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We propose a novel and systematic recurrence method for the energy spectra of non-Hermitian
systems under open boundary conditions based on the recurrence relations of their characteristic
polynomials. Our formalism exhibits better accuracy and performance on multi-band non-Hermitian
systems than numerical diagonalization or the non-Bloch band theory. It also provides a targeted
and efficient formulation for the non-Hermitian edge spectra. As demonstrations, we derive general
expressions for both the bulk and edge spectra of multi-band non-Hermitian models with nearest-
neighbor hopping and under open boundary conditions, such as the non-Hermitian Su-Schrieffer-
Heeger and Rice-Mele models and the non-Hermitian Hofstadter butterfly - 2D lattice models in
the presence of non-reciprocity and perpendicular magnetic fields, which is only made possible by
the significantly lower complexity of the recurrence method. In addition, we use the recurrence
method to study non-Hermitian edge physics, including the size-parity effect and the stability of
the topological edge modes against boundary perturbations. Our recurrence method offers a novel
and favorable formalism to the intriguing physics of non-Hermitian systems under open boundary
conditions.

I. INTRODUCTION

Non-Hermiticity is a significant factor that can not be
overlooked in both classical and quantum systems [1–
14]. In these systems, non-Hermiticity gives rise to var-
ious unconventional phenomena such as non-Hermitian
skin effect [15–29], non-Bloch parity-time symmetry [30–
33], non-Hermitian topology [34–45], generalized Bril-
louin zone [44, 46–49], and exceptional points [50–55].
One intriguing property of non-Hermitian systems is the
breakdown of spectral stability under different bound-
ary conditions [56–60]. Specifically, it is widely believed
that the energy levels of Hermitian systems with an open
boundary condition (OBC) can be reproduced mainly by
the Bloch band theory under periodic boundary condi-
tions (PBCs), even if the translation symmetry is bro-
ken. In non-Hermitian systems, however, the energy
spectra under OBC change drastically and collapse into
open arcs encircled by the loop-shape periodic bound-
ary spectra [21, 44, 61, 62]. It is widely known that these
non-Hermitian OBC spectra can be obtained by the non-
Bloch theory, which extends the Brillouin zone to the
generalized Brillouin zone (GBZ) in non-Hermitian sys-
tems [21, 44, 47, 48]. Unfortunately, the determination
of GBZ is somewhat challenging; therefore, it may be
necessary to use the auxiliary GBZ technique [47], which
still involves additional concepts and may not apply to
complicated multi-band non-Hermitian systems, such as
non-Hermitian Hofstadter butterflies [47]. Furthermore,
non-Bloch theory primarily emphasizes the bulk OBC
spectra relevant to the GBZ, and specialized tools for
edge spectra of non-Hermitian systems, intimately con-
nected with topological properties, are still largely lack-
ing.
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In this paper, we propose an alternative method based
on the recurrence relations of the eigenvalue equations in
non-Hermitian systems under OBC instead of the GBZs
so that we successfully avoid the limitations of non-Bloch
band theory. First, we conclude that the characteristic
polynomial DN (E) = det(E−HN ) of any non-Hermitian
tight-binding Hamiltonian under OBC satisfies a recur-
rence relation with constant coefficients independent of
the matrix size N . Then, we can represent DN (E) with
the solutions zi(E) of the corresponding characteristic
equation. The main result is that the OBC spectra in-
clude the energies such that (i) two maximal complex
solutions zi and zj have the same modulus, or (ii) when
representing DN by zi, the maximal complex solution
term is zero. We will argue that the above conditions
are related to the bulk and edge parts of OBC spectra,
respectively.

As an application of the recurrence method, we de-
rive a general expression for the bulk OBC spectra of
non-Hermitian multi-band Hamiltonians with nearest-
neighbor hoppings. This expression has the form of poly-
nomial equations that allow us to analytically or numer-
ically solve the OBC spectra without either diagonaliza-
tion or determination of the GBZ. Thus, the recurrence
method avoids typical accuracy problems in diagonaliz-
ing non-Hermitian matrices and significantly reduces the
computational complexity. Furthermore, our formalism
straightforwardly determines non-Hermitian Hamiltoni-
ans’ edge spectra, which are unavailable from the conven-
tional non-Bloch band theory. Based on this framework,
we can analyze the effects of the overall number of sites
(e.g., the size-parity effect) [63–65] and the boundary per-
turbations [66–69] on the edge spectra. For example,
we study the non-Hermitian Hofstadter model in two di-
mensions as an interplay between the non-reciprocity and
magnetic field [70]. Our results provide robust evidence
for the complex semiclassical theory [71] and topologi-
cal characterizations of non-Hermitian systems [34–45].
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Generally, our work offers a novel technique and per-
spective for non-Hermitian systems’ OBC spectra and
physics.

We organize the rest of the paper as follows: In Sec. II,
we discuss the recurrence relations of the characteristic
polynomials for non-Hermitian tight-binding Hamiltoni-
ans under OBC. Based on a mathematical theorem for
the solutions of the polynomials satisfying the recurrence
relations, we provide a general formulation for the OBC
spectra of non-Hermitian systems, which contains one
part corresponding to the bulk spectra and the other cor-
responding to the edge spectra, respectively. In Sec. III,
we apply the recurrence method for the bulk spectra
of non-Hermitian multi-band Hamiltonians with nearest-
neighbor hoppings. We establish the general expressions
on the bulk spectra for systems with an arbitrary number
of sublattices and present the non-Hermitian Rice-Mele
model as an example. In Sec. IV, we demonstrate the
advantages of the recurrence method over the edge spec-
tra, continuing on the models in the previous section.
Further, we investigate the effect of overall system sizes
and boundary perturbations on edge spectra as modifica-
tions to the initial conditions of the recurrence relations,
both of which are not accessible from the previous non-
Bloch band theory. In Sec. V, we apply our formalism
non-Hermitian Hofstadter models on a triangular lattice.
We explore the impact of non-reciprocity on the spec-
tral patterns and validate the complex semiclassical the-
ory in non-Hermitian systems. Besides, we examine the
edge modes of the non-Hermitian Hofstadter models for
their topological characters. We conclude our studies in
Sec. VI and discuss future outlooks and prospects.

II. RECURRENCE METHOD IN
NON-HERMITIAN SYSTEMS

We first introduce a recurrence method for the spec-
tra of generic non-Hermitian lattice models under OBCs.
Consider a 1D non-Hermitian Hamiltonian with N unit
cells:

HN =
∑

1≤i,j≤N ;α,β

tαβc
†
iαcjβ , (1)

where i, j represent different unit cells, and α, β ∈ [1, k]
denote intracell sublattice degrees of freedom. The OBC
spectrum of Eq. (1) is determined by solutions of the
following characteristic polynomial:

DkN (E) = det(IkNE −HkN ) = 0, (2)

which is a polynomial of degree kN with respect to E for
a k-band non-Hermitian Hamiltonian under OBC. Gen-
erally, such polynomials satisfy the following recurrence
relation [72–74]:

DkN (E) =

s∑
m=1

Cm({tαβ}, E)Dk(N−m)(E), (3)

where s =
(
l+r
l

)
= (l+r)!

l!r! is the order of the recurrence
relation, and l (r) represents the range of hopping to the
left (right). The coefficients Cm({tαβ}, E) are homoge-
neous functions of degree km, i.e., Cm({xtαβ}, xE) =
xkmCm({tαβ}, E).
Associated with the recurrence relation in Eq. (3), we

can define the following characteristic equation:

zs =

s∑
m=1

Cm({tαβ}, E)zs−m, (4)

whose solutions, zi(E), i = 1, 2, · · · , s re-express the char-
acteristic polynomial in Eq. (2) on the spectrum as:

DkN (E) =

s∑
i=1

di(E)zi(E)N , (5)

where di(E) are determined by the initial conditions
D0(E) = 1, Dk(E), · · · , D(s−1)k(E) of the recurrence re-
lation in Eq. (3). The OBC spectrum in the thermody-
namic limit N → ∞ is comprised of values of E satisfying
either of the following two conditions [74, 75]:

(i). The two solutions with maximal absolute val-
ues have the same moduli |zi(E)| = |zj(E)| ≥
|zm̸=i,j(E)|;

(ii). di(E) = 0 in Eq. (5) for the solution with the max-
imal absolute value |zi(E)| > |zj ̸=i(E)|.

