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Gauge invariance is a fundamental principle that must be preserved in quantum transport. However, when a
complex potential is incorporated into the Hamiltonian, we find that the current described by the well-established
Landauer-Büttiker formula no longer satisfies gauge invariance. Using the non-equilibrium Green’s function
(NEGF) method, we derive a current expression for a multi-probe system that includes a complex potential
in the scattering region. We observe that an additional current term arises compared to the Landauer-Büttiker
formula, which leads to a violation of gauge invariance. To address this, we propose two phenomenologi-
cal methods for redistributing the conductance to restore gauge invariance in non-Hermitian systems. These
methods are applied to various trivial and nontrivial non-Hermitian quantum states, confirming the necessity of
gauge-invariant treatments in non-Hermitian systems.

I. INTRODUCTION

In a closed quantum system, the Hamiltonian is typically
Hermitian, leading to unitary evolution. However, in an open
quantum system that interacts with the environment, gain and
loss emerge, necessitating a more comprehensive descrip-
tion beyond purely Hermitian processes1–7. In such cases,
the system’s evolution is governed by both continuous dy-
namics, captured by a non-Hermitian Hamiltonian, and dis-
crete quantum jumps, with the system’s density matrix evolv-
ing according to the Lindblad master equation6,7. On short
timescales, where quantum jumps have not yet occurred, the
system’s evolution can be modeled using a non-Hermitian
Hamiltonian8. The non-Hermitian Hamiltonian describes the
continuous, deterministic evolution of the system, encom-
passing phenomena such as the exponential decay of unsta-
ble states and the initial dynamics in systems involving gain
or loss mechanisms. In particular, for a non-Hermitian sys-
tem possessing Parity-Time (PT ) symmetry, the eigenval-
ues remain real, supporting stable and predictable dynamics
within specific phases. Unique phenomena associated with
PT -symmetry, such as the non-Hermitian skin effect9–13 and
robust edge states14–17, underscore the critical role of PT -
symmetry in non-Hermitian physics.

Quantum transport in non-Hermitian systems is a rapidly
advancing field that bridges theoretical predictions with ex-
perimental realizations18–27. By introducing gain and loss
mechanisms, non-Hermitian systems exhibit a range of novel
transport phenomena, such as unidirectional transport, ex-
ceptional points, and non-Hermitian topological phases12–16.
Experimental platforms, including optical systems23,24, cold
atoms25,26 and condensed matter27, provide various means to
explore these effects, promoting the understanding of quan-
tum transport in non-Hermitian systems. However, a fun-
damental theoretical issue in quantum transport within non-
Hermitian systems remains unaddressed — gauge invariance.
Gauge invariance dictates that the current in each lead should
remain unchanged when the bias at each lead is shifted by a
constant value. Different from current conservation, which
can be violated due to the presence of complex potentials,
gauge invariance must be satisfied to ensure the consistency
and validity of physical laws, irrespective of the chosen gauge

for electromagnetic fields.
In the weakly nonlinear regime, the current can be ex-

pressed as28

Iα =
∑
β

Gαβvβ +
∑
βγ

Gαβγvβvγ + ...,

where Gαβ represents the linear conductance, Gαβγ denotes
the second order nonlinear conductance, and vβ is the volt-
age in lead β. Gauge invariance refers to the constraint∑
β Gαβ = 0 in the linear case28,29, and

∑
β(Gαβγ +

Gαγβ) = 0 in the second-order nonlinear case28. In Hermi-
tian systems, the linear conductance constraint is naturally ful-
filled, and the nonlinear constraint is satisfied by incorporating
the Coulomb potential into the system30–32. However, in non-
Hermitian systems, we find that even the linear conductance
constraint can be violated due to the non-unitary nature of
the evolution operator, leading to a failure of gauge variance.
Nonetheless, the well-established Landauer-Büttiker formula,
originally derived for Hermitian systems, has been directly ap-
plied to non-Hermitian systems in some studies33–36. There-
fore, it is essential to develop current and conductance for-
mulas applicable to non-Hermitian systems while preserving
gauge invariance.

