . , un(N), vn(1), . . . , vn(N)]T. Hence, the current operator reads

J(τ) = −tj
∑
nm

[
Anme+i(ϵn−ϵm)τd†ndm +Bnme−i(ϵn+ϵm)τdndm +B∗

mne
+i(ϵn+ϵm)τd†nd

†
m + Cnm

]
,

Anm = i[u∗n(j)um(j + 1)− u∗n(j + 1)um(j)]− i[vm(j)v∗n(j + 1)− vm(j + 1)v∗n(j)] ,

Bnm = i[vn(j)um(j + 1)− vn(j + 1)um(j)] , Cnm = iδnm[vn(j)v
∗
n(j + 1)− vn(j + 1)v∗n(j)] . (S35)

The current susceptibility Π(τ) and its Fourier transform Π(ω) can be calculated using the occupation of Bogoliubons ⟨d†ndm⟩ =
δnmfFD(ϵn) (refer to Appendix D of Ref. [82] for a pedagogical derivation),

Π(τ) = −iΘ(τ) ⟨[J(τ), J(0)]⟩ = −iΘ(τ)t2j
∑
nm

{
AnmAmne

+i(ϵn−ϵm)τ [fFD(ϵn)− fFD(ϵm)]

+Bnm(B∗
nm −B∗

mn)e
−i(ϵn+ϵm)τ [f(−ϵn)− fFD(ϵm)] +B∗

mn(Bmn −Bnm)e+i(ϵn+ϵm)τ [fFD(ϵn)− f(−ϵm)]
}
,

Π(ω) =

∫
dτΠ(τ)e+iωτ = t2j

∑
nm

[
AnmAmn

fFD(ϵn)− fFD(ϵm)

ω + ϵn − ϵm + iη

+Bnm(B∗
mn −B∗

nm)
fFD(ϵm) + fFD(ϵn)− 1

ω − ϵn − ϵm + iη
+B∗

mn(Bnm −Bmn)
1− fFD(ϵm)− fFD(ϵn)

ω + ϵn + ϵm + iη

]
. (S36)

We remark that Eqs. (S35) and (S36) still apply to normal metals by setting all the wavefunctions vn = 0. This enables us to
perform an exact diagonalization of the full Hermitian system Htot including a large reservoir, whose results are presented in
Fig. S4 and show excellent agreement with the effective NH Hamiltonian approach in Fig. 4.

IV. ADDITIONAL NUMERICAL VERIFICATIONS

We provide additional low-energy spectra of NH systems in Fig. S1 as a supplement to Fig. 1, comparing them with the
spectra of the decoupled Hermitian system. The slopes of these spectra indicate whether a mode’s contribution to the current
is positive or negative. In the parameter setting of SNS junctions shown in Fig. S1(a), the EP-modes ε± do not dominate the
current; instead, it is primarily contributed by the adjacent mode below. Because of their opposite slopes, in the Hermitian case,
the lower-energy mode ε− has a negative contribution to the current, which is effectively counterbalanced by ε+ due to level
broadening in the NH case. In the normal ring illustrated in Fig. S1(b), however, we observe that any positive contributions from
single-particle modes are consistently moderated by the dissipation-induced level broadening.

Fig. S2 is presented to complement the analysis of persistent currents discussed in Fig. 2. The RR-basis current IRR(ϕ)
exhibits peculiar shifts at different sites within the system, highlighting its violation of local conservation laws. Additionally, the
imaginary part of the LR-basis current Im[ILR(ϕ)] is included to illustrate its similarity with its real part Re[ILR(ϕ)].

We further investigate how the current amplitudes Imax vary with coupling strength κ/t across different regimes in Fig. S3.
Panel (a) highlights the dual role of the thermal reservoir in the SNS junctions, where it enhances the current in the weak coupling

-0.4

0

+0.4 (a)

-3

-1

+1 (b)

FIG. S1. Supplemental plots for Fig. 1: (a) SNS junction and (b) nor-
mal metallic ring. The real parts of the low-energy spectra (colorful
lines) vary with ϕ, compared to the real spectra of the isolated system
(gray lines). Their curvature has been altered by dissipation.

-0.1

0

+0.1 (a)

-1

0

0.5 (b)

FIG. S2. Supplemental plots for Fig. 2: (a) SNS junction and (b)
normal metallic ring, where Iiso(ϕ) (gray) acts as a reference. IRR(ϕ)
(red) shifts at different j ∈ N, while Im[ILR(ϕ)] (dashed) displays the
same divergent or finite curve as Re[ILR(ϕ)].
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0 5

0.1 (a)

0 3

0.2 (b)

FIG. S3. The current amplitudes variation with the coupling strength
κ: (a) increases for small κ in SNS junctions, but decreases for larger
κ. (b) monotonically reduces as κ increases in normal rings. The cur-
rent amplitude Imax calculated by Eq. (1) closely matches the exact
diagonalization Imax

tot across all κ examined.

-1

0

+1

FIG. S4. Supplemental plots for Fig. 4, where ImΠ(ϕ, ω) is solved
by exact diagonalization of Eq. (S36). We set η = 0.03 for both
(a) the SNS junction and (b) the normal mesoscopic ring. Same as the
NH case, the level broadened effect is evident between two EPs (black
lines). The other parameters are the same as in Fig. 1.

regime but acts to suppress it under strong coupling conditions. Panel (b) shows a monotonic decrease in current amplitudes
with increasing coupling strength in normal rings, aligning with the notion that dissipation suppresses the current amplitudes. In
both models, the current amplitudes computed by Eq. (1) closely match those obtained through exact diagonalization across all
examined coupling regimes, confirming its non-perturbative nature.

Fig. S4 presents supplemental data for Fig. 4. The current susceptibility calculated by Eq. (11) is consistent with Eq. (S36)
through exact diagonalization of the entire Hermitian system, including a large reservoir. This confirms the signatures of EPs
and validates the effectiveness of our analytical approach in capturing the dynamics of NH systems.
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