Note that condition (i) contains an infinite number of
E and a similar form with the GBZ condition |βp(E)| =
|βp+1(E)| in the non-Bloch band theory, thus correspond-
ing to the continuous bulk OBC spectra of the non-
Hermitian systems. On the other hand, condition (ii),
combined with the initial conditions of Eq. (5), gives
several polynomial equations about E and thus a dis-
crete set of solutions. These polynomial equations are
generally quite different from the non-polynomial form
of condition (i). Hence, we expect condition (ii) to con-
tain the edge spectra of non-Hermitian systems under
OBCs, which is beyond the scope of the non-Bloch band
theory and the GBZ with only information of the bulk
spectra [47, 48].
The recurrence method is remarkably useful for non-

Hermitian models, especially models with large unit cells
(k ≫ 1) that are exceedingly complex from a non-
Bloch theory perspective. As we will show, even for
a large unit cell, the recurrence method gives an ana-
lytic expression for the OBC spectra of 1D non-Hermitian
nearest-neighbor tight-binding models in the thermody-
namic limit N → ∞. Computationally, on the other
hand, the recurrence method transfers the OBC spec-
trum problem to the problem of solving polynomials of
degree k, which reduces the time complexity to O(Nk2)
with the Durand-Kerner algorithm [74, 76, 77].
Aside from the bulk band, edge states may emerge as

isolated levels in the spectrum under OBC, intimately re-
lated to the topological invariants of the non-Hermitian



3

systems [44, 45]. Based upon condition (ii), the recur-
rence method provides targeted computations of the edge
spectra in general non-Hermitian models. By restricting
the computation to the isolated solutions of di(E) = 0,
the recurrence method is much more efficient than the
previous method based upon the edge matrix [78]. It also
provides an effective means to study edge physics [66–69],
i.e., how local perturbations at the OBC edges impact the
edge spectrum, e.g., when establishing the stability of the
topological edge modes, by tracking the changes to the
di(E) from the recurrence’s initial conditions.

III. ANALYTICAL EXPRESSION OF OBC
BULK SPECTRUM

A. Periodic nearest-neighbor-hopping
non-Hermitian models

As an explicit demonstration of the recurrence method,
we start with the non-Hermitian models with k-periodic
onsite potential and nearest-neighbor (NN) hopping un-
der OBCs:

H1 =

N−1∑
l=1

(tlc
†
l+1cl + t′lc

†
l cl+1 + Vlnl), (6)

where the NN hoppings tl = tl+k, t
′
l = t′l+k and the onsite

potentials Vl = Vl+k both have a real-space period of k.
The corresponding recurrence relation is:

DN = (E − VN )DN−1 − tN−1t
′
N−1DN−2. (7)

Note that in order to implement the recurrence
method, the coefficients of the recurrence relation
in Eq. (3) should be independent of N . To ad-
dress this issue, we need to derive the following size-
independent recurrence relation by using the transfer ma-
trix method [74]:

DkN = pk(E)Dk(N−1) − tDk(N−2), (8)

where t ≡
∏k

i=1 tit
′
i and pk(E) is a polynomial of E with

degree k [74]:

pk(E) = ∆1,k − tkt
′
k∆2,k−1, (9)

where ∆i,j for 1 ≤ i ≤ j ≤ k in Eq. (9) are given by

∆i,j = det


E − Vi 1
tit

′
i E − Vi+1 1

. . .
. . . 1

tj−1t
′
j−1 E − Vj

 ,

(10)
and ∆i,i−1 = 1, otherwise ∆i,j = 0.
Since ∆ is a sparse matrix and satisfies ∆i,j = (E −

Vj)∆i,j−1−tj−1t
′
j−1∆i,j−2, we can derive the coefficients

of pk(E) recursively when the lattice period k is large [74].

The recurrence relation in Eq. (8) is characterized by the
equation:

z2 = pk(E)z − t, (11)

with solutions z± = [pk(E) ±
√
pk(E)2 − 4t]/2. From

Eq. (5), the determinant DkN is:

DkN = d+(E)z+(E)N + d−(E)z−(E)N . (12)

Using the condition (i) |z+| = |z−| in the recurrence
method, we find that the OBC bulk spectra of the pe-
riodic NN hopping non-Hermitian models in Eq. (6) are
given by:

pk(E) = 2
√
t cos θ, θ ∈ [0, π], (13)

which is an analytical expression for the OBC spectra
of multiple-band Hamiltonians in Eq. (6) through the
recurrence method. Therefore, our formalism transforms
the OBC spectra problems of Eq. (6) to a sequence of
polynomial equations in Eq. (13). For a lattice period
or sublattice size k that is arbitrarily large, we can solve
Eq. (13) numerically through an iterative method called
the Durand-Kerner method [74, 76, 77] with manageable
cost ∼ O(Nk2), advantageous over the non-Bloch band
theory.
More specifically, consider the non-Hermitian Su-

Schrieffer-Heeger (SSH) model with k = 2 bands [44, 79]:

HSSH =
∑
i

[(u1 + γ/2)c†iAciB + (u1 − γ/2)c†iBciA

+ u2c
†
i+1,AciB + u2c

†
iBci+1,A], (14)

which is a special case of Eq. (6) with t1 = u1 − γ/2,
t′1 = u1 + γ/2, t2 = t′2 = u2, and V1 = V2 = 0.
According to the recurrence method, we obtain from

Eq. (9) and Eq. (10):

pSSH(E) = E2−u21−u22+
γ2

4
, tSSH = u21u

2
2−

γ2u22
4

. (15)

Consequently, the bulk spectrum of the non-Hermitian
SSH model under OBC is analytically obtainable from
Eq. (13):

ESSH = ±
√
u21 + u22 − γ2/4 + 2

√
(u21 − γ2/4)u22 cos θ.