Dephasing in quantum transport for Hermitian systems,
which refers to the loss of quantum coherence, has been exten-
sively studied and is somewhat analogous to non-Hermitian
electron dynamics38–40. Therefore, it is necessary to review
the methods applied to address dephasing in quantum trans-
port. One conventional approach is the introduction of a vir-
tual probe into the system41,42. In this method, electrons are
allowed to exchange between the scattering region and the vir-
tual probe, while ensuring that the net current in the virtual
probe remains zero. During this process, the electron’s phase
is lost due to thermalization in the virtual probe43. Another
effective method for describing dephasing in quantum trans-
port is the current partition method, where the total current is
divided into elastic and inelastic components44. The elastic
current in each lead is explicitly expressed by the Landauer-
Büttiker formula, while only the total inelastic current is pro-
vided. To ensure current conservation and gauge invariance,
the total inelastic current must be appropriately partitioned
among the leads. Currently, only a phenomenological theory
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exists for this partition method44.
In this work, we derive the current expression using the

non-equilibrium Green’s function (NEGF) method in a non-
Hermitian system, where a non-Hermitian quantum dot is
connected to multiple Hermitian leads. The non-Hermitian
term is treated using the virtual probe method, analogous
to how dephasing is handled41,42. Beyond the well-known
Landauer-Büttiker formula, the presence of non-Hermitian
terms introduces additional components to the current. As
a result, gauge invariance may not be satisfied, depending
on GαF , which represents the conductance between the real
lead α and the virtual probe F . If GαF = 0, the current
reduces to the Landauer-Büttiker formula, naturally satisfy-
ing both gauge invariance and current conservation. However,
if GαF ̸= 0, the virtual probe method or the current parti-
tion method should be employed to ensure gauge invariance.
The derived formulas for current and conductance were ap-
plied to various non-Hermitian systems, and numerical verifi-
cation confirms the necessity of current partition for maintain-
ing gauge invariance.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section II, we derive
the current expression for a multi-probe non-Hermitian sys-
tem based on the NEGF method and present the virtual probe
method and current partition method to ensure the gauge in-
variance of conductance. In Section III, the proposed formu-
las are utilized to calculate the conductances of several non-
Hermitian systems. Finally, in Section IV, we present a sum-
mary of the findings.

II. THEORETICAL FORMALISM

We study the quantum transport phenomena within a non-
Hermitian system where a non-Hermitian quantum dot is con-
nected by multiple Hermitian leads. The Hamiltonian of the
system is given by

H =
∑
α

Hα +Hdot +
∑
α

HαT ,

where

Hα =
∑
k

ϵkαc
†
kαckα

Hdot =
∑
n

ϵnd
†
ndn,

HαT =
∑
kn

tkαnc
†
kαdn + h.c..

Here, Hα represents the Hamiltonian of lead α, where
c†kα(ckα) is the creation (annihilation) operator for the k-state
in lead α, and ϵkα is the corresponding energy spectrum. Hdot

denotes the Hamiltonian of the quantum dot with d†n(dn) be-
ing the creation (annihilation) operator for the n-th energy
level ϵn. If ϵn is real, the system is Hermitian. However,
if ϵn is complex, the system becomes non-Hermitian. The
Hamiltonian matrix for the non-Hermitian quantum dot can
be written as

Hdot = H0 − iΓF /2,

where H0 is a Hermitian matrix, and ΓF is a real matrix de-
scribing the strength of non-Hermitian term. There are var-
ious mechanisms that contribute to non-Hermiticity, such as
energy gain and loss45,46, non-reciprocal coupling47,48, uncon-
ventional Goos-Hänchen effects49, and dephasing38–40. How-
ever, in this paper, we focus only on the theoretical investi-
gation of the impact of the non-Hermitian term iΓF /2 on the
current passing through the system, without delving into the
physical origins of the non-Hermiticity.

A. current formula

In general, a microscopic expression for current in a non-
Hermitian system should be derived from the Lindblad master
equation6,7. Although several theories have been developed to
describe quantum transport in non-Hermitian systems28,33–37,
they are primarily suitable for periodic systems and are in-
adequate for open systems with multiple leads. Due to the
complexity of the theoretical derivation, a microscopic cur-
rent expression for non-Hermitian systems with multiple leads
has remained undeveloped until recently. As a result, the
Landauer-Büttiker formula, originally developed for Hermi-
tian systems, has often been directly applied to non-Hermitian
systems33–36. Recently, a microscopic current expression was
derived from the motion equation for a non-Hermitian quan-
tum dot system connected to two reservoirs18. This theory re-
veals that the current in a non-Hermitian system consists two
components: an elastic scattering term, as described by the
Landauer-Büttiker formula, and an inelastic scattering term
that depends on the non-Hermitian strength. However, this
theory does not satisfy gauge invariance, as we will discuss
later.

