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Topological winding in non-Hermitian systems are gen-
erally associated to the Bloch band properties of lat-
tice Hamiltonians. However, in certain non-Hermitian
models topological winding naturally arise from the dy-
namical evolution of the system and related to a new
form of geometric phase. Here we investigate dynamical
topological winding in non-Hermitian photonic mesh
lattices, where the mean survival time of an optical pulse
circulating in coupled fiber loops is quantized and ro-
bust against Hamiltonian deformations. The suggested
photonic model could provide an experimentally acces-
sible platform for the observation of non-Hermitian dy-
namical topological windings.
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Introduction. In the past few decades, an explosion of interest
has been devoted to topological phenomena in several areas
of physics, ranging from condensed matter physics [1, 2] to
photonics [3-6]. Recently, the concept of topological phases
has been extended to non-Hermitian (NH) systems [7-19],
where the eigenenergies of the underlying Hamiltonian can be
complex. Special attention has been paid to the Bloch band
spectral topology of NH lattices and its connection to the NH
skin effect [11-14, 17, 18]. Dynamical methods for detecting
winding numbers in both Hermitian and NH lattice models
have been suggested and experimentally demonstrated on
several occasions [19-29]. Such winding numbers arise from the
underlying Bloch band properties of lattice systems, possibly
in the presence of disorder [7, 30-33], however an interesting
question is whether other types of topological numbers can
be found, which arise from the pure NH dynamical evolution
of a system without any spectral origin nor related to lattice
structure. Recently, a new kind of geometric phase has been
introduced [34] to describe the mean return time of periodically-
measured quantum systems in finite-dimensional Hilbert spaces
[34-38]. In such systems, the mean return time can be expressed
in terms of a winding number w, which equals the number of
distinct energy phases of the Hermitian Hamiltonian touched
by the dynamics [34, 36], and thus rapidly increasing with the
system size. The experimental observation of such dynamical
topological winding remains so far elusive in truly quantum
systems, mainly because of the long observation times required

to resolve the energy levels and unambiguously detect the
topological invariant [38]. Since repeated projective quantum
measurements effectively introduce a non-Hermitian dynamics
[23, 35], such a geometric phase can be regarded as universal
one to a certain class of NH systems, i.e. not necessarily of
quantum nature. Interestingly, dynamics of classical light in
coupled waveguide systems can emulate quantum projective
measurements and wave function collapse, and has been
previously harnessed to emulate quantum Zeno dynamics in
classical settings [39—41].

In this Letter dynamical topological windings are introduced in
photonic systems at the classical level, namely in NH photonic
mesh lattices describing the dynamics of optical pulses in
coupled fiber loops [32, 42-45]. In such systems, the mean
survival time of an optical pulse circulating in the fiber loops
is quantized, and its value is robust against Hamiltonian
deformations that avoid energy degeneracies. The present
results suggest that photonics could provide an experimentally
accessible platform for the observation of NH dynamical
topological windings beyond the NH Bloch band paradigm, and
could stimulate further investigations with potential interest
in optically-oriented applications, such as in advanced optical
sensing.

Topological winding in NH dynamics. In order to introduce the
concept of dynamical NH topological winding [34, 36, 38], let
us consider a rather arbitrary network comprising L nodes |n)
(n =1,2,...,L) and described by the single-particle Hermitian
Hamiltonian H = ¥, ; H, ;|n)(l|. Let us assume that at initial
time ¢t = 0 the system is excited in the node |q), i.e. |p(t =
0)) = |q) for the vector state |(#)). In a time interval 7, the free
evolution of the system is described by the unitary operator U =
exp(—itH). Indicating by I' = |p)(p| the projection operator
for node |p), we introduce non-Hermiticity in the system via
repeated projective measurements every time interval T to node
|p) [23, 34-36]. This is equivalent to consider a NH system
described by the effective NH Hamiltonian H, ¢ via the relation
[23, 35]

exp(fiHeffT) =U(1-1). 1)

The stroboscopic NH evolution of the wave functioin [i,,) =
|$(tm)) at times t = mt~ (m = 1,2,3,..) is thus given by
1) — UL~ D)[g) with [p1) — Ulg). After letting
0 = (p|m), in the periodically-monitored quantum system
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the quantity Py, = |0 | gives the probability that the particle
is detected (and thus destroyed) at time ¢, = mT by a detector
placed at site |p) [34, 36]. The quantum system is said to be
recurrent whenever | Py, = 1, i.e. whenever with certainty
the particle is destroyed at some observation time [34]. In this
case the mean survival time in units of 7 is given by