(16)
For comparison, the non-Bloch band theory replaces

the momentum k with the non-Bloch parameter β ≡
eik and solves the eigenvalue equation det[H(β) −
E] = 0 instead [48]. Subsequently, its roots β1(E)
and β2(E) yield the GBZ conditions |β1| = |β2| =√
|u1 − γ/2|/|u1 + γ/2|, and the corresponding OBC

spectrum takes the form [44]:

E2 = u21 + u22 − γ2/4 + u2

√
|u21 − γ2/4|[sgn(u1 + γ/2)eiθ

+ sgn(u1 − γ/2)e−iθ], θ ∈ [0, 2π], (17)

indeed, fully consistent with the results in Eq. (16) from
our recurrence method.
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B. Non-Hermitian Rice-Mele model

As another example of the applicability of the recur-
rence method, we consider the non-Hermitian Rice-Mele
model [80, 81]:

HnRM =
∑
i

(w1b
†
iai+1 + w2a

†
i+1bi) +

∑
i

(v1a
†
i bi + v2b

†
iai)

+
∑
i

V (a†iai − b†i bi), (18)

where w1/2 denote the intercell hoppings between the ad-
jacent unit cells, v1/2 denote the intracell hoppings be-
tween sites A and B in the same unit cell, and ∆ is a stag-
gered onsite potential, as shown in Fig. 1(a). The V = 0
case recovers the non-Hermitian SSH model in Eq. (14)
with vanishing onsite potentials. The asymmetric intra-
cell/intercell hoppings, e.g., v1 = v− γ versus v2 = v+ γ
with a finite γ, introduce non-Hermiticity into the model
and can be realized in experiments by reservoir engineer-
ing in the ultra-cold atom systems and imaginary gauge
field in coupled optical micro-ring resonators [35, 82, 83].

Following the recurrence method beginning in Eq. (8),
the polynomial pnRM(E) and tnRM in Eq. (18) for the
non-Hermitian Rice-Mele model are:

pnRM(E) = (E − V )(E + V )− v1v2 − w1w2, (19a)

tnRM = v1v2w1w2. (19b)

Thus, following Eq. (13), the bulk OBC spectrum of the
non-Hermitian Rice-Mele model (18) is:

EnRM = ±
√
V 2 + v1v2 + w1w2 + 2

√
v1v2w1w2 cos θ,

(20)
which retains the symmetric pattern of the Hermitian
Rice-Mele model spectrum and is consistent with the re-
sults of the non-Bloch band theory [84].

In particular, the OBC spectrum in Eq. (20) becomes
real when and only when:

V 2 + v1v2 + w1w2 > 2
√
v1v2w1w2, (21a)

v1v2w1w2 > 0, (21b)

which are satisfied in two scenarios: first, both
v1v2, w1w2 > 0 for an arbitrary onsite potential V , as
shown in Fig. 1(b-c); the other is both v1v2, w1w2 < 0
and |V | >

√
−v1v2+

√
−w1w2. The latter case introduces

possibilities of the non-Bloch PT symmetry breaking [30–
33] as the onsite potential V crosses and falls between the
transition points:

Vc = ±(
√
−v1v2 +

√
−w1w2). (22)

For instance, Vc = ±1.4 for parameters v1 = −0.8, v2 =
0.2, w1 = −1, and w2 = 1 so that v1v2, w1w2 < 0, and the
OBC spectrum of the non-Hermitian Rice-Mele model in
Eq. (18) remains real at V = 1.5 [Fig. 1(g)] yet undergoes
an non-Bloch PT transition at V = 1.4 [Fig. 1(f)] and
develops complex values afterwards [Fig. 1(d-e)].
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FIG. 1. We compare the OBC (red curves and dots) and PBC
(blue curves) spectra of the non-Hermitian Rice-Mele model
in Eq. (18) with two sublattices A and B and asymmetric
hoppings v1 ̸= v∗2 or w1 ̸= w∗

2 , illustrated in (a). The OBC
spectra are fully real when both v1v2, w1w2 > 0, irrespective
of V : (b) v1 = 2, v2 = 1, w1 = 1.2, w2 = 0.8, and V =
0.5; (c) v1 = 0.8, v2 = 0.2, w1 = 1.2, w2 = 0.8, and V =
0.5. However, when both v1v2, w1w2 < 0, a non-Bloch PT
symmetry breaking may occur: (e-g) v1 = −0.8, v2 = 0.2,
w1 = −1, and w2 = 1, thus the transition points are at Vc =
1.4. The spectrum is complex for (d) V = 0.5 and (e) V = 1.2
at a critical point at (f) V = 1.4 and becomes fully real for
(g) V = 1.5. Note that |v1v2| > |w1w2| and thus no edge
state exists in (b), while |v1v2| < |w1w2| and two isolated
edge states appear at E = ±V (red dots) in (c-g).

IV. OBC EDGE SPECTRUM: EFFECTS OF
SYSTEM SIZE AND PERTURBATIONS

A. Edge spectra by recurrence method

The recurrence method also provides an effective and
targeted approach for the edge part of the OBC spectra in
non-Hermitian systems. For example, for the edge spec-
trum of the nearest-neighbor-hopping model in Eq. (6),
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we consider the following initial conditions of Eq. (12):

D0(E) = d+(E) + d−(E) = 1, (23)

Dk(E) = d+(E)z+(E) + d−(E)z−(E) = ∆1,k,

where ∆1,k is given in Eq. (10).
Using condition (ii) that di(E) = 0 for |zi| > |zj ̸=i| in

Sec. II along with Eq. (11), we find that the OBC edge
spectrum is within [74]:

Dk(E)2 −Dk(E)pk(E) + t = 0, (24)

along with either of the following scenarios:

Dk(E) = z+(E), |z+(E)| < |z−(E)|;
Dk(E) = z−(E), |z−(E)| < |z+(E)|. (25)

Previously, the edge spectra of non-Hermitian sys-
tems under OBCs are obtainable via the edge ma-
trix [78]. Consider the m-band non-Hermitian Hamilto-

nian H(β) =
∑l

i=−r hiβ
i after the substitution eik → β,

the block element of the mr×mr edge matrix Mmatrix is
defined as [78]:

[Medge(E)]ab =
1

2πi

∮
C

βa−b[H(β)− E1m]−1 dβ

β
, (26)

where a, b = 1, 2, · · · , r, and the counterclockwise inte-
gral contour encloses the origin and the first p solutions
β1(E), · · · , βp(E) of det(H(β) − E) = 0. The isolated
edge modes are determined by the relation det[Medge] =
0 [85]. Compared to the edge matrix, the recurrence
method is more efficient, as it restricts the edge-spectrum
problem to the few zero-coefficient solutions of di(E) = 0,
while through the edge matrix, det[Medge(E)] ̸= 0 - a
complicated and costly matrix equation, especially when
mr is large - has to be verified for all E outside the OBC
spectra through the edge matrix [78].

For example, given the non-Hermitian SSH model in
Eq. (14), D2(E) = E2 − u21 + γ2/4, and Eq. (24) simply
becomes E2u22 = 0. Therefore, the recurrence method
directly suggests that the edge spectra of non-Hermitian
SSH models are zero modes, which emerge in the topolog-
ical non-trivial regime |u21−γ2/4| < u22 [44, 56], following
the conditions in Eq. (25). For comparison, the edge ma-
trix of the non-Hermitian SSH model has a zero determi-
nant at E = 0 when and only when |u21−γ2/4| < u22 [78],
in full alignment with our results. However, the knowl-
edge E = 0 has to be either presumed or concluded from
various trial E values.

Likewise, the initial conditions D0, D2 of the non-
Hermitian Rice-Mele models in Eq. (18) are given by:

DnRM
2 (E) = E2 − V 2 − v1v2, (27)

according to our recurrence method. Eq. (24) describing
the the OBC edge spectrum now becomes:

E2w1w2 − V 2w1w2 = 0, (28)

therefore E = ±V . Combined with the conditions in
Eq. (25), such edge modes exist under and only under
the condition |v1v2| < |w1w2|, as shown in Fig. 1(c-g),
where two isolated edge modes appear aside from the
continuous bulk OBC spectra.

