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The non-Hermitian skin effect (NHSE) is a fascinating phenomenon in nonequilibrium systems
where eigenstates massively localize at the systems’ boundaries, pumping (quasi-)particles loaded
in these systems unidirectionally to the boundaries. Its interplay with many-body effects have
been vigorously studied recently, and inter-particle repulsion or Fermi degeneracy pressure have
been shown to limit the boundary accumulation induced by the NHSE both in their eigensolutions
and dynamics. However, in this work we found that anyonic statistics can even more profoundly
affect the NHSE dynamics, suppressing or even reversing the state dynamicss against the localizing
direction of the NHSE. This phenomenon is found to be more pronounced when more particles are
involved. The spreading of quantum information in this system shows even more exotic phenomena,
where NHSE affects only the information dynamics for a thermal ensemble, but not that for a single
initial state. Our results open up a new avenue on exploring novel non-Hermitian phenomena arisen
from the interplay between NHSE and anyonic statistics, and can potentially be demonstrated in
ultracold atomic quantum simulators and quantum computers.

Introduction.— Picking up an arbitrary phase factor
after exchange, anyons represent a more general calss of
particles [1–3], whose unusual statistics induce many fas-
cinating phenomena [4–15] and hold the promise to even-
tual fault-tolerant topological quantum computation and
information processing [16–23]. Originally considered
as two-dimensional quasiparticles, 1D anyonic statis-
tics have also been predicted to emerge in cold bosonic
atoms [9, 10] and photonic systems [9, 10, 24, 25], and
have been emulated in circuit lattices by mapping their
eigenmodes to two-anyon eigenstates [26, 27]. Assisted
by Floquet engineering, arbitrary statistical phase of 1D
anyons has been recently realized by Greiner’s group [15]
in cold atom systems.

In the recent years, great attention has also been drawn
towards another physical mechanism behind asymmetric
dynamics, the non-Hermitian skin effect (NHSE) [28, 29],
which manifests as collosal accumulation of static eigen-
wavefunctions and states evolving over time [30–45]. En-
tering the realm of many-body physics, novel exten-
sions of NHSE have been uncovered during the past
few years [46–59]. In particular, it has been found that
NHSE can induce real-space Fermi surfaces for fermions
and boundary condensation for bosons [49–51], while
the latter will be suppressed by a strong repulsive in-
teraction [48, 52]. In a recent study, an occupation-
dependent NHSE is uncovered for hardcore bosons and
fermions, whose different exchange symmetries lead to
distinguishable behaviors despite residing in the same
Fock space [59]. On the other hand, the interplay be-
tween anyonic statistics and NHSE still remains largely
unexplored.

In this paper, we report the discovery of a dynami-
cal suppression of NHSE in a 1D non-Hermitian anyon-
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Hubbard model, revealing the intricate consequences of
anyonic statistics acting on non-Hermitian physics. Ex-
plicitly, we find that the dynamical evolution is not al-
ways in accordance with the static localization direction
of eigenstates, which suffer from qualitatively the same
NHSE at different statistical angles of the anyons. In
particular, the state evolution may even experience a re-
versed density pumping process, during which the density
evolves against the non-Hermitian pumping direction in-
duced by NHSE. Such a reversed pumping is found to be
more pronounced when increasing the number of parti-
cles loaded in the system. More drastically, by examining
the out-of-time-ordered correlator (OTOC), we find that
the information spreading is dominated by NHSE for a
thermal ensemble, but immune to NHSE for a single ini-
tial state at zero temperature.
NHSE in a 1D anyonic lattice.— We consider a

one-dimensional non-Hermitian anyon-Hubbard model
(NHAHM) described by the Hamiltonian

ĤA = −
L−1∑
j=1

(
JLâ

†
j âj+1 + JRâ

†
j+1âj

)
+
U

2

L∑
j=1

n̂j(n̂j − 1),

(1)
where JL = e−α and JR = eα with α > 0 describe
the non-Hermitian nearest-neighbor hopping amplitudes
that induce NHSE, U is the onsite Hubbard interaction,

and n̂j = â†j âj . The communication relations are obeyed

by the anyonic creation (â†j) and annihilation (âj) oper-
ators,

[âj , âk]θ ≡ âj âk − e−iθsgn(j−k)âkâj = 0,

[âj , â
†
k]−θ ≡ âj â

†
k − eiθsgn(j−k)â†kâj = δjk,

(2)

where sgn(x) is the sign function and θ is the statisti-
cal angle. θ = 0 and θ = π represent normal bosons
and “pseudofermions” that obey bosonic statistic only
when occupying the same lattice site, respectively [9].
Via a generalized Jordan-Wigner transformation âj =
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FIG. 1. Static properties and density evolutions for N = 2 particles with different statistical angles θ and interaction strength
U . (a) Bosons (θ = 0) with zero interaction, with (a1) eigenenergies of the model under PBCs (red) and OBCs (blue); (a2)
particle distribution ρ(x) of all many-body eigenstates (pink); and (a3) density evolution for two particles evenly distributed
at the center of the 1D chain. (b), (c), and (d) displayed the same quantities for systems with different statistical angles
and interaction strengths, as labeled on top of each panel. (e) The almost identical average density ρ̄x for all states in (a2)
to (d2), represented by cyan star, red square, black line, and blue triangular, respectively. It is seen that anyonic statistics
have little effect on the distribution of eigenstates, even though they cause distinguished dynamics. Other parameters are
JL = e−α, JR = eα, α = 0.1 and L = 30. In each of (b1) and (d1), some eigenenergies form a loop separated from the others,
corresponding to two-particle bound states induced by the Hubbard interaction [60].

b̂je
−iθ

j−1∑
k=1

n̂k

, the anyonic model can be mapped to an
extended Bose-Hubbard model with a density-dependent
phase factor acquired by particles hopping between sites,
which facilitates further analysis. Under this mapping,
the anyonic Hamiltonian ĤA is mapped to

ĤB = −
L−1∑
j=1

(
JLb̂

†
je

−iθn̂j b̂j+1 + JRb̂
†
j+1e

iθn̂j b̂j

)
+U

2

L∑
j=1

n̂j(n̂j − 1),

(3)

where b̂†j (b̂j) is bosonic creation (annihilation) operators

and n̂j = â†j âj = b̂†j b̂j . Using Floquet engineering, similar
density-dependent terms giving rise to anyonic statistics
have recently been realized in ultracold 87Rb atoms [15],
and the asymmetric hopping amplitudes JL and JR may
be implemented with site-dependent atomic loss induced
by near-resonant light with position-dependent inten-
sity [47, 61], making it possible to realize our model in
cold atom systems.