(o9

(m) = Z m Py, (2)

m=1

This time also corresponds to the particle “transition time” from
|9) to |p), or to the ‘return time’ when p = 4. A main central
result, which was proven in Ref.[34], is that when p = g, i.e.
when we detect the return time of the quantum particle to its
initial state and thus a closed cycle is realized, the system is
always recurrent and the mean survival time (m) is quantized.
Namely, (m) can be expressed in terms of the winding w [34, 36,
38]

1 r2m 4 1 /27 dw
w = 27'(1'/0 dgt)%log@(q)) = E/o dq)ﬁ (3)

where O(¢) = Y, Om exp(img) is the generating function of
the detection amplitudes 0, = (p|¢) at successive measure-
ment steps and w(¢) = —ilog O(¢) its phase. The derivation of
the above result, and a more extended discussion of the phys-
ical meaning of the winding w, are given in the Supplemental
Material.

While in NH lattices displaying the skin effect the spectral
winding counts the number of times the energy spectrum in
complex plane rotates around a base energy, here the winding w
is of dynamical origin and can be regarded as the manifestation
of a new geometric phase [34]. The dynamical winding w
turns out to be equal the number of non-degenerate eigenstates
of U, i.e. with distinct Floquet exponents y; = exp(—iET)
(E; are the L eigenenergies of H) that are visited by the
dynamical state in the closed cycle [38]. In the absence of
degeneracies and dark eigenstates at node p = g, one then
obtains (m) = w = L, i.e. the mean survival time exactly equals
the number of nodes L of the network. We remark that the
dynamical winding w is independent of the specific form of
the Hamiltonian H and, unlike spectral winding in NH lattices
displaying the skin effect, it can be introduced for finite-sized
systems. Additionally, owing to the topological origin of w, any
deformation of the Hamiltonian, that does not introduce degen-
eracies, cannot change its value, indicating robustness of the
mean survival time against e.g. disorder or defects in the system.

(m) =

Photonic mesh lattices with repeated projective measurements:
model. Temporal dynamics of optical pulses in fiber coupled
loops [42] has provided over the last few years a fascinating
platform to investigate NH phenomena in photonics (see e.g.
[32, 43, 44] and references therein). Here we show that light
dynamics in engineered synthetic mesh lattices displays dynam-
ical NH topological features, thus providing an experimentally-
accessible setting for the observation of the new kind of geo-
metric phase introduced in Ref.[34]. The system consists of two
fiber loops of slightly different lengths L + AL (AL < L), the
short loop and the long loop, that are connected by a variable
directional coupler OC; with a time-varying coupling angle
B = B(t) [Fig.1(a)]. Light travel times in the two fiber loops
are Ty = T — AT (in the short loop) and T, = T + AT (in the
long loop), where T = L/vg, AT = AL/vg, and vy is the group
velocity of the optical pulses in the fiber. A single optical pulse of

duration T < AT, generated from a laser source (LS), is initially
injected into the system via a second variable directional coupler
OC,. The coupling angle ¢ = () of OC; can take only the
two values 0 or 71/2, and is suitably switched between them to
periodically eject a light pulse from the short loop, mimicking a
repeated projective quantum measurement, as shown in Fig.1(b).
Namely, when ¢ = 0 the short loop is closed and light does to
escape from the loop, whereas when ¢ = 71/2 the short loop is
open, the light pulse is ejected from the short loop and its inten-
sity is measured by a photo-detector (PD), as shown in Fig.1(b).

Let us indicate by u(t) and w(t) the light pulse amplitudes in

Fig. 1. (a) Schematic of the coupled-fiber loop setup that realizes a
synthetic mesh lattice via time multiplexing of optical pulses circulat-
ing in the loops. Two fiber loops of slightly different lengths L 4= AL, the
short and the long loops, are coupled by a variable directional coupler
OC; with a time-controlled coupling angle f = B(t). An input pulse,
generated by a laser source (LS), is initially injected into the short loop
via a second variable optical coupler OC,. (b) Schematic of the mea-
surement scheme. The coupling angle ¢ of OC; can take only the two
values ¢ = Oor o = 71/2. For ¢ = 0, the short fiber loop is closed,
whereas for o = 71/2 the short fiber loop is open, light is ejected from
the loop and its intensity monitored by a photo-detector (PD).

the short and long loops, respectively, at the output port v of
the optical coupler OC; [see Fig.1(a)]. The synthetic mesh lat-
tice is realized by time multiplexing, i.e. by sampling the pulse
amplitudes u(t) and w(t) at discretized times

t =t — T + nAT, @

where n = 0, £1, &2, ... is the time slot index, each of duration
AT and analogous to discrete spatial lattice sites of Hamiltonian
I:Ieff, and m = 1,2,3,.... is the discrete time step describing
the dynamical evolution of the system. The coupling angle
B = B(t) is driven such that () is a periodic function of time

with period T, so that [B(t,gm)) is independent of time step m.