In the following, we derive the current from the general
expression given by Eq. (1), which is based on the motion
equation for a Hermitian system. For Hermitian systems,
the Landauer-Büttiker formula is naturally derived from Eq.
(1). However, for non-Hermitian systems, Eq. (1) leads to
a different current expression, which we will demonstrate is
structurally equivalent to the microscopic theory presented in
Ref.[18] under certain approximations. Our starting point is
the expression for the current50

Iα = −2i

∫
E

Tr[Im(Σrα)(G
r −Ga)fα + Im(Σrα)G

<], (1)

where
∫
E

=
∫
dE/2π and fα = f(E − vα) represents the

Fermi distribution function with vα being the bias of lead α.
Gr is the retarded Green’s function defined as

Gr =
1

E −H0 −
∑
α Σ

r
α + iΓF /2

, (2)

where Σrα represents the self-energy of lead α, and Ga =
[Gr]†. Although Eq. (1) was originally derived for a Hermi-
tian Hamiltonian, it has been successfully applied to describe
dephasing in quantum transport, where a non-Hermitian term
iΓF /2 is introduced intoGr, representing dephasing strength,
similar to Eq.(2).
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In Eq.(1), the lesser Green’s function G< is determined by
the Keldysh equation as51

G< = Gr[(Gr0)
−1G<0 (G

a
0)

−1 +Σ<]Ga, (3)

where Gr0 = 1/(E −H0 + iΓF /2) and G<0 = −f(Gr0 −Ga0)
represent the Green’s functions of the isolated system, and
Σ< = i

∑
α Γαfα. It is straightforward to show that Eq.(3) is

equivalent to

G< = Gr[ifΓF +Σ<]Ga = GrΣ̃<Ga. (4)

The non-Hermitian term ΓF serves as an extra “reservoir”
with zero chemical potential, functioning as a line-width func-
tion for a fictitious lead. By substituting Eqs.(2) and (4) into
Eq.(1), we obtain

Iα =

∫
E

∑
β

Tr[ΓαG
rΓβG

a](fα − fβ) +

Tr[ΓαG
rΓFG

a](fα − fF ), (5)

where fF is the Fermi distribution function of the fictitious
lead. The first term on the right-hand side of Eq. (5) cor-
responds to the well-established Landauer-Büttiker formula,
providing a familiar framework for interpreting current behav-
ior. The influence of non-Hermitian terms is embedded within
the Green’s function, revealing a complex interplay between
single-particle gain or loss mechanisms and elastic scattering
processes. The second term represents the inelastic current
due to the coupling between the quantum dot and its envi-
ronment. Notably, this term indicates the emergence of an
additional current, with its magnitude depending on the non-
Hermitian strength ΓF , even in the absence of a bias voltage
between real leads.

We now show that Eq.(5) shares essential features with the
microscopic expression derived in Ref.[18], where the cur-
rent consists of both elastic and inelastic components, align-
ing with Eq. (5). The elastic component corresponds to the
Landauer-Büttiker formula, while the inelastic component is
formulated as18

Iinα = −2

∫
E

γTr[ΓαG
rO(D − fα)OG

a], (6)

where γ represents the monitoring strength, and O =∑
ij d

†
iOijdj denotes the observable single-particle quantity.

Here, d†i (di) is the creation (annihilation) operator for the i-
th quantum dot state, and Oij describes the transition prob-
ability from j-state to i-state. According to the definition
Gr = 1/(E − H −

∑
α Σ

r
α + iγO2), it is evident that γO2

is equivalent to ΓF /2. The dynamic correlation matrix D can
be solved self-consistently as follows18

D =

∫
dω

π
Gr

[∑
α

fαΓα + γODO
]
Ga. (7)

Notably, γODO shares a similar role to fαΓα, represent-
ing a lesser self-energy stemming from the non-Hermition
term. Given the equivalence between γO2 and ΓF /2, D can

be interpreted as a Fermi distribution function of the non-
Hermition reservoir. By applying a unitary transformation
to D, it transforms into a diagonal matrix, i.e., U†DU =
[Dijδij ]. Assuming Di = fF , the matrix [Dijδij ] simplifies
to fF I , where I is the identity matrix. Consequently, Eq.(6)
reduces to

Iinα = −2

∫
E

γTr[ΓαG
rO(fF I − fα)OG

a]

= −
∫
E

Tr[ΓαG
rΓFG

a(fF − fα)]. (8)

This result coincides with the second term on the right-hand
side of Eq. (5) .