B. Non-Hermitian size-parity effect

Until now, we have assumed that the overall system
size is an integer multiple of the number of bands, i.e.,
the size of the unit cells and the number of sublat-
tices, e.g., an overall even number of sites for the non-
Hermitian Rice-Mele and SSH models with period k = 2.
However, overall system size can play a significant role
in topological phases and transitions in non-Hermitian
systems [28, 86]. Here, we study the variation of the
OBC spectra versus the parity of system sizes, some-
times dubbed the non-Hermitian size-parity effect, via
the recurrence method.
In the momentum space, the Hermitian Rice-Mele

model under PBC takes the following form:

HRM(k) = hx(k)σx + hy(k)σy + hz(k)σz, (29)

where hx = v + w cos k, hy = w sin k, and hz = V . It
has time-reversal symmetry T HRM(k)T −1 = HRM(k),

a generalized chiral symmetry Γ̂PTHRM(k)(Γ̂PT )−1 =
−HRM(k), and a generalized particle-hole symmetry

ĈPTHRM(k)(ĈPT )−1 = −HRM(k), where Γ̂PT = iσyK̂,

ĈPT = iσy ⊗ Îk, Îk ≡ (k → −k) and K̂ being the com-
plex conjugation [63, 87]. These symmetries ensure the
model’s symmetric bands ±Ek.
Due to the broken chiral (sublattice) symmetry, two

separated nonzero edge modes emerge in the gap between
the two symmetric bands [81, 87, 88]. These two edge
modes are localized on the opposing edges and evolve
with model parameters, which can implement bidirec-
tional edge transmission [63]. In the thermodynamic
limit L→ ∞, the edge mode with E = V is left localized
at the left open boundary [88]:

ψi,τ ∝ δτ,A(−1)i+1e−κi, κ = ln
w

v
, (30)

where i labels the unit cell and τ = A,B denotes the
sublattices. δτ,A indicates that the edge mode weighs
exclusively on the A sublattice. It is apparent from the
decay constant κ that such a localized edge mode exists
only when v < w. Likewise, when and only when v < w,
a right-localized edge mode with E = −V emerges on
the B sublattices at the right open boundary.
It is important to note that the left (right)-localized

edge mode has the same energy E as the onsite potential
V (−V ) at the left (right) boundary. Intuitively, as the
onsite potential is V at both the left and right bound-
aries for a system with an odd number of sites, the corre-
sponding edge modes should have E = V . Furthermore,
Eq. (30) determines the localization direction of isolated
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(a) (b) (c) (d)

FIG. 2. The real [(a) and (c)] and imaginary [(b) and (d)] parts of the OBC spectra for non-Hermitian Rice-Mele models in
Eq. (18) on even-size [2N = 40 in (a) and (b)] and odd-size [2N + 1 = 41 in (c) and (d)] systems display a size-parity effect.
The black lines represent the OBC bulk spectrum, and the red (blue) lines represent the left (right) localized edge modes.
The model parameters v1 = 0.9 + 1.2 sin θ, v2 = 0.9 − 1.2 sin θ, w1 = w2 = 0.6, and V = 0.2 sin θ are variable with respect
to θ. For the 2N -size models, a pair of edge modes at E = ±V appear when 0.56 < sin θ < 0.90, consistent with condition
|v1v2| < |w1w2|; for the (2N + 1)-size models, an isolated edge mode at E = V always exists irrespective of θ, yet switches
between the right and left edges as θ evolves.

edge modes: if v < w (v > w), edge modes can localize at
the left (right) boundary. Therefore, we can manipulate
the appearance and location of the edge modes through
the model parameters. Such an interesting phenomenon
has been widely used in topological pumping and quan-
tum state transfer [63–65].

Here, we demonstrate via the recurrence method that
this size-parity effect can be extended to the non-
Hermitian Rice-Mele model in Eq. (18) and also in the
absence of generalized chiral symmetry. In Sec. IVA,
we have shown that the existence condition of the edge
modes is |v1v2| < |w1w2|, which returns to the v < w con-
dition in Hermitian cases. There, we have to choose the
zeroth and second principle minors D0 and D2 as the ini-
tial conditions in an even-size non-Hermitian Rice-Mele
model. However, in an odd-size non-Hermitian Rice-Mele
model, we should change the initial conditions to the first
and third principle minors D1 and D3 since the OBC
spectrum is determined by D2N+1. The expressions for
D1 and D3 are:

DnRM
1 (E) = E − V, DnRM

3 (E) = (E − V )pnRM(E).
(31)

Substitute them into:

D2N+1(E) =
∑
i=±

di(E)zi(E)N , (32)

we obtain:

E − V = dnRM
+ + dnRM

− , (33)

(E − V )pnRM = dnRM
+ znRM

+ + dnRM
− znRM

− .

Finally, from condition (ii) in Sec. II and znRM
± =

(pnRM ±
√
p2nRM − 4tnRM)/2, regardless of the bulk pa-

rameters v1, v2, w1, and w2, there always exists one and
only one isolated edge mode with energy E = V in the
non-Hermitian Rice-Mele model with an odd number of
sites, i.e., 2N + 1. We summarize example results in
Fig. 2, where an isolated edge mode always exists yet
switches between the left and right edges with an odd
number of sites. Via the recurrence method, our re-
sults indicate that the size-parity effect in the Rice-Mele

model, as well as the subsequent unidirectional topo-
logical edge excitation transmission and quantum state
transfer [63–65], can be generalized to non-Hermitian sce-
narios and systems without generalized chiral symmetry.

C. Robustness of topological edge modes

In the previous subsection, we studied the size-parity
effect in non-Hermitian systems through the recurrence
method as altered initial conditions. Another interest-
ing scenario reflected in the modified initial conditions
of the recurrence method is when boundaries encounter
perturbations, which may impact the edge spectra of the
systems [66–69]. Such problems are also helpful in eval-
uating the robustness of the edge modes as topological
characterizations [44, 45].

For example, consider a non-Hermitian SSH model
with an additional onsite potential on the left boundary:

H ′
SSH = HSSH + V1c

†
0c0 − V1c

†
1c1, (34)

where HSSH is in Eq. (14). Without loss of generality, we
set u1 = 1, u2 = 2, γ = 1, and an overall even number of
sites.

From the recurrence method, it is clear that the bulk
spectrum of the boundary-perturbed model H ′

SSH re-
mains unchanged while the edge spectrum is adjusted
accordingly. The initial condition of the recurrence rela-
tion now becomes D′

2(E) = E2 −V 2
1 −u21 + γ2/4 and D0

no longer equal to 1:

D′
0(E) = 1− V1(E − V1)

u21 − γ2/4
, (35)

for which we obtain D′
4 first and then use D′

4 = pSSHD
′
2−

tSSHD
′
0. Substituting D

′
0 and D′

2 into Eq. (12), and set-
ting d±(E) = 0, we obtain the equation dictating the
edge spectra of the perturbed non-Hermitian SSH model:

D′
2(E)2−D′

2(E)D′
0(E)pSSH(E)+tSSHD

′
0(E)2 = 0, (36)
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and, following condition (ii) in Sec. II, either of the two
conditions:

D′
2(E) = z+(E)D′

0(E), |z+(E)| < |z−(E)|,
D′

2(E) = z−(E)D′
0(E), |z−(E)| < |z+(E)|, (37)

where z± = (pSSH ±
√
p2SSH − 4tSSH)/2 are identical to

the original non-Hermitian SSH model.