After letting B, = ﬁ(t,&m)), uflm) = u(tiﬂ)l), and wflm) = w(t,(im),
without detection (¢ = 0) the pulse dynamics at successive
time steps m is unitary and described by the following set of
coupled difference equations (technical details are given in the

Supplementary Material)

ufj”> = cos ﬁnﬂufﬂf) +isin ﬁn+1w£,m71) (5)
wﬁlm) = isin ﬁnu,(qul) + cos ﬁnwflnjm. (6)
A finite number L. = 2N of lattice sites (discrete time

slots), indicated by |I), is simply obtained by assuming
Bn = m/2forn < 1and n > (N +1): in this case the
site index n can be restricted to the range n = 1,2,..,N.



Letter ‘

@ |

(a) L L © |
s 03 = S ,
A ° S . g5 o]
> 025 D S
= 10 EllS Q o
Q S ® € 40 4
@ 02 = % 10 = 0
8 5°- £ T a0 &
bt o o > o
2 0.15 g 6 T 5 2 ‘.»’
o > .
_% 0.1 2 4 2 o 3 20 7
C
% 0.05 o 8 2y 0 an;ITe ‘PZ‘TT 8 10 "‘
° o % £ g
Qe 0s
0 50 100 O 200 400 0 20 40 60
time step m largest time step M lattice size L=2N

Fig. 2. Dynamical topological winding in the photonic mesh lattice
with uniform coupling angles = 71/6 and size L = 2N = 14. (a)
Distribution of the detection probability P, versus propagation step
m for initial pulse excitation at site § = 2 and detection at p = g. (b)
Behavior of the mean survival time (my;) = Y™, mP,, versus the
largest observation time step M. The inset shows the numerically-
computed behavior of the phase w(¢) (in units of 277) versus angle

¢. Note that as M increases the mean survival time (1) rapidly
converges toward the winding w = (1/2m) 02" do(dw/de) =
(1/27)[w(27) — w(0)] = L = 14. (c) Behavior of the mean survival
time (mp) for M = My = 500 and for increasing values of the lattice
size L = 2N. The dashed line corresponds to the predicted behavior of
the winding w = L. Pulse excitation and detection is at sites g = p = 2.

By letting |¢) = (ugm),uém),..,u%"),wgm),wgm),...,wg\;m)T,

ie. (l|ym) = u}m) for I = 1,2,.,N and (l|¢p) = wl(inl)\,
for| = N+1,N+2,..,2N, Egs.(5) and (6) can be cast in
the compact form |¢,) = U|p,,_1), where U is a unitary
2N x 2N matrix. For initial single-pulse excitation of the
system at time slot (site index) g in the short loop, the above
equations should be integrated with the initial condition
l1) = Ulq) = cos By|lqg — 1) +isin By|N + q). The non-unitary
(dissipative) dynamics, corresponding to period light pulse
ejection at site | = p in the short loop, is obtained by periodically
switching the coupling angle ' (¢) from 0 to 77/2 at time instants
t™ for a short interval ~ AT (see Supplementary Material for
details). Such a periodic pulse ejection basically corresponds to
repetitive projective measurements in the quantum mechanical
context, and described by the operator (1 — |p)(p|) = (1 —T).
We remark that in our setting we deal with classical optical
fields and use mean-field equations, however the same scenario
would be observed if the system is excited by a single photon
pulse, the detector “click’ corresponding indeed to a projective
quantum measurement and annihilation of the photon. The
advantages of using classical optical fields (rather than single
photons) are: (i) the simplicity of excitation and detection
apparatus, and (ii) single-run measurements, avoiding repeated
experimental runs and the need of statistical averaging, the
detection probability distribution Py, simply being obtained
from the intensity measurements at the photo-detector in a
single run.