Diagonalizing the Hamiltonian ĤB , we confirm that
complex eigenenergies and NHSE arise in this model
due to the asymmetric hopping, as shown in the top
row of Fig. 1. For the chosen parameters, eigenener-
gies are seen to form complex conjugated pairs (under
PBCs) or remain real (under OBCs), protected by a com-

bined symmetry KĤBK† = Ĥ†
B of the Hamiltonian with

K = RzIT , where I, T , and Rz = e−iθn̂j(n̂j−1)/2 repre-
sent the operators for inversion symmetry, time-reversal
symmetry, and a number-dependent gauge transforma-
tion, respectively [60]. The divergence between PBC
and OBC spectra indicates the emergence of NHSE un-
der OBCs, as evidenced by the massive accumulation of

eigenstates in Fig. 1(a2) to (d2). The NHSE can be fur-
ther characterized by a spectral winding number in terms
of a U(1) gauge field [31–33, 62], as demonstrated in the
Supplementary Materials [60]. A key observation is that
the spatial distribution for all eigenstates and their av-
erage are seen to be roughly the same under different
statistical angle θ and the interaction strength U [Fig.
1(e)], implying that the anyonic statistics have little ef-
fect on the NHSE at the static level.
Dynamical suppression of NHSE.— It is commonly as-

sumed that the localizing direction of NHSE indicates
the tendency of the state dynamics governed by the non-
Hermitian Hamiltonian [59]. However, despite the nearly
identical behavior of NHSE in our model, we find that the
dynamics depends strongly on the interaction strength
and statistic angle, and may even violate the prediction
of NHSE to a certain extent. We consider the density
evolution for anyons uniformly distributed at the cen-
ter of a chain with one particle per site, with the initial

state given by
∣∣ΨA

0

〉
=

∏
i â

†
i |0⟩. With the generalized

Jordan-Wigner transformation, the time-dependent den-
sity distribution of anyons can be expressed as

nAj (t) =
〈
ΨA

0

∣∣ eiĤ†
Atn̂je

−iĤAt
∣∣ΨA

0

〉
=

〈
ΨB

0

∣∣ eiĤ†
Btn̂je

−iĤBt
∣∣ΨB

0

〉
= nBj (t), (4)

thus the anyon dynamics can be directly measured
from the mapped bosonic density nBj (t). We note
that in our model, the time-dependent density satisfies〈
n̂Bj (t)

〉
+U,θ

=
〈
n̂Bj (t)

〉
−U,−θ

[60], and we shall focus only

on the case with U ⩾ 0 without loss of generality.
The density evolutions for N = 2 anyons with different

interaction strengths and statistical angles are shown in
bottom panels of Fig. 1. Unbalanced pumping induced
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by NHSE can be most clearly seen in Fig. 1(a3) with
θ = 0 and U = 0, where the particle density shows a uni-
directional ballistic evolution toward the right. A finite
interaction is known to suppress the expansion of bosons
and lead to a diffusive dynamics [63], thus weakening
the unidirectional evolution, as can be seen in Fig. 1(b3).

Away from the bosonic limit at θ = 0, the anyonic
statistics induce an asymmetric particle transport [14,
15, 64] that can further suppress the NHSE-induced
right-moving tendency, and the dynamics show signa-
tures more of a diffusive evolution instead of a ballistic
one, as can be seen in Fig. 1(c3) and (d3) for θ = −π/2.
Note that the seemingly ballistic evolution with a smaller
velocity in Fig. 1(c3) is an exception only for N = 2
particles, and becomes diffusive when the particle num-
ber increases, as shown in Supplemental Materials [60].
The most peculiar thing is that upon turning on the in-
teraction, the asymmetric transport of anyons may even
overwhelm the NHSE at the beginning of the evolution,
resulting in an evolution opposite to the direction of
skin localization for a short period of time, as shown in
Fig. 1(d3).

Reversed density pumping.—To characterize the com-
petition between NHSE and statistics-induced asymmet-
ric dynamics, we study the time-dependent density im-

balance ∆N =
∑L/2

i=1

(
ni+L/2 − ni

)
between the two

halves of the 1D chain. As shown in Fig. 2(a) for N = 2,
at θ = −π/2 and U = 4, the anyonic density evolution
shows a reversed pumping against the NHSE, with ∆N
decreases with time t when 0.5 ≲ t ≲ 1. Such a reversed
pumping is seen to be robust even under relatively strong
non-Hermitian pumping strengths, e.g., α = 0.3 in the
figure, where the density imbalance always favours the
direction of NHSE (∆N > 0) and saturated to ∆N = 2
rapidly. For comparison, we also plot ∆N versus time
for α = 0.1 and U = 1 at different statistical angles in
Fig. 2(b). For the several chosen values of θ, the reversed
pumping process and negative ∆N can be clearly iden-
tified only when θ = −π/2. Furthermore, ∆N is seen
to increase faster for θ ̸= −π/2, showing a domination
of NHSE on the state dynamics. To characterize the
magnitude of reversed pumping, we further consider its
duration ∆t as an indicator, defined as the time inter-
val where d∆N

dt < 0. As shown in Fig. 2(c), ∆t reaches
it maximum at θ ≈ −π/2 and U ≈ 3. We note that
such a reversed density pumping relies crucially on the
anyonic statistics, and may disappear if the particles ini-
tially occupy the same lattice site (acting as bosons with
θ = 0), or are separated from each other by at least one
site (acting as single particles), as shown in Supplemen-
tal Materials [60]. In addition, ∆t also takes small but
nonzero values for θ ∈ [−π, π]. This is because the dif-
fusive anyonic dynamics causes interference between dif-
ferent portions of the evolving state, resulting in certain
fluctuation of ∆N that shows weak reversed pumping, as
can be seen from the data for θ = π/2 in Fig. 2(b).