0 20 40 60 80 100 120
n

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8
|ψ

|
right edge mode
left edge mode
emerged edge mode

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 1.2 1.4
V1

− 3.0
− 2.5
− 2.0
− 1.5
− 1.0
− 0.5

0.0
0.5
1.0

R
e(

E
) right edge mode

left edge mode
emerged edge mode

(a) (b)

FIG. 3. The spectra and localization properties of the edge
modes for the boundary-perturbed non-Hermitian models in
Eq. (34) show the stability of the topological edge modes.
(a) As the perturbation V1 varies on the left edge, the right
edge mode (blue) stays unchanged, while the original left edge
mode (red) develops an energy shift yet remains in the bulk
gap. An additional edge mode emerges on the left boundary
for V1 > 0.7. (b) The wave functions of the respective edge
modes show full localizations at V1 = 1.2. u1 = 1, u2 = 2,
and γ = 1.

We solve the equations numerically for the edge spec-
tra of the perturbed non-Hermitian SSH models and the
effect of the boundary perturbation V1. The results are
shown in Fig. 3. As V1 varies, the right edge mode keeps
zero energy, as a gapped bulk separates it from the per-
turbation. On the contrary, the left edge mode devel-
ops an energy shift and splits from the right edge mode.
The evolution of these edge modes under perturbations
demonstrates the topological characteristics and stabil-
ity of the non-Hermitian SSH models [44]. Interestingly,
we observe an additional left edge mode emerging for
V1 > 0.7.

V. NON-HERMITIAN HOFSTADTER MODEL

The energy spectrum of a non-interacting two-
dimensional lattice model versus the presenting per-
pendicular magnetic field takes on a fractal and self-
similar pattern commonly known as the Hofstadter but-
terfly [89], which has witnessed widespread appearances
in various cutting-edge physics fields, including topolog-
ical phases, quantum Hall effects, quasi-crystals, 2D ma-
terials [90–93]. Recently, there have been studies on
its interplay with non-Hermiticity [70, 94, 95], e.g., a
biased quantum random walk model that forbids some
of the hoppings while retaining the other hoppings of
the electrons [94, 95], whose spectrum in the presence
of a commensurate magnetic flux can be solved exactly

through the Chebyshev polynomials [95]. Another non-
Hermitian generalization of the Hofstadter butterfly con-
siders a two-dimensional square lattice model with non-
reciprocal hoppings in one of the directions and a perpen-
dicular magnetic field [70]. Despite the non-reciprocity,
the wave-packet trajectories still form closed orbits in
the four-dimensional complex phase space in the complex
semiclassical theory [71]; therefore, the quantization rule
persists, and the Landau levels may take on still discrete
yet complex energy levels [70, 71]. On the other hand,
non-Hermitian systems have a tendency and preference
for real-valued OBC spectra.

t 2

t
2

t2

t 1

t
1

t1

x

y

FIG. 4. We consider the non-Hermitian Hofstadter butter-
fly on a two-dimensional triangular lattice. The model, given
by the Hamiltonian in Eq. (38), consists of unequal counter-

clockwise hoppings t1 =
√

(1− δ)(1 + δ) (blue arrows) and

clockwise hoppings t2 =
√

(1 + δ)(1− δ) (red arrows). Also,
we introduce a perpendicular magnetic field with p/2q mag-
netic flux quantum per triangle plaquette. We set x and y as
our lattice vectors.

Here, as a concrete example of the interplay between
the non-Hermiticity, the complex spectrum, and the mag-
netic field, we consider a non-reciprocal model on the
two-dimensional triangle lattice, as shown in Fig. 4:

HnHH =
∑
x,y

(t1c
†
x+1,ycx,y + t2c

†
x−1,ycx,y + t1c

†
x−1,y+1cx,y

+ t2c
†
x+1,y−1cx,y + t1c

†
x,y−1cx,y + t2c

†
x,y+1cx,y),

(38)

where we introduce the non-reciprocity parameter δ
as the difference between counterclockwise hoppings
t1 =

√
(1− δ)/(1 + δ) and clockwise hoppings t2 =√

(1 + δ)/(1− δ). We set t1t2 = 1 as our unit of en-
ergy as well as ℏ = e = 1 for simplicity. In the pres-
ence of a perpendicular magnetic field, each hopping ac-
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quires an additional phase t′ = te−iθ, θ =
∫
A⃗ · d⃗l be-

tween the corresponding hopping’s initial and final po-
sitions. Interestingly, the non-reciprocity in the clock-
wise and counterclockwise hoppings effectively acts as an
imaginary magnetic field [71], analogous to the imag-
inary gauge potential of the non-Hermitian Hatano-
Nelson model [1, 2, 83]. Hence, the non-reciprocal tri-
angle lattice model in Eq. (38) in the presence of a mag-
netic field Br is equivalent to a Hermitian triangle lattice
model with unit hopping and a complex magnetic field
B = Br + iBi, where the imaginary part Bi relates to
the non-reciprocity δ: eBi = (1 + δ)3/(1− δ)3 [74].
In addition, we consider the non-Hermitian Hofstadter

butterfly with OBC in the x direction and PBC in the y
direction, which, together with the choice of the Landau

gauge A⃗ = (0, Bx), ensures ky as a good quantum num-
ber. For a particular ky, we thus reduce the model to
a one-dimensional non-Hermitian Hamiltonian with NN
hopping:

HnHH(ky) =
∑
x

[txc
†
x+1,ky

cx,ky
+ t′xc

†
x,ky

cx+1,ky

+ Vxc
†
x,ky

cx,ky ], (39)

where the NN hoppings tx, t
′
x, and the onsite potential

Vx are in the Supplemental Materials [74] and generally
complex-valued; therefore, the comparability with and
similarity transformation to a Hermitian model no longer
holds in such triangular-lattice Hofstadter butterfly mod-
els. Also, we consider a commensurate perpendicular
magnetic field Br, i.e., Br = 2π(p/q) with coprime inte-
gers p and q. Consequently, the Hamiltonian in Eq. (39)
is q-periodic (k = q). However, numerical diagonalization
of a non-Hermitian Hamiltonian is highly susceptible to
accumulated errors and sensitive to numerical precisions,
especially in large systems [13, 47, 96]. The non-Bloch
band theory and GBZ method also face substantial ob-
stacles and challenges for relatively large q, as the num-
ber of sublattices in the magnetic unit cell significantly
elevates the computational cost. Hence, trustworthy cal-
culations of energy spectra of Eq. (39) for large N and q
are exceedingly time-consuming [47]. Through the recur-
rence method, on the other hand, we transform the eigen-
value problem of Eq. (39) to the root solutions of a series
of q-th degree polynomials, which share the same coeffi-
cients except for the constant terms, as we have shown in
Sec. III. Numerically, we can solve these polynomials with
an iterative algorithm called the Durand-Kerner method
[74, 76, 77], efficient and useful for simultaneously de-
termining all complex roots of high-degree polynomials
with a quadratic convergence rate. Therefore, the recur-
rence method avoids the numerical accuracy and insta-
bility issue in diagonalizing large non-Hermitian matrices
and substantially reduces the computational complexity
to O(N) as long as q ≪ N .