Next, we discuss the gauge invariance of Eq.(5). In the
linear regime (small bias vα) and at zero temperature (T = 0),
Eq.(5) simplifies to

Iα =
∑
β

Tr[ΓαG
r(Γβ − Γ̃δαβ)G

a]vβ =
∑
β

Gαβvβ (9)

with Γ̃ =
∑
α Γα + ΓF . It is straightforward to show that∑

β

Gαβ = −Tr[ΓαG
rΓFG

a] = −GαF . (10)

When ΓF = 0, Eq.(10) reduces to
∑
β Gαβ = 0, mean-

ing that gauge invariance is naturally satisfied for Hermi-
tian systems. However, for non-Hermitian systems where
ΓF ̸= 0, GαF is usually non-zero, and gauge invariance is
violated. The violation of gauge invariance also occurs in
the microscopic expression derived in Ref.[18]. It can be
easily shown that

∑
β Gαβ = −2Tr[ΓαG

rγO2Ga]. When
γ ̸= 0,

∑
β Gαβ is generally nonzero, resulting in a violation

of gauge invariance. In such cases, either the virtual probe
method or the current partition method should be employed
to correct the current and conductance in Eq.(9). However,
in some special cases, as will be discussed in subsection C,
GαF remains zero even when ΓF is nonzero, meaning that
gauge invariance is naturally preserved, and Eq.(5) reduces to
the familiar Landauer-Büttiker formula.

B. gauge invariant methods for conductance

In the following, we present the N-virtual probe method for
ensuring gauge invariance in quantum transport within non-
Hermitian systems. This approach is similar to the method
used for dealing with dephasing in Hermitian systems, but
with two key differences41–43. First, in Hermitian system, the
exact form of the dephasing mechanism is often known, and
dephasing is therefore not included in the original Hamilto-
nian, but is instead phenomenologically represented by vir-
tual probes. In contrast, in non-Hermitian systems, the exact
form of dissipation is known and acts like an additional probe
or inelastic transmission channel with zero bias. Second, ΓF
is diagonal when describing dephasing in Hermitian systems,
whereas it may be a full matrix for non-Hermitian systems.
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Assuming there areN virtual probes and n real leads, the cur-
rent in each real lead Iα and virtual probe Ii is given by28

Iα =
∑
β=1:n

Gαβvβ +
∑
j=1:N

Gαjvj

...

Ii =
∑
β=1:n

Giβvβ +
∑
j=1:N

Gijvj

..., (11)

where vj is the voltage of the j-th virtual probe. The conduc-
tance is defined similar to Eq.(9) as

Gab = Tr[ΓaG
r(Γb − Γ̃δab)G

a] (12)

where a(b) includes both real leads α(β) and virtual probes
i(j). Γi represents the contribution from the i-th virtual probe,
which is an N × N matrix containing only the i-th row of
ΓF . Since the current in the virtual probes is not physical,
Ii should be set to zero by adjusting vj . Expressing vi =∑
β c

i
βvβ and substituting it into Eq.(11), we get

Ii =
∑
β

(Giβ +
∑
j

Gijc
j
β)vβ ≡ 0,

which determines the value of cjβ . Because vβ is an arbitrary
value, we have

Giβ +
∑
j

Gijc
j
β = 0,

and thus

cjβ = −[(GFF )
−1GFβ ]j ,

where GFF is an N ×N matrix with elements Gij , and GFβ
is anN×1 column vector with elementsGiβ . Substituting cβ
into Iα from Eq.(11), the current in the real lead α is given by

Iα =
∑
β

[Gαβ −
∑
j

Gαj(G
−1
FFGFβ)j ]vβ .