To provide a full picture of the different diffusive and
unidirectional dynamics in the system, we calculate the

FIG. 2. Reversed pumping and density-density correlation
for N = 2. (a) The density imbalance ∆N for θ = −π/2
with U = 4, for different non-Hermitian amplitudes with
α = 0.05, 0.1, 0.2, 0.3 respectively. (b) The same density im-
balance ∆N for various θ with α = 0.1, U = 4. (c) A phase di-
agram demonstrating the reversed-pumping time ∆t, defined
as the interval with d∆N

dt
< 0. Nonzero ∆t is also seen around

θ ∈ (0, π) with relatively large U , which is resulted from the
fluctuation of ∆N at larger t induced by the interference dy-
namics in Fig. 1 [60]. (d) - (f) Density-density correlation of
the evolved state at different time t, with θ = −π/2, α = 0.1
and L = 20, and U = 0, 4, 8 from (d) to (f) respectively. As
U increases, the diagonal spreading of the correlation shows a
bidirectional pumping toward both q = r = L and q = r = 1,
indicating the NHSE and the reversed density pumping in-
duced by anyonic statistics, respectively.

density-density correlation defined as

Γqr = ⟨ψ(t)|n̂qn̂r|ψ(t)⟩, (5)

and display the results for two particles with θ = −π/2
and different values of U in Fig. 2(d) to (f). When U = 0,
the dynamics mainly reflects the unidirectional pumping
of NHSE, as nonzero Γqr mostly distributes along diago-
nal (q = r), and its peak moves toward q = r = L during
the evolution [Fig. 2(d)]. Turning on the interaction, we
can see in Fig. 2(e) and (f) that nonzero off-diagonal cor-
relations appear with the distance between the two posi-
tion (|q− r|) increases with time, indicating the diffusion
enhanced by interaction. On the other hand, a second
peak of diagonal correlation appears and move toward
q = r = 1, signals the reversed density pumping caused
by anyonic statistics. The above discussion is focused on
N = 2 and we stress that it also holds for larger N , as
shown in Supplementary Materials [60].

Reversed pumping with larger particle numbers N .—
As our model contains only nearest-neighbor hopping,
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FIG. 3. Reversed pumping for various particle numbers for
θ = −π/2. (a) Reversed pumping time ∆t for N = 2, 3, 4, 6,
represented by red triangles, blue pluses, gold squares, and
black stars, respectively. (b) Density imbalance at U = 5
withN = 2, 3, 4, 6, represented by red dotted line, blue dashed
line, gold dot line, and black solid line, respectively. α = 0.1
is chosen for both panels. The system’s size is chosen to be
L = 30 for N = 2, 4, 6, and L = 31 for N = 3. In the
latter case, the density at the center of the system (j = 16)
is excluded when calculating ∆N .

the anyonic statistics can function normally only for ad-
jacent particles. Therefore, the reversed pumping it in-
duces is expected to become more prominent with more
particles in the system, distributing next to each other
initially. In Fig. 3 (a), we demonstrate the reversed
pumping time ∆t for N = 2, 3, 4, 6 of θ = −π/2 with
various interaction U . For N = 2, ∆t is increasing fast
around 0.5 and reaches its maximum approximately at
U = 3, then it shows a slightly decreasing behavior.
While for N = 3, 4 and 6, ∆t is increasing with the
increase of U . Interestingly, for U ≳ 3, the reversed
pumping effect shows an interaction enhanced tendency.
As can be clearly seen from the Fig. 3 (b) for U = 5.
Note that the slope of N = 2 is seen to be smaller than
the others for t ≳ 2. This is because with fewer parti-
cles, it takes shorter time for their wave-function to be
mostly pumped to the right half of the lattice by NHSE,
after which (t ≈ 2 for N = 2) d∆N/dt becomes smaller
as the remaining density on the left becomes negligible.
For N > 2, the slope of ∆N also decreases similarly at
larger t, as shown in Supplemental Materials [60]. In
addition, due to interference between different particles,
weak fluctuation of ∆N is seen even when the dynamics
is dominated by NHSE at larger t [60].

Out-of-time correlator and information spreading.—
Having unveiled the sophisticated evolution of particle
density in non-Hermitian anyonic systems. it is natural
to ask how the anyonic statistics and NHSE simultane-
ously affect the dynamics of other physical quantities,
such as the spreading of quantum information. To de-
scribe the information spreading, we first consider the
OTOC of anyons for an ensemble defined as

Cjk(t) =
〈∣∣[âj(t), âk(0)]θ∣∣2〉

β
, (6)

where β is the inverse temperature and
〈
Ô
〉
β
means the

thermal ensemble average Tr
(
e−βĤAÔ

)
/Tr

(
e−βĤA

)
of

an operator Ô. Cjk(t) describes the information propa-
gated from site k to site j at time t, and Cjk(0) = 0 is
ensured by the generalized commutation relations of Eqs.
2, which then increases as quantum information spread-
ing from k to j site [65, 66]. The out-of-time-ordered part
of the commutator is then given by [65, 67]

F̄jk(t) =
〈
â†j(t)â

†
k(0)âj(t)âk(0)

〉
β
eiθsgn(j−k), (7)

whose numerical results are shown in Fig. 4(a) to (c). It
is seen that even at θ = −π/2 and U = 4, i.e., under the
parameters where the reversed density pumping strength
nearly reaches its maximum, the information spreading
shows a strong tendency toward the right when increasing
the non-Hermiticity, reflecting the suppression of NHSE
on the statistic-induced asymmetric OTOC spreading [as
shown in Fig. 4(a) for the Hermitian case]. Physically,
this is because the ensemble average represents a linear
combination of eigenstates with different powers, which
are all skin-localized toward the right when JR > JL in
our model.

In contrast, we find qualitatively different behaviors
of the OTOC for a single initial state, whose definition
is similar to Eqs. (6) and (7) but with β = 0 and the
ensemble average replaced by the average on the state.
In Fig. 4(d), we find that the information spreading for
a single initial state [Fjk(t)] with a uniform distribution
at the center of the 1D chain shows a clear tendency
to the left even with a strong non-Hermiticy, reflecting
the statistic-induced asymmetric OTOC spreading and
immunity to NHSE.