We summarize our results on the Hofstadter butterfly
on the triangular lattice in Fig. 5 for ky = 0. Indeed, in
the presence of a perpendicular magnetic field B, both

the Hermitian (δ = 0) and non-Hermitian (δ = 0.2) mod-
els display the characteristic fractal and self-similar fea-
tures intrinsic in a Hofstadter butterfly; see Fig. 5(a).
On the other hand, the introduction of non-reciprocity δ
deforms the spectra [Fig. 5(b)] and introduces imaginary
parts [Fig. 5(c)]. Interestingly, the Landau fan struc-
ture is still present in the non-Hermitian case, as shown
in Fig. 5(d), consistently and quantitatively validating
the complex semiclassical theory in non-Hermitian sys-
tems [71, 74]. Notably, the magnetic unit cell at large
q, e.g., a small B, becomes very large, and the compu-
tational cost and numerical stability quickly get out of
control. However, it does not possess an apparent ob-
stacle within the framework of our recurrence method,
and we approach q as high as qmax = 150 as presented in
Fig. 5.

As previously stated, the non-Hermiticity δ introduces
an imaginary magnetic field iBi, so the overall effective
magnetic field Bc = Br + iBi is complex. Although Br

needs to be commensurate and thus discrete, δ and Bi

are continuously variable, offering much finer and broader
tunability to Bc. For instance, we can study a complex
magnetic field Bc = |Bc| exp(iθ) with a constant modulus
|Bc| = 6 that would have been incommensurate other-
wise; see further details and results in the Supplemental
Materials [74].

It is well known that the Hofstadter butterfly is an ex-
ample of the integer quantum Hall effect, or equivalently,
a 2D Chern insulator [91, 97]. Such topological phases
host characteristic chiral edges on the open boundaries,
which offer physical and straightforward characteriza-
tions of the corresponding topological characters - the
Chern numbers of the bulk bands [90]. Naturally, the re-
currence method’s capacity for OBC provides a natural
arena for exploiting such bulk-edge correspondence.

For example, we examine the edge modes of the non-
Hermitian Hofstadter models, i.e., Eq. (38) in the pres-
ence of the perpendicular magnetic field, especially their
dispersions with respect to ky - the momentum along the
open boundaries. We show example results for p/q = 1/7
in Fig. 6, which exhibit apparent edge modes (red),
obtained from condition (ii) of the recurrence method,
traversing the gaps between the bulk bands (black),
mainly obtained from condition (i) of the recurrence
method. Interestingly, compared with the Hermitian case
in Fig. 6(a), although the non-reciprocity δ = 0.5 essen-
tially deforms the bulk and edge spectra, the presence of
the topological edge modes persists in the non-Hermitian
Hofstadter models, as illustrated in Fig. 6(b). This is
smoking-gun evidence that the corresponding topologi-
cal phases generalize to non-Hermitian scenarios and, si-
multaneously, offers a clear-cut identification of the cor-
responding Chern numbers as +2 [98], +1, −1, −1, −1
of the bulk bands from the bottom to the top.

Further, we may demonstrate that such topological
invariants and phases are robust against perturbations
straightforwardly via the recurrence method. For con-
creteness, we consider adding a boundary perturbation
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FIG. 5. The spectra of the triangular lattice models in Eq. (38) versus the applied perpendicular magnetic field (p/q magnetic
flux quantum per lattice plaquette) displays clear fractal and self-similar features resembling a (Hofstadter) butterfly, both in
(a) Hermitian δ = 0 and (b-c) non-Hermitian δ = 0.2 scenarios. We consider a geometry with PBC in the y direction and
OBC in the x direction. The blue (b) and red (c) spectra are the real and imaginary parts, respectively. (d) The Landau
fan structure near the band top (and bottom) exhibits a linear dependence on the magnetic field (red lines) consistent with√
1− δ2En ∝ 6−3B(n+1/2), n = 0, 1, 2, · · · from the complex semiclassical theory [71, 74] and the interpretation of a complex

effective magnetic field for a finite δ = 0.2.

to the original non-Hermitian Hofstadter model:

H ′
nHH = HnHH +

∑
y

(V2c
†
1,yc1,y − V2c

†
2,yc2,y), (40)

where the perturbation is translation invariant along y,

and thus transforms into V2c
†
1,ky

c1,ky
−V2c†2,ky

c2,ky
in par-

allel to Eq. (39) in the ky basis. Correspondingly, we
modify and address the initial conditions with respect to
the recurrence relations.

Specifically, we derive the revised D′
0 following the cal-

culations of D′
q and D′

2q, and the recurrence relation

D′
2q(E) = pq(E)D′

q(E)−TD′
0(E), where T ≡

∏q
x=1 txt

′
x.

Hence, the bulk spectra remain intact, while the edge
spectra instead follow a modified version of Eq. (24):

D′
q(E)2 −D′

q(E)D′
0(E)pq(E) + TD′

0(E)2 = 0, (41)

together with one of the following two constraints:

D′
q(E) = zq,+(E)D′

0(E), |zq,+(E)| < |zq,−(E)|,
D′

q(E) = zq,−(E)D′
0(E), |zq,−(E)| < |zq,+(E)|,(42)

where zq,± = [pq(E)±
√
pq(E)2 − 4T ]/2. The results for

V2 = 1 are presented in Fig. 6(c). Despite the perturba-
tion, the numbers of edge modes crossing the bulk band
gaps and, thus, the implied topological Chern numbers
of the bulk bands, remain constant.

VI. CONCLUSION

We have proposed a novel recurrence method for the
energy spectra of non-Hermitian systems under open
boundary conditions. Based on the recurrence relations
of their characteristic polynomials, our formalism trans-
forms the eigenvalue problems of the target multi-band
non-Hermitian Hamiltonians to the solutions of a series
of polynomials. Therefore, it resolves the accuracy and
instability issues in the numerical diagonalization of non-
Hermitian matrices, especially for extensive system sizes
N ; with the fast-converging Durand-Kerner method, it
also displays better computational complexity than the
non-Bloch band theory and the GBZ method, especially
for non-Hermitian systems with a considerable period
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FIG. 6. The real part of the ky dispersion of the Hofstadter model in Eq. (38) exhibits clear bulk (black) and edge (red)
contributions. The perpendicular magnetic field equals p/q = 1/7 magnetic flux quantum per lattice plaquette, irrespective of
the non-reciprocity and the perturbations. Counting the edge modes (red) gives a straightforward identification of the bulk
bands (black) topological characters. The non-reciprocity parameter is: (a) δ = 0 for a Hermitian system, (b) δ = 0.5 for a

non-Hermitian system, and (c) δ = 0.5 for a non-Hermitian system with perturbations
∑

y(V2c
†
1,yc1,y − V2c

†
2,yc2,y), V2 = 1 on

the left boundary.

or unit cell with many sublattices. Indeed, as we have
demonstrated, it yields consistent analytical spectra or
expressions for the non-Hermitian Su-Schrieffer-Heeger
models and the non-Hermitian Rice-Mele models under
open boundary conditions and efficient and precise nu-
merical results of the non-Hermitian Hofstadter butter-
fly with a hefty qmax and thus a large magnetic unit cell
beyond previous approaches.