Dynamical topological winding in photonic mesh lattices. To
illustrate the topological quantization of the mean survival
time in the system, let us consider as an example a ho-
mogenous lattice, with B, = B constant and different than
/2 for n = 2,3,..,N. System evolution is monitored up
to the maximum time step m = My, = 500, which is
experimentally feasible [32, 43-45]. Figure 2(a) shows the
numerically-computed behavior of the detection probability

distribution P, = \u;m) |2 in a lattice of size L = 2N = 14 and
B = /6, assuming p = q = 2 for the excitation and detection

nodes, whereas Fig.2(b) depicts the behavior of the mean
survival time (my) = M | mP,,, up to the observation step
M, as M is increased toward M.x. As it can be seen, (1)
rapidly converges to the integer w = L = 14, which is the
number of nodes of the lattice. This is in agreement with the
circumstance that the eigenvalues of U are not degenerate and
the corresponding eigenstates are not dark at site p = g = 2. The
inset in Fig.2(b) shows to the numerically-computed behavior of
the phase w(¢), which is computed from the spectral analysis
described in the Supplementary Material. For a given largest
propagation step M = M4y, the setup can correctly measure
the winding w for a system size L (nodes of the network) not too
large, i.e. there is an upper limit to the Hilbert space dimension
set by the largest possible observation time M = My of the
system. The reason thereof is that, according to the time-energy
uncertainty principle, as the system size L increases the energy
level spacing decreases, and thus a longer observation time is
required to resolve the spectral features of the Hamiltonian.
As an example, Fig. 2(c) shows the behavior of the mean
survival time (my;, ) for increasing values of the system size
L, indicating that for the largest propagation step M;;;x = 500
the winding w is correctly measured for a system size up to
L ~ 36. Finally, it should be mentioned that the convergence
of (mp) toward the topological winding (m) = w can become
extremely slow near quasi-energy degeneracies of U, where the
variance of the distribution Py, takes extremely large values and
intermittency is observed. Such a circumstance typically occurs
when H displays quasi-degenerate eigenenergies E, ~ Ej, near
resonances such that E,; 7 ~ E;T (mod. 27), or for T — 0 owing
to Zeno effect. Such limitations have been discussed at length in
Ref. [38]. In such regimes, the experimental observation of the
topological winding can be challenging, requiring extremely
long propagation times.

Since the winding w is of topological nature, it does not
vary as we deform the Hamiltonian, i.e. change the coupling
angles B, from the homogeneous case, even in a disordered
manner, provided that quasi-energy degeneracies are avoided.
As an illustrative example, let us consider the same case of
Fig.2 (homogeneous coupling angles), except than we introduce
a defect by letting B, = B for n = ng. Figure 3 shows the
numerically-computed behavior of the mean survival time
(mpy), up to the propagation step M = My = 500, for ng = 4
as fis increased from B = 71/6 (homogeneous limit) to B = 7/2.
The lattice size is fixed at L = 2N = 14; pulse excitation and
detection is at site § = p = 2 as in Fig.2. Note that the value of
(myr) remains unchanged and locked at the value w = 2L = 14
for a wide range of f3, with a rather abrupt change to (m) ~ 6
as B approaches the edge value = 7/2. The reason of such an
abrupt change stems from the circumstance that, at § = 77/2,
the network splits into two decoupled sublattices, and the
effective dynamics occurs in one sublattice solely with reduced
dimensionality L, = 2(ng — 1) = 6.

Conclusions. We have shown that dynamical non-Hermitian
topological windings can be observed in photonic lattices as
a manifestation of a new type of geometric phase recently
introduced in Ref. [34] for the problem of mean return time in
quantum systems. Such a geometric phase arises due to repeated
projective measurements in the unitary evolution of a quantum
system, which results in an effective cyclic dissipative dynamics.
Here we pointed out that such a geometric phase can be unrav-
elled in dynamical evolution of classical systems as well, such as
in the dynamics of optical pulses in coupled fiber loops. Owing
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Fig. 3. Dynamical topological winding in the photonic mesh lattice
with defect. The panel shows the behavior of the mean survival time
(mp) = 2%:1 mPy, for M = My, = 500 versus B in a lattice of size
L = 2N = 14. Other parameter values are given in the text. Note that
(mp) does not change as f is varied and remains locked at the value
of the winding number w = 2L = 14, except for a narrow interval
near B = 71/2 where the effective dimensionality of the network is
decreased down to L, = 6.

to its topological origin, the winding number is quantized
and remains unchanged under Hamiltonian deformations that
avoid energy level crossing and do not introduce dark states.
Our results indicate that photonics could provide an accessible
platform for the experimental demonstration of dynamical
NH topological windings [34], whose observation remains
challenging in truly quantum systems. Since the dynamical
convergence toward the topological winding becomes critical
near system degeneracies or resonances [38], probing NH dy-
namical windings and mapping the probability distribution Py,
provide interesting tools to detect system degeneracies, which
could be of potential relevance in advanced sensing applications.
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