In Fig. 4(e) and (f), we illustrate the information prop-
agated from the center (k = 6) to a few different posi-
tions j, with different non-Hermitian parameters. As the
initial state does not occupy the two ends of the sys-
tem (with 11 lattice sites), we can see that Fj6 vanishes
for j = 1 or 11 at small t, and increases monotonically
with time. On the other hand, we have Fj6 = 1 at
the beginning and decreases with time for j = 4 and 8,
which are the lattice sites occupied by the initial state.
Nonetheless, these trends of OTOC are found to remain
the same for both Hermitian (JR = 1) and non-Hermitian
cases (JR ̸= 1), further verifying the dissimilar behaviors
of OTOC for an ensemble at finite temperature (domi-
nated by NHSE) and for a single initial state (immune
to NHSE).

Conclusions and perspectives.— We have revealed a
dynamical suppression of NHSE by anyonic statistics,
where the density evolutions show different diffusive or
reversed pumping dynamics at different statistic angles.
In recent literature, it has been shown that NHSE can
be suppressed through various means, e.g., by introduc-
ing magnetic [68, 69] or electric fields [70] with both the
static solutions and dynamical evolutions changed dras-
tically from ones of the NHSE in the suppression phase.
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FIG. 4. Information spreading for θ = −π/2, U = 4. (a) to
(c) OTOC for a thermal ensemble at finite temperature with
(a) JR = 1.0, (b)JR = 1.25, and (c) JR = 1.5. The system
has L = 7 lattice sites and N = 4 particles, with the inverse
temperature β = 1/6. The information spreading tends to
move towards the right side with the increasing of JR. (d)
to (f) OTOC for a single state with L = 11, N = 5. For a
single state, the information spreading hardly changes with
the increase of JR. (d) |Fj6| for L = 11,U = 4, and JR = 1.5.
The initial state is chosen as ψ(0)⟩ = |â4â5â6â7â8⟩. (e) |F1,6|
and |F11,6| for JR = 1, 1.25, 1.5, respectively. (f) |F4,6| and
|F8,6| for JR = 1, 1.25, 1.5, respectively. JL = 1 is set in all
panels. Results are normalized by setting maxj,t |F̄j,4| = 1 in
(a) to (c), maxt |Fj,6| = 1 in (d), and maxt |Fj,6| = 1 in (e)
and (f).

However, our results show that the anyonic statistics
will affect only the density dynamics, whereas static so-
lutions still manifest the same properties of NHSE under
different statistical angles. The reversed pumping process
is shown to have a longer duration with larger numbers of
particles, indicating that it may be easier for observation
in the thermodynamic limit. The coexistence between
different diffusive dynamics, non-Hermitian pumping of
NHSE, and reversed pumping are further demonstrated
by the density-density correlation of the evolved state.
Finally, we also calculate the OTOC to characterize the
quantum information spreading, which is found to be
governed by NHSE only for a thermal ensemble. On the
other hand, OTOC calculated for a single initial state
curiously follows that that of Hermitian limit dynamics,
regardless of the strength of non-reciprocal pumping in-
duced by non-Hermiticity. These observations challenge
the correspondence between static NHSE and unidirec-
tional state dynamics, which is commonly assumed to
be true in most theoretical [59, 71–76] and experimental
investigation [77–84] in the NHSE, particularly in quan-
tum simulators [80, 84]. Following this path, we may
expect even more sophisticated non-Hermitian phenom-
ena to arise from the interplay between anyonic statistics
and other novel dynamics induced by NHSE, such as the
non-Hermitian edge burst [85, 86], self-healing of skin
modes [87], and occupation-dependent particle separa-
tion [59].
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Supplementary Materials

Appendix A: The symmetry analysis for the non-Hermitian anyon-Hubbard model

In this section we extend the symmetry analysis in Ref. [S1] to our non-Hermitian model.

1. Pseudo-Hermitian symnmety of the static Hamiltonian

The Hamiltonian of the non-Hermitian anyon-Hubbard model is given by

ĤA = −
L−1∑
j=1

(
JLâ

†
j âj+1 + JRâ

†
j+1âj

)
+
U

2

L∑
j=1

n̂j(n̂j − 1). (S1)

With a generalized Jordan-Wigner transformation âj = b̂je
−iθ

j−1∑
k=1

n̂k

, the model is mapped to a boson-Hubbard model
with a density-dependent phase factor,

ĤB = −
L−1∑
j=1

(
JLb̂

†
je

−iθn̂j b̂j+1 + JRb̂
†
j+1e

iθn̂j b̂j

)
+
U

2

L∑
j=1

n̂j(n̂j − 1). (S2)

We find that this Hamiltonian satisfies a pseudo-Hermitian symmetry

KĤBK† = Ĥ†
B , (S3)

with K = RzIT an anti-unitary operator, which guarantee that the eigenenergies must be real (as under OBCs) or
come in complex-conjugate pair (as under PBCs). Explicitly, I represents the inversion symmetry that transforms j
to L+ 1− j, so that

H ′
B = IHBI† = −

L−1∑
j=1

(
JLb̂

†
j+1e

−iθn̂j+1 b̂j + JRb̂
†
je

iθn̂j+1 b̂j+1

)
+
U

2

L∑
j=1

n̂j(n̂j − 1). (S4)

Next, T represents the time-reversal symmetry for spinless particles (i.e., a complex conjugation), which leads to

H ′′
B = T H ′

BT † = −
L−1∑
j=1

(
JLb̂

†
j+1e

iθn̂j+1 b̂j + JRb̂
†
je

−iθn̂j+1 b̂j+1

)
+
U

2

L∑
j=1

n̂j(n̂j − 1). (S5)

Finally, Rz = e−iθn̂j(n̂j−1)/2 is a rotation operator that transforms the annihilation and creation operators as

b†j → e−iθn̂j(n̂j−1)/2b†je
iθn̂j(n̂j−1)/2 = b†je

−iθn̂j ,

bj → e−iθn̂j(n̂j−1)/2bje
iθn̂j(n̂j−1)/2 = eiθn̂j bj .