The recurrence method also provides a targeted for-
mulation of the non-Hermitian edge spectra, with algo-
rithmic and cost advantages over the previous edge ma-
trix method. We have shown its applications on the
edge spectra of multi-band non-Hermitian models with
nearest-neighbor hopping and open boundary conditions.
For instance, we have studied topological edge modes’
presence and stability (against perturbations) in the non-
Hermitian 1D Rice-Mele and the 2D non-Hermitian Hof-
stadter models, consistent with and convenient for their
topological characterizations. In particular, we have also

generalized the size-parity effect of the Hermitian Rice-
Mele models to non-Hermitian counterparts and without
the generalized chiral symmetry.
The interplay between open boundaries and non-

Hermitian, non-reciprocal physics has gathered much re-
cent interest and attention and witnessed the discover-
ies of a series of intriguing and exotic phenomena; the
introductions of extra factors such as topological phe-
nomena, magnetic fields, dimensionality, etc., has further
developed and enriched these research areas; therefore,
our recurrence method offers a timely and promising for-
malism to facilitate and streamline studies on such non-
Hermitian systems under open boundary conditions.
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Supplementary Materials

Appendix A: Theorems and Algorithms for Recurrence Relations

1. Properties of Recurrence Relations

Theorem 1. Let M = [hab] be the Hamiltonian matrix of model H =
∑
ab

c†ahabcb with hopping range (l, r), namely

hab ̸= 0 only for −r ≤ a − b ≤ l. Denote the determinant of submatrix containing first n lattice sites as Mn =

det[hab]1≤a,b≤n. Then for large n Mn satisfies a recurrence relation Mn =
s∑

j=1

Rj({hab})Mn−j where s = (l+ r)!/l!r!

is the order of recurrence relation and coefficients Rj satisfy Rj({xhab}) = xjRj({hab}).

Proof. Denote the submatrix of H containing creation operators c†i1 , c
†
i2
, · · · , c†iN and annihilation operators

cj1 , cj2 , · · · , cjN as M
(j1,j2,··· ,jN )
(i1,i2,··· ,iN ) . Then define the determinant of the following submatrix for 1 ≤ j1 < j2 < · · · < jl ≤

l + r:

D(j1,j2,··· ,jl)
n = detM

(1,2,··· ,n−l,n−l+j1,n−l+j2,··· ,n−l+jl)
(1,2,··· ,n) . (A1)

We can deduce the recurrence relation of D
(j1,j2,··· ,jl)
n via expanding it with respect to the last creation operator

c†n. Depending on jl, the results are classified into two types:

D(j1,j2,··· ,jl)
n =

 hn,n+rD
(1,j1+1,··· ,jl−1+1)
n−1 , jl = l + r;

(−1)lhn,n−lD
(j1+1,··· ,jl+1)
n−1 +

l∑
i=1

(−1)l+ihn,n−l+jiD
(1,j1+1,··· ,ji−1+1,ji+1+1,··· ,jl+1)
n−1 , jl < l + r.

(A2)

The upper index ofDn in Eq. (A2) can be rearranged using the index of subsets. Denote the l-subsets of {1, 2, · · · , l+
r} as A1, A2, · · · , As, for example A1 = {1, 2, · · · , l} and Ai = {j1, j2, · · · , jl}, then D(j1,j2,··· ,jl)

n can be written as:

D(i)
n ≡ D(j1,j2,··· ,jl)

n . (A3)

Under this definition D
(1)
n = D

(1,2,··· ,l)
n = detM

(1,2,··· ,n)
(1,2,··· ,n) =Mn. Then, we can write Eq. (A2) in a clear manner:

D(i)
n =

s∑
m=1

ci,m(n)D
(m)
n−1, 1 ≤ i ≤ s, (A4)

where the coefficients ci,m(n) are one of the matrix element hab multiply by +1 or −1 (may be 0 if condition
−r ≤ a− b ≤ l is not satisfied). Let n = n, n− 1, · · · , n− s+ 1 in Eq. (A4), we obtain s2 recurrence relations:

D
(i)
n−j+1 =

s∑
m=1

ci,m(n− j + 1)D
(m)
n−j , 1 ≤ i ≤ s, 1 ≤ j ≤ s. (A5)

These linearly independent recurrence relations have s(s+1) unknown variables: D
(i)
n−j for 1 ≤ i ≤ s, 0 ≤ j ≤ s. It

follows that using Gaussian elimination, we can eliminate the s2−1 variables D
(i)
n−j , 2 ≤ i ≤ s, 0 ≤ j ≤ s, leaving just

one recurrence relation for D
(1)
n−j = Mn−j , 0 ≤ j ≤ s. Write this recurrence relation as Mn =

s∑
j=1

Rj({hab})Mn−j .

Note that coefficients ci,m(n−j+1) in Eq. (A5) satisfy ci,m(n−j+1)({xhab}) = xci,m(n−j+1)({hab}), the property
Rj({xhab}) = xjRj({hab}) is ensured by the Gaussian elimination.

One can use the following algorithm to obtain the recurrence relation coefficients R based on Theorem 1:
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Algorithm Algorithm for Recurrence Relations

Input: l, r, n, M
Output: recurrence relation coefficients R
1: function labelsubsets(l,r)
2: labeled l-subsets of {1, 2, · · · , l + r} such that S[1] = {1, 2, · · · , l}
3: return S
4: end function
5: function IndexOf({j1, j2, · · · , jl},l,r)
6: S = labelsubsets(l, r)
7: S[i] = {j1, j2, · · · , jl}
8: return i
9: end function

10: S = labelsubsets(l, r)
11: s = (l + r)!/l!r!
12: for i = 1 : s do
13: for j = 1 : s do
14: subset = S[i]
15: jl = subset[l]
16: if jl == l + r then
17: subset right = {1, subset[1 : l − 1] + 1}
18: k = IndexOf(subset right, l, r)
19: C[i, j, k] = M [n− j + 1, n− j + r + 1]
20: else
21: subset right = {subset + 1}
22: k = IndexOf(subset right, l, r)
23: C[i, j, k] = (−1)lM [n− j + 1, n− j − l + 1]
24: for m = 1 : l do
25: subset right = {1, subset[1 : m− 1] + 1, subset[m+ 1 : l] + 1}
26: k = IndexOf(subset right, l, r)
27: C[i, j, k] = (−1)l+mM [n− j + 1, n− j − l + 1 + subset[m]]
28: end for
29: end if
30: end for
31: end for
32: Find recurrence relation R[j] from C[i, j, k] by Gaussian elimination

The OBC spectrum of a non-Hermitian Hamiltonian H =
∑
ij

c†ihijcj is determined from solutions of determinant

det(E −H). Denote the determinant of N -site lattice model as DN := det(EIN −HN ), then DN (E) is a polynomial
of degree N and satisfies the following recurrence relation according to Theorem 1:

DN (E) =

s∑
k=1

Ck({tαβ}, E)DN−k(E), (A6)

where the order of the recurrence relation s = (l + r)!/l!r! is related to the hopping range (l, r) of H and coefficients
Ck({tαβ}, E) satisfy Ck({xtαβ}, xE) = xkCk({tαβ}, E). The characteristic equation of Eq. (A6) is:

zs =

s∑
k=1

Ck({tαβ}, E)zs−k. (A7)

The determinant DN (E) is obtained from solutions z1(E), z2(E), · · · , zs(E) of Eq. (A7) by:

DN (E) =

s∑
i=1

di(E)zi(E)N , (A8)

where coefficients di(E) are derived from the initial conditions by setting N = 0, 1, · · · , s − 1 and D0(E) = 1. OBC
spectrum of Hamiltonian H in the thermodynamic limit is equivalent to the solutions of DN (E) = 0 in the limit
N → ∞. There is a mathematical theorem states that if polynomials DN (E) satisfy some non-degenerate conditions,
then the N → ∞ limit of solutions of DN (E) = 0 can be determined:
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Theorem 2. Let a sequence of polynomials DN (E) satisfy the recurrence relation in Eq. (A6) and no recurrence
relation of an order less than s exists. If there does not exist a phase factor eiφ such that zi(E) = eiφzj(E) for some
i ̸= j always hold, then the N → ∞ limit of zeros of DN (E) are given by one of the following statements:

(i). The two solutions with maximal absolute values have the same moduli |zi(E)| = |zj(E)| ≥ |zm ̸=i,j(E)|;

(ii). Zero coefficient di(E) = 0 before the maximal modulus solution |zi(E)| > |zj ̸=i(E)| in Eq. (A8).