This expression includes both elastic and inelastic currents.
Finally, we have

G̃αβ = Gαβ −GαFG
−1
FFGFβ , (13)

whereGαF is a 1×N row vector with elementsGαi. Accord-
ing to the definition in Eq.(12), it is straightforward to show
that

∑
β Gαβ = −

∑
j Gαj and

∑
β Giβ = −

∑
j Gij . Com-

bining this with Eq.(10), we can prove that the modified con-
ductance in Eq.(13) satisfies the gauge invariance condition∑
β G̃αβ = 0, thus ensuring current conservation

∑
α G̃αβ =

0. Similar method has been successfully applied to quantum
transport problems involving dephasing43,54,55, demonstrating
its effectiveness in preserving gauge invariance.

Current partition is another effective method for obtaining
correct conductance by assigning the inelastic current to each
physical channel using the gauge invariant condition, which
was first proposed to allocate the displacement current Id

to contributions from individual probes in a dynamic trans-
port system44. After applying current partition, the dynamic
conductance satisfies both current conservation and gauge in-
variance. This formalism presents significant advancements:
(i) it imposes no frequency limit, and (ii) it allows for de-
tailed treatments of interactions in the mesoscopic region.
For the non-Hermitian system, assuming the assigned cur-
rent can be written as Ĩα = Iα +

∑
i c
i
αI

in
i , where Iα is

the elastic current given by the Landauer-Büttiker formula,
Iini = −

∑
α I

i
α = −

∑
αGiαvα is inelastic current, and cα

is a 1×N vector with
∑
α cα = 1, it is easy to obtain that in

the linear regime

G̃αβ = Gαβ +
∑
i=1:N

ciαGiβ . (14)

Enforcing the gauge invariant condition
∑
β G̃αβ = 0, we

have
∑
iGαi +

∑
ij c

i
αGij = 0. Thus, we have cα =

−GαFG−1
FF . Finally, substituting the expression for cα into

Eq.(14), we arrive at

G̃αβ = Gαβ −GαFG
−1
FFGFβ , (15)

which is the same result obtained using the virtual probe
method.

C. Applicable range of gauge invariant conductance

Subsequently, we explore the range of applicability of Eq.
(15). Using the Dyson equation, the system Green’s func-
tion Gr defined in Eq.(2) can be formulated as Gr = Gr0 +
Gr0Σ

rGr, where Gr0 is the retarded Green’s function of the
non-Hermitian isolated quantum dot, and Σr =

∑
α Σ

r
α de-

notes the self-energy including the contributions from all real
leads. Gr0 is defined asGr0 = 1/(E−H0+iΓF /2), which can
be expressed in terms of the eigenvectors of the Hamiltonian
as follows51

Gr0 =
∑
n

|ψn⟩⟨ϕn|
E − ϵn

, (16)

where |ψn⟩, |ϕn⟩ and ϵn are solutions of the following equa-
tions

[H0 − iΓF /2]|ψn⟩ = ϵn|ψn⟩
[H0 + iΓF /2]|ϕn⟩ = ϵ∗n|ϕn⟩.

Typically, ϵn is complex, but in special cases, it becomes real.
When ϵn is real, |ψn⟩ and |ϕn⟩ are identical, and Gr0 takes the
same form as the Green’s function for a Hermitian isolated
quantum dot. In other words, the influence of non-Hermitian
term iΓF /2 in Gr0 and Gr vanishes naturally, allowing the es-
tablished Landauer-Büttiker formula to emerge from Eq.(1).
Consequently, GαF equals zero, and the gauge invariance of∑
β Gαβ is inherently preserved. Obviously, the reality or

complexity of ϵn determines the applicability of Eq.(15).
As pointed out in the literatures, when a non-Hermitian

Hamiltonian belongs to the class of pseudo-Hermitian
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FIG. 1. (Color online) (a) Schematic structure of a triple-quantum-
dot system. t1, t2 and t3 represent the interaction between the leads
and the three quantum dots, while v1 and v2 denote the coupling
strength between adjacent quantum dots. (b) and (c) show GLR and
G̃LR versus energy E with different non-Hermitian strength γ. In
(b), E1 = E0 + iγ and E3 = E0 − iγ; In (c), E1 = E3 = E0 + iγ.
The solid curves describe G̃LR, while the dashed curves indicate
GLR. In both cases, we set t1 = t3 = 0, t2 = 0.5, v1 = v2 = 0.5
and E0 = 0.

systems56–58 or exhibits PT -symmetry9–17, its eigenvalues
can be real under certain conditions. For a pseudo-Hermitian
Hamiltonian, the relation η−1(H0 − iΓ/2)†η = H0 − iΓ/2
holds, where η is the the metric operator with the canonical
form η =