(S6)

Applying this rotation operation to the Hamiltonian, we have

H ′′′
B = RzH

′′
BR†

z

= −
L−1∑
j=1

(
JLRz b̂

†
j+1R†

zRze
iθn̂j+1 b̂jR†

z + JRRz b̂
†
jR†

zRze
−iθn̂j+1 b̂j+1R†

z

)
+ U

2

L∑
j=1

n̂j(n̂j − 1)

= −
L−1∑
j=1

(
JLb

†
j+1e

−iθn̂j+1eiθn̂j+1eiθn̂j bj + JRb
†
je

−iθn̂je−iθn̂j+1eiθn̂j+1bj+1

)
+ U

2

L∑
j=1

n̂j(n̂j − 1)

= −
L−1∑
j=1

(
JLb

†
j+1e

iθn̂j bj + JRb
†
je

−iθn̂j bj+1

)
+ U

2

L∑
j=1

n̂j(n̂j − 1)

= H†
B .

(S7)

Note that the interaction term of U is unchanged under each of these three operations.
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2. Dynamical symmetry

In the Hermitian limit of our model (JL = JR), it has been shown that [S1]

⟨n̂j (t)⟩+U = ⟨n̂j′ (t)⟩−U , ⟨n̂j (t)⟩+θ = ⟨n̂j′ (t)⟩−θ, (S8)

with j′ = L+1−j, and ⟨⟩ denoting the average of a Heisenberg operator on the initial state |Ψ0⟩ =
∏

i b̂
†
i |0⟩. Yet these

relations no longer hold when JL ̸= JR and the symmetry between different values of U and θ need to be reexamined
for the non-Hermitian Hamiltonian

ĤB = −
L−1∑
j=1

(
JLb̂

†
je

iθn̂j b̂j+1 + JRb̂
†
j+1e

−iθn̂j b̂j

)
+
U

2

L∑
j=1

n̂j(n̂j − 1). (S9)

The pseudo-Hermitian symmetry operation leads to the following relations:

Ke−iĤBtK† = eiĤ
†
Bt,KnjK† = InjI† = n̂j′ . (S10)

Thus we obtain

⟨n̂j (t)⟩+θ,+U ≡ ⟨Ψ0| eiĤ
†
B,+θ,+U tn̂je

−iĤB,+θ,+U t |Ψ0⟩
= ⟨Ψ0| K†e−iĤB,+θ,+U tKn̂jK†eiĤ

†
B,+θ,+U tK |Ψ0⟩

= ⟨Ψ0| e−iĤB,+θ,+U tn̂j′e
iĤ†

B,+θ,+U t |Ψ0⟩ .
(S11)

We then consider the time-reversal operation

T ĤB,+θ,+UT −1 = ĤB,−θ,+U ⇒ T e−iĤB,+θ,+U tT −1 = eiĤB,−θ,+U t. (S12)

with T the complex conjugation operator for spinless particles, and an operation

PĤB,+θ,+UP† = −ĤB,+θ,−U ⇒ Pe−iĤB,+U tP† = eiĤB,−U t. (S13)

with P = eiπ
∑

r n̂2r+1 the number parity operator measuring the parity of total particle number on the odd sites.
Then, we have

⟨n̂j (t)⟩+θ,+U = ⟨Ψ0| eiĤ
†
B,+θ,+U tn̂je

−iĤB,+θ,+U t |Ψ0⟩
= ⟨Ψ0| T −1e−iĤ†

B,−θ,+U tT n̂jT −1eiĤB,−θ,+U tT |Ψ0⟩
= ⟨Ψ0| e−iĤ†

B,−θ,+U tn̂je
iĤB,−θ,+U t |Ψ0⟩

= ⟨Ψ0| P†eiĤ
†
B,−θ,−U tPn̂jP†e−iĤB,−θ,−U tP |Ψ0⟩

= ⟨Ψ0| eiĤ
†
B,−θ,−U tn̂je

−iĤB,−θ,−U t |Ψ0⟩
= ⟨n̂j (t)⟩−θ,−U .

(S14)

Thus, we have a dynamic symmetry combined the changing the sign of θ and U at the same time,

⟨n̂j (t)⟩+θ,+U = ⟨n̂j (t)⟩−θ,−U . (S15)

Appendix B: Effective Hamiltonian for N = 2 in the subspace of bound states

For a system with N = 2 particles, a strong Hubbard interaction (U ≫ 1) separates two-particle bound states from
others in their energies, thus we can obtain an effective non-interacting Hamiltonian to describe the system in the
subspace of bound states. Explicitly, we split the extended Bose-Hubbard model into unperturbed and perturbed
parts, with the unperturbed Hamiltonian

Ĥ0 =
U

2

L∑
j=1

n̂j(n̂j − 1), (S1)
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and the perturbation term

Hhop = −
L−1∑
j=1

(
JLb̂

†
je

−iθn̂j b̂j+1 + JRb̂
†
j+1e

iθn̂j b̂j

)
. (S2)

For N = 2 with unperturbed energy E = U , the eigenstates are given by

|αl⟩⟩ =
1√
2!
(b̂†l )

2 |vac⟩ ≡ |2l⟩ , (i = 1, 2, ..., L). (S3)

The effective Hamiltonian Ĥeff can be perturbatively obtained as Ĥeff = E + PintĤhopPint +

PintĤhop

(
E − Ĥint

)−1

ĤhopPint + O
(
Ĥ3

hop

)
, with Pint =

∑L
i=1 |αi⟩⟩ ⟨⟨αi | the projector onto the eigenstates

of Ĥeff.

The second order contribution as 〈
⟨αl′ | Ĥhop(E − Ĥint)

−1Ĥhop |αl⟩
〉

(S4)

The first perturbation term should be zero, since no term makes the paired particles to move together. The second
order correction term is

⟨⟨αl′ | Ĥhop

(
E − Ĥint

)−1

Ĥhop |αl⟩⟩ = ⟨vac| 1√
2!
b̂2l′Ĥhop

(
E − Ĥint

)−1

Ĥhop
1√
2!
b̂†l

2 |vac⟩ . (S5)

A straightforward calculation leads to

Ĥhop

(
E − Ĥint

)−1

Ĥhop

= Ĥhop

E − U

2

L∑
j=1

n̂j(n̂j − 1)

−1

Ĥhop

=

L−1∑
j=1

(
JLb̂

†
je

−iθn̂j b̂j+1 + JRb̂
†
j+1e

iθn̂j b̂j

)E − U

2

L∑
j′=1

n̂j′(n̂j′ − 1)

−1
L−1∑
j′′=1

(
JLb̂

†
j′′e

−iθn̂j′′ b̂j′′+1 + JRb̂
†
j′′+1e

iθn̂j′′ b̂j′′
)
.

(S6)

Calculating step by step, we obtain

L−1∑
j′′=1

(
JLb̂

†
j′′e

−iθn̂j′′ b̂j′′+1 + JRb̂
†
j′′+1e

iθn̂j′′ b̂j′′
) 1√

2!
b̂†l

2 |vac⟩
[
b̂ |n⟩ =

√
n |n− 1⟩ , b̂† |n⟩ =

√
n+ 1 |n+ 1⟩

]
=

√
2JL |1l−11l⟩+

√
2eiθJR |1l1l+1⟩ , (S7)

and

E − U

2

L∑
j′=1

n̂j′(n̂j′ − 1)

−1
L−1∑
j′′=1

(
JLb̂

†
j′′e

−iθn̂j′′ b̂j′′+1 + JRb̂
†
j′′+1e

iθn̂j′′ b̂j′′
) 1√

2!
b̂†l

2 |vac⟩

=
1

U

[√
2JL |1l−11l⟩+

√
2eiθJR |1l1l+1⟩

]
. (S8)
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Further calculation leads to

L−1∑
j=1

(
JLb̂

†
je

−iθn̂j b̂j+1 + JRb̂
†
j+1e

iθn̂j b̂j

)E − U

2

L∑
j′=1

n̂j′(n̂j′ − 1)

−1
L−1∑
j′′=1

(
JLb̂

†
j′′e

−iθn̂j′′ b̂j′′+1 + JRb̂
†
j′′+1e

iθn̂j′′ b̂j′′
)

× 1√
2!
b̂†l

2 |vac⟩ (S9)

=

L−1∑
j=1

(
JLb̂

†
je

−iθn̂j b̂j+1 + JRb̂
†
j+1e

iθn̂j b̂j

) 1

U

[√
2JL |1l−11l⟩+

√
2eiθJR |1l1l+1⟩

]
=

1

U

√
2J2

L |1l−21l⟩+
1

U
2J2

Le
−iθ |2l−1⟩+

1

U

√
2eiθJLJR |1l−11l+1⟩+

1

U
2eiθe−iθJLJR |2l⟩

+
1

U

√
2JLJR |1l−11l+1⟩+

1

U
2JLJR |2l⟩+

1

U

√
2eiθJRJR |1l1l+2⟩+

1

U
2eiθJRJR |2l+1⟩ . (S10)

Thus, the matrix elements can be written as

⟨⟨αl′ | Ĥhop

(
E − Ĥint

)−1

Ĥhop |αl⟩⟩ =
4JLJR
U

δll′ +
1

U
2J2

Le
−iθδl′,l−1 +

1

U
2eiθJRJRδl′,l+1. (S11)

Finally, we arrive at this effective Hamiltonian,

Ĥeff = U +
∑
l

[
4JLJR
U

|αl⟩⟩ ⟨⟨αl |+
1

U
2J2

Le
−iθ |αl−1⟩⟩ ⟨⟨αl |+

1

U
2eiθJ2

R |αl+1⟩⟩ ⟨⟨αl |
]
. (S12)

Since Ĥeff effectively describes a non-interacting Hamiltonian in the subspace of |α⟩⟩, we can apply the Fourier
transformation and obtain

Ĥeff(k) = U +
4JLJR
U

+
2J2

L

U
ei(k−θ) +

2J2
R

U
e−i(k−θ). (S13)

We can see from Ĥeff(k) that its eigenenergies form an ellipse in the complex energy plane [as in Fig. 1(b1) and
(d1) in the main text], with the anyonic statistical angle θ changing only the center of the ellipse (and modifying the
quasi-momentum k).

In addition, the above observation also suggests that the NHSE of bound states depends only on the ratio of∣∣2J2
Le

−iθ
∣∣ /∣∣2eiθJ2

R

∣∣ = J2
L/J

2
R, (S14)

and is unaffected by the anyonic statistic.In Fig. A1, we plot the density distributions for each eigenstate at θ = 0
(blue line) and θ = −π/2 (red line), which indeed are seen to be identical.

0 10 20 30
0

0.5

1

1.5
=0,U=4
=- /2,U=4

20 25 30
0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4
=0,U=4
=- /2,U=4

FIG. A1. Density distributions for U = 4 in bound state subspace with θ = 0 (blue line) and θ = −π/2 (red line). The right
panel is a zoom-in of the left panel. The density distributions for two cases are almost overlapped. α = 0.1, N = 2, and L = 30.
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Appendix C: Particle transportation

1. N = 2 particles for θ = π/2

In Fig. 2(c) of the main text, reversed density pumping toward the right is also observed (indicated by nonzero ∆t)
when θ ∈ [0, π], where the asymmetric anyonic transport shares the same left-moving tendency as the NHSE [S1]. In
Fig. A2(a) to (d), we consider two anyons with θ = π/2 as the initial state, where reversed pumping is barely seen at
the beginning of the evolution with different values of U . However, due to the interference between the two particles,
their wavefunction is seen to split into different “branches”. Consequently, small fluctuation is seen for ∆N whenever
a branch crosses the center of the lattice. With U increased, the fluctuation is seen to become stronger due to the
interaction-induced diffusive effect [S2], resulting in a decreasing of ∆N for a short period of time [e.g., U = 4, 6, 8
in Fig. A2(e)]. Such a reversed pumping is seen occurs when t ≳ 1, corresponding to the left-moving tendency of a
minor branch (indicated by white arrows in the figure). In contrast, as shown in Fig. 2 of the main text, the one
induced by anyonic asymmetric transport with θ ∈ [−π, 0] occurs at t ≲ 1, as it is resulted from the reversed pumping
of a major branch [the left-most peak in Fig. 2(a3) to (d3) in the main text].

FIG. A2. Density evolutions and ∆N for θ = π/2, with (a) U = 2, (b) U = 4, (c) U = 6, and (d) U = 8. (e) ∆N versus t for
U = 2, 4, 6, 8, indicated by red dotted line, blue dashed line, black dot-line, and black line, respectively. White arrows in (a)
to (d) indicate the minor left-moving branches which cause the fluctuation (reversed pumping for U = 4, 6, 8) of ∆N during
1 ≲ t ≲ 2 in (e). α = 0.1, N = 2, and L = 30.