∑
n |ϕn⟩⟨ϕn| and η−1 =

∑
n |ψn⟩⟨ψn|58. If η sim-

plifies to the identity, the pseudo-Hermitian Hamiltonian re-
duces to a Hermitian one. Additionally, when |ψn⟩ and |ϕn⟩
are parallel (i.e., η−1ϕn = cnψn with cn a complex number),
the eigenvalues of H0 − iΓ/2 become real. A PT -symmetric
non-Hermitian Hamiltonian is a subset of pseudo-Hermitian
Hamiltonian. For a PT -invariant Hamiltonian H0 − iΓ/2
obeying the condition PT (H0−iΓ/2)(PT )−1 = H0−iΓ/2,
it can possess real eigenvalues, provided that the (PT )2 = +1
symmetry is present58.

In the following, we numerically examine the validity of
the gauge invariant conductance, as described by Eq.(15), in
different systems with various non-Hermitian terms.

III. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In this section, we introduce various non-Hermitian per-
turbations into different systems to examine the necessity of
gauge invariance formula in Eq.(13). In each system, a com-
plex potential is incorporated into the quantum dot, whereas
the Hamiltonians of both leads remain Hermitian.

The first system is a triple-quantum-dot structure, depicted
in Fig.1(a), where three quantum dots (QD) are coupled to two
metallic leads. The Hamiltonian of three QDs is defined as33

Hdot =
∑

n=1,2,3

ϵnd
†
ndn +

∑
n=1,2

vnd
†
n+1dn + h.c., (17)

where ϵn represents the energy of the n-th QD, and vn de-
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FIG. 2. (Color online) Conductances GLR, GLF and G̃LR as
functions of non-Hermitian strength γ for different quantum trans-
port systems. (a) BHZ model with complex potential H1 =
iγ(sin kx)σxτx; (b) BHZ model with complex potential H1 =
iγσ0τ0; (c) Haldane model with complex potential γA = −γB = γ;
and (d) Haldane model with complex potential γA = γB = γ. For
each system, the Hamiltonian is non-Hermitian in the central region,
while maintains Hermitian in both leads.

notes the coupling strength between adjacent QDs. When all
ϵn values are real, the Hamiltonian is Hermitian. However,
when ϵn becomes complex, the Hamiltonian becomes non-
Hermitian. Initially, we set E1 = E2 = E3 = E0, and the
system is PT -symmetric. Then, two types of complex po-
tential are incorporated to E1 and E3. In the first case, by
changing E1 = E0 + iγ and E3 = E0 − iγ, the PT sym-
metry of Hdot is maintained33. In the second case, by setting
E1 = E3 = E0 − iγ, the PT symmetry of Hdot is broken.
Here, γ is a real number, indicating the strength of the non-
Hermitian term.

The conductances GLR and G̃LR with different γ are pre-
sented in Fig.1(b) and 1(c), respectively, for the first and
second non-Hermitian cases. In the first case with a PT -
symmetric Hamiltonian, where E1 = −E3 = iγ, G̃LR
is exactly equal to GLR, regardless of the strength of the
complex potential. The inelastic scattering current described
by Eq.(5) vanishes, and the current calculated using the
Laudauer-Büttiker formula automatically satisfies gauge in-
variance. In the second case, with PT -symmetry-broken
Hamiltonian where E1 = E3 = −iγ, G̃LR varies with the
magnitude of γ. Particularly, G̃LR is significantly different
from GLR, highlighting the necessity of current partition to
ensure the gauge invariance.

Next, we consider the influence of a complex poten-
tial on a topological edge state described by the Bernevig-
Hughes-Zhang (BHZ) model59, where the Hamiltonian is
PT -symmetric and defined as