2. N = 2 particles with different arrangements

In Fig. 1 of the main text, we display the evolution of two particles initially arranged next to each other, and the
reversed dynamical pumping is most clearly seen at θ = −π/2 and U ≈ 4, as replotted in Fig. A3(a). Originated from
the asymmetric anyonic dynamics, the reversed pumping may be less significant, or even disappear, if the particles
are initially separated from each other by at least one site [thus acting as single particles, see Fig. A3(b)], located
at the same lattice site [thus acting as bosons with θ = 0, Fig. A3(c)]. In Fig. A3(d) we further demonstrate the
time-dependent density imbalance ∆N for different initial states, where the reversed pumping process can be clearly
seen only for the initial state of |a15a16⟩.

3. Particle transportation of N = 3 and N = 4

In Fig. A4, we give the time evolution for N = 3 and N = 4 particles with different statistical angle θ and
interaction strength U . It can be seen that the tendency for density evolution is the same for the case of N = 2 in the
main text. Note that the seemingly ballistic evolution with a smaller velocity for N = 2 with θ = −π/2 and U = 0
[Fig. 1(c3) in the main text] cannot be observed when the particle number increases to N = 3 and 4 [Fig. A4(c) and
(g)].
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FIG. A3. The density evolution for initial states withN = 2 particles initially located (a) next to each other, (b) separated
from each other, and (c) at the same lattice site. (d) The time-dependent density imbalance ∆N for the initial states in (a) to
(c). Other parameters are θ = −π/2 and U = 4.

FIG. A4. Density evolutions for (a)-(d) N = 3 and (e)-(h) N = 4 particles evenly distributed at the center of the chain. The
statistical angles θ and onsite interaction U are marked in each panel. Other parameters are JL = e−α, JR = eα, α = 0.1 and
L = 30.

4. Longer time evolution for various N

In Fig. 3 of the main text, we display the density imbalance ∆N as a function of time t, where the slope for N = 2
particles is seen to be smaller than that of the others (N = 3, 4, 6). We infer that it is because for the initial state we
consider with larger N , more particles distribute on the left half of the lattice, and farther from the lattice’s center.
Consequently, it takes longer time for the many-body wave-functions to be mostly pumped to the right half of the
lattice, after which the slope of ∆N decreases. This can be seen from Fig. A5, where we show the numerical results
of ∆N as a function of t, with the same parameters as in Fig. 3(b) in the main text, but longer evolution time.

0 5 10 15 20
0

2

4

6 N=2
N=3
N=4
N=6

FIG. A5. Density imbalance ∆N as a function of time t for different particle numbers N , with θ = −π/2 and α = 0.1. The
system’s size is chosen to be L = 30 for N = 2, 4, 6, and L = 31 for N = 3. In the latter case, the density at the center of the
system (j = 16) is excluded when calculating ∆N . Namely, all the parameters and setting are chosen to be the same as in Fig.
3(b) in the main text, which only display the results up to t = 6 for a clearer demonstration of the reversed pumping process.
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Appendix D: Topological invariant

In the main text, we state that the non-Hermitian skin effect (NHSE) for our non-Hermitian anyon-Hubbard model

can be characterized by a many-body spectral winding number due to a U(1) symmetry, i.e.
[
ĤB , N̂

]
= 0 with N̂ the

particle number operator [S3]. In this section, we provide some examples to demonstrate the correspondence between
NHSE and the winding number. Explicitly, we introduce a phase factor ϕ to the hopping amplitudes connecting the
two ends of the 1D model (JL/R → eiϕJL/R), and the eigenenergies form loops in the complex plane when ϕ changes
from 0 to 2π. The winding number is thus defined as

W (Eb) :=

∮ 2π

0

dϕ

2πi

d

dϕ
log det

[
ĤB(ϕ)− Eb

]
, (S1)

where Eb is a reference energy. As shown in Fig. A6, if the reference energy point locates inside (out of) the circle of
the complex energy spectrum by varying ϕ form 0 to 2π, the winding number W will take an non-zero integer (zero),

which can be read out from the evolution of argument arg[det(ĤB(ϕ)− Eb)] versus ϕ.

Appendix E: Two-particle correlation for N = 3

In the main text, we provide numerical results of the density-density correlation for N = 2 particles to demonstrate
the different diffusive and unidirectional dynamics in the system. The correlation is denoted as Γqr with q and r
denoting the positions of two lattice sites. The same quantity for N = 3 is shown in Fig. A7, which exhibit similar
properties as Fig. 2(d) in the main text. That is, the diagonal correlation Γqq moves only toward q = L when
U = 0, but shows an opposite tendency toward q = 1 with nonzero U , reflecting the reversed density pumping for the
latter case. The diffusive dynamics reflected by nonzero off-diagonal correlation, Γqr with q ̸= r, also becomes more
significant with larger U .

Appendix F: Information spreading

In this section, we study the influence of non-Hermicity and statistics effect on information spreading related to
quantum scrambling. First we derive the anyonic OTOC in the main text. However, the direct measurement of
anyonic OTOC is very challenging, but qualitatively the same dynamical features can be captured by the mapped
bosonic OTOC [S1]. Thus we also calculate Bosonic OTOC in this section for comparison.

The OTOC of anyons is defined as

Cjk(t) =
〈∣∣[âj(t), âk(0)]θ∣∣2〉

β
, (S1)

where β is the inverse temperature and
〈
Ô
〉
β
means the thermal ensemble average

(
e−βĤAÔ

)
/Tr

(
e−βĤA

)
of an

operator Ô. Thus Cjk(0) = 0 and increases as quantum information spreads from k to j site [S4–S6]. A straightforward
calculation leads to∣∣[âj(t), âk(0)]θ∣∣2

=
∣∣∣âj(t)âk(0)− e−iθsgn(j−k)âk(0)âj(t)

∣∣∣2
=

(
âj(t)âk(0)− e−iθsgn(j−k)âk(0)âj(t)

)† (
âj(t)âk(0)− e−iθsgn(j−k)âk(0)âj(t)

)
=

(
â†k(0)â

†
j(t)− eiθsgn(j−k)â†j(t)â

†
k(0)

)(
âj(t)âk(0)− e−iθsgn(j−k)âk(0)âj(t)

)
= â†k(0)â

†
j(t)âj(t)âk(0)− e−iθsgn(j−k)â†k(0)â

†
j(t)âk(0)âj(t)−

iθsgn(j−k)â†j(t)â
†
k(0)âj(t)âk(0)

+â†j(t)â
†
k(0)âk(0)âj(t). (S2)

In the main text, we have shown numerical results of the out-of-time-ordered part of the commutator based on the
anyonic model, given by

F̄A
jk(t) =

〈
â†j(t)â

†
k(0)âj(t)âk(0)

〉
A,β

eiθsgn(j−k), (S3)
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FIG. A6. The energy spectra and arguments arg[det(ĤB(ϕ)−Eb)] for various values of θ and U , as marked in each panel. The
energy spectrum is calculated under periodic boundary conditions with ϕ ∈ (0, 2π/2, 4π/5, 8π/5). In each case, we consider
three reference energies with different spectral winding numbers, marked by red square, blue pus, and black stars, respectively.
The spectral winding number W can be directly read out from argument’s evolution with the phase factor ϕ of the U(1) gauge
field. Namely, we have (a) W = 8, 0, 2 with Eb = 0,−3,−4.1, (b) W = 9, 0, 2 with Eb = 0,−3,−4.1, (c) W = 9, 0, 2 with
Eb = 0,−3,−4.1, (d) Eb = −1,−3 with W = 6, 0, (e) Eb = 0, 3, 4.1 with W = 8, 0, 2, (f) Eb = 0,−3,−4.1 with W = 8, 0, 2, for
blue, red, and yellow colors respectively. Other parameters JL = 1, JR = 1.2 and L = 20, N = 2.

where the subscript A denotes that the ensemble average is calculated based on the anyonic Hamiltonian ĤA. Alterna-
tively, qualitatively the same dynamical features can be captured by the bosonic OTOC of the extended Bose-Hubbard
model [S1], defined as

F̄B
jk(t) =

〈
b̂†j(t)b̂

†
k(0)b̂j(t)b̂k(0)

〉
B,β

. (S4)

As shown in Figs. A8 and A9, the bosonic OTOC behaves similarly as the anyonic OTOC in Fig. 4 in the main text.
That is, the OTOC for a thermal ensemble is dominated by the NHSE, yet that for a single initial state (replacing the
thermal ensemble average ⟨⟩β with the average on a single state ⟨⟩) is dominated by the statistic-induced asymmetric
dynamics of anyons.
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FIG. A7. Density-density correlation Γqr at different evolving time t, with θ = −π/2, α = 0.1, N = 3, and L = 20.

FIG. A8. Bosonic OTOC defined for the thermal ensemble [Eq. (S4)] with N = 4, β = 1/6, θ = −π/2, U = 4, L = 7.
Hopping parameters are (a) JR = 0, (b) JR = 1.25, (c) JR = 1.5, and JL = 1 for all figures. Results are normalized by setting
maxj,t |F̄B

j,4| = 1.

Appendix G: Effect of interaction on the reversed pumping

1. Large onsite interaction amplitude U

In the main text, we have considered the interaction strength up to U = 15. It should be noted that further
increasing the onsite interaction U tends to suppress the reversed pumping, which is confirmed by our numerical
calculations, especially for smaller particle number N , as shown in Fig A10.

2. Next nearest interaction V

In this subsection we consider the nearest interaction V with HN =
∑L−1

j V n̂j n̂j+1. Taking N = 2 as an example,

we find that the the interaction V does not change the localization direction of skin modes [see Fig. A11(d) and (e)],
but affects the reversed pumping. As shown in Fig. A11 (a), three different regimes are observed: I) a reversed regime
at small U and large V , with weak density pumping opposite to the NHSE in a short period of time (δt ≈ 0.3); II)
a non-reversed regime at intermedia amplitudes of both U and V . where the density pumps unidirectionally, aligned
with the NHSE; III) a revered regime at large U and small V , where the reversed density pumping becomes more
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JR=1.5, j=1

JR=1.0, j=11
JR=1.25, j=11

JR=1.5, j=11

0 1 2
0

0.5

1 JR=1.0, j=4

JR=1.25, j=4
JR=1.5, j=4

JR=1.0, j=8
JR=1.25, j=8

JR=1.5, j=8

6| |B
jF

FIG. A9. Bosonic OTOC defined for a single state, with N = 5, L = 11, U = 4, and θ = −π/2. (a) |FB
j6| with JR = 1, 5

The initial state chosen as ψ(0)⟩ = |b̂4b̂5b̂6b̂7b̂8⟩. (b) |FB
j6| at time slices of t = 0.5, 1, 1.5 and 2. (c) |FB

1,6| and |FB
11,6| for

JR = 1, 1.25, 1.5 respectively. (d) |FB
4,6| and |FB

8,6| for JR = 1, 1.25, 1.5 respectively. In all figures JL = 1. Results are

normalized by setting maxj,t |F̄B
j,6| = 1 in (a) and (b), and maxt |F̄B

j,6| = 1 in (c) and (d).

0 5 10 15 20
0

0.5

1

1.5 N=2
N=3
N=4
N=6

FIG. A10. Reversed pumping time ∆t for different particle numbers N = 2, 3, 4, 6, which are marked by different symbols
and colors, as indicated in the figure. Other parameters are θ = −π/2 and α = 0.1. The system’s size is chosen to be L = 30
for N = 2, 4, 6, and L = 31 for N = 3. In the latter case, the density at the center of the system (j = 16) is excluded when
determining ∆t.

prominent (δt ≈ 0.6). In Fig. A11(b) and (c), we can see that the decreasing of ∆N during the reversed pumping
process is also weaker for regime I.
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FIG. A11. Reversed pumping with different onsite (U) and nearest neighbor (V ) interactions. (a) ∆t (marked by colors)
versus U and V . (b) and (c) ∆N for U = 1 and 4.9, respectively, with V = 1, 2, 4, 8. (d) and (e) Density distributions for all
eigenstates (pink) and their average (black) for U = 5, V = 0 and U = 5, V = 2, respectively. The statistic angle is chosen to
be θ = −π/2 for all panels. Other parameters are L = 30 and α = 0.1, (the same as Fig.1 in the main text).
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