H0(k) = (m+ t cos kx + t cos ky)τz

+ t(sin ky)τy + t(sin kx)σzτx. (18)
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Here, k = (kx, ky) represents the reciprocal vector, and the
Pauli matrices σi and τi (i = x, y, z) represent the spin and or-
bital degrees of freedom, respectively. t denotes the hopping
parameter, and m is the mass parameter. A PT -symmetric
complex potential H1 = iγ(sin kx)σxτx or a PT -symmetry-
broken complex potential H1 = iγσ0τ0 is incorporated into
H0 in the scattering region, where γ represents the strength
of the non-Hermitian term. For the former H1, its eigen-
values are real. However, for the later H1, the eigenvalues
become complex. Fig.2(a) and 2(b) show the conductances
GLR, GLF and G̃LR for these two different non-Hermitian
systems, respectively. In Fig.2(a), GLF is zero regardless of
γ, making G̃LR identical to GLR. The magnitude of GLR re-
mains at 2, indicating the robustness of the topological edge
state to the complex potential. In Fig.2(b), however, GLF is
nonzero, leading to a significant difference between G̃LR and
GLR. Firstly,GLR increases as γ decreases, even exceeding 2
when γ is less than zero. This result is not physically reason-
able because there are only two transmission channels in both
Hermitian leads. After applying the current partition based
on gauge invariance, G̃LR remains below 2, which is more
consistent with physical expectations. Additionally, G̃LR de-
cays slightly as γ increases due to the introduction of dephas-
ing, which is consistent with the behavior shown in Fig.1(c).
These results illustrate that GLF is zero for a PT -symmetric
Hamiltonian but nonzero for a PT -symmetry-broken system.

Finally, we consider a PT -symmetry-broken system de-
scribed by Haldane model to explore the influence of non-
Hermitian to quantum transport. The tight-binding lattice
Hamiltonian is given by60,61

H =
∑
⟨i,j⟩

c†i cj + eiψ
∑

⟨⟨i,j⟩⟩

c†i cj + iγA
∑
i∈A

c†i ci + iγB
∑
i∈B

c†i ci.

(19)

Here, the first term on the right-hand side represents the
nearest-neighbor coupling, and the second term denotes the
next-nearest-neighbor coupling with a phase factor ψ. Com-
plex potentials iγA and iγB are incorporated into sites A and
B, respectively, of the AB-sublattice. For this Hamiltonian,
its eigenvalues are complex. Analogously, we consider a two-
probe system where non-Hermitian terms are included in the
central scattering region. Fig.2(c) and 2(d) show the conduc-
tance GLR, GLF and G̃LR as functions of γ in two distinct
cases: γA = −γB = γ and γA = γB = γ, respectively.
Since GLF is nonzero in both cases, G̃LR is different from
GLR. When γA = −γB , GLR and GRL exhibit a symmetric
distribution around γ = 0. When γA = γB , GLR and GRL
are identical for various values of γ. Given that both leads

have only one transmission channel, the conductance can not
exceed 1. Therefore, it is unreasonable for Gαβ to exceed 1,
whereas it is more logical for G̃LR to remain below 1.

Our numerical calculations for different non-Hermitian sys-
tems verify the validity of the gauge invariant conductance
described in Eq.(13). When the eigenvalues of the non-
Hermitian Hamiltonian of the quantum dot H0 − iΓF /2 are
real, GαF vanishes as exemplified in Fig.1(b) and Fig.2(a).
In this case, gauge invariance of GLR is naturally satisfied,
and the current can be directly calculated using the Laudauer-
Büttiker formula. Conversely, if the eigenvalues of the Hamil-
tonian of the system are complex, as shown in Fig.1(c) and
Fig.2(b)-(d), GLR must be replaced by G̃LR to maintain
gauge invariance.

IV. SUMMARY

We have derived a current expression for non-Hermitian
multi-probe systems using the NEGF method. The current
expression is different from the well-established Landauer-
Büttiker formula for Hermitian system, featuring an addi-
tional term stemming from the non-Hermitian Hamiltonian.
As a result, the gauge invariance of conductance may not hold,
depending on the value of GαF , which signifies the conduc-
tance between the real lead α and the virtual probe F . In a
pseudo-Hermitian or PT -symmetric non-Hermitian system,
GαF vanishes when the eigenvalues of the non-Hermitian
Hamiltonian are real. In this case, the current expression re-
duces to the Landauer-Büttiker formula, naturally ensuring
both gauge invariance and current conservation. However,
for a PT -symmetry-broken non-Hermitian system, GαF be-
comes nonzero, leading to a violation of gauge variance. To
address this, we developed two phenomenological methods:
the virtual probe method and the current partition method.
Both methods have been successfully implemented to numer-
ically investigate the conductances of various non-Hermitian
two-probe systems, thereby ensuring gauge invariance within
these systems.
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