For example, in the case of Hatano-Nelson model H =
∑
i

[(t − γ)c†i+1ci + (t + γ)c†i ci+1], the recurrence relation of

DN (E) is given by:

DN (E) = EDN−1(E)− (t2 − γ2)DN−2(E). (A9)

The characteristic equation of recurrence relation in Eq. (A9) has solutions:

z1(E) =
E +

√
E2 − 4(t2 − γ2)

2
, z2(E) =

E −
√
E2 − 4(t2 − γ2)

2
. (A10)

According to condition (i) in Theorem 2, |z1(E)| = |z2(E)| gives the expression for the OBC bulk spectra of
Hatano-Nelson model:

E = 2
√
t2 − γ2 cos θ, θ ∈ [0, π]. (A11)

2. Recurrence relations in the multiband case

In the case of multiband Hamiltonians, the coefficients Rj of the recurrence relation are N -dependent. For example,
in the non-Hermitian SSH model:

H =
∑
i

[(u1 + γ1)a
†
i bi + (u1 − γ1)b

†
iai] +

∑
i

[(u2 + γ2)a
†
i+1bi + (u2 − γ2)b

†
iai+1]. (A12)

The recurrence relations have period k = 2:

D2N = ED2N−1 − (u21 − γ21)D2N−2,

D2N−1 = ED2N−2 − (u22 − γ22)D2N−3. (A13)

These recurrence relations can be rearranged to the N -independent recurrence relation about D2N , D2N−2, D2N−4:

D2N = (E2 + γ21 + γ22 − u21 − u22)D2N−2 − (u21 − γ21)(u
2
2 − γ22)D2N−4. (A14)

One can show that this N -independent recurrence relation always exists. We will discuss the recurrence relations of
periodic nearest-neighbor hopping models later. For general m-band short-range Hamiltonians, we have the following
theorem:

Theorem 3. Consider the Hamiltonian matrix M = [hab] of non-Hermitian m-band model H =
∑
ab

c†ahabcb with

hopping range (l, r), namely ha,b = ha+m,b+m. Denote the determinant of submatrix containing first n sites as

Dn = det[hab]1≤a,b≤n. Then for large n, Dn satisfies a n-independent recurrence relation Dn =
s∑

j=1

Cj({hab})Dn−jm

where s = (l + r)!/l!r! is the order of recurrence relation and coefficients Cj satisfy Cj({xhab}) = xjmCj({hab}).

This theorem reveals the superiority of the recurrence method in determining the energy spectra of multi-band
non-Hermitian systems under OBCs: whatever the number of sites in one unit cell of the non-Hermitian Hamiltonian
is, we can always establish a recurrence relation with constant coefficients for its characteristic polynomial DN (E).
The order of this recurrence relation depends solely on the hopping ranges and is not influenced by the number of
bands. Consequently, this endows the recurrence method with a distinct advantage for multi-band non-Hermitian
Hamiltonians such as the non-Hermitian Hofstadter models. Such an advantage will also be demonstrated more clearly
in the following sections.
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Appendix B: Recurrence method for one-dimensional periodic nearest-neighbor hopping model

Consider the one-dimensional NN hopping model under OBC with k-periodic onsite potential Vl = Vl+k and hopping
tl = tl+k, t

′
l = t′l+k:

H =

N−1∑
l=1

(tlc
†
l+1cl + t′lc

†
l cl+1 + Vlnl). (B1)

The recurrence relation of the characteristic polynomial det(E −H) is:

DN = (E − VN )DN−1 − tN−1t
′
N−1DN−2. (B2)

To obtain the size-independent recurrence relation, we write the recurrence relation in the following matrix form:(
DNk

DNk−1

)
=

(
E − Vk −tk−1t

′
k−1

1 0

)(
DNk−1

DNk−2

)
≜ Uk

(
DNk−1

DNk−2

)
, (B3)

where Uk represents the transfer matrix from (DNk−1, DNk−2)
T to (DNk, DNk−1)

T . Applying this transfer matrix
recursively, we obtain: (

DNk

DNk−1

)
= UkUk−1 · · ·U1

(
D(N−1)k

D(N−1)k−1

)
≜ U

(
D(N−1)k

D(N−1)k−1

)
, (B4)

where the overall transfer matrix from system size N − 1 → N is:

U =

(
E − Vk −tk−1t

′
k−1

1 0

)(
E − Vk−1 −tk−2t

′
k−2

1 0

)
· · ·
(
E − V1 −tkt′k

1 0

)
≜

(
A(E) B(E)
C(E) D(E)

)
, (B5)

We can then work out the recurrence relation about DNk, D(N−1)k, D(N+1)k. In fact, replacing N → N + 1 in the
first row equation of Eq. (B4) and multiplying the second row equation with B(E), we obtain:

D(N+1)k = A(E)DNk +B(E)DNk−1, (B6)

B(E)DNk−1 = B(E)C(E)D(N−1)k +B(E)D(E)D(N−1)k−1, (B7)

Replacing the terms in Eq. (B7) containing DNk−1, D(N−1)k−1 using Eq. (B6), we have:

D(N+1)k = Tr(U)DNk − det(U)D(N−1)k. (B8)

Note that both Tr(U) and det(U) are size-independent, so we can apply the recurrence relation method in the
main text to obtain the OBC spectrum. For k = 3 case with identical nearest-neighbor hopping t1 = t2 = t3 ≡ u1,
t′1 = t′2 = t′3 ≡ u2, the coefficients of the recurrence relation in Eq. (B8) are: Tr(U) = E3 − E2(V1 + V2 + V3) +
E(−3u1u2 + V1V2 + V1V3 + V2V3) + u1u2(V1 + V2 + V3)− V1V2V3, det(U) = u31u

3
2. For a general k, we can show that

the recurrence relation is given by:

D(N+1)k = (∆1,k − tkt
′
k∆2,k−1)DNk −

k∏
j=1

tjt
′
jD(N−1)k, (B9)

where

∆i,j =


det


E − Vi 1
tit

′
i E − Vi+1 1

. . .
. . . 1

tj−1t
′
j−1 E − Vj

 j > i− 1,

1 j = i− 1,
0 j < i− 1.

(B10)

Defining pk(E) ≡ ∆1,k − tkt
′
k∆2,k−1 and t ≡

∏k
j=1 tjt

′
j , then applying the recurrence method in the main text, we

have the solutions of characteristic equation for recurrence relation Eq. (B9): x± = 1
2 (pk±

√
p2k − 4t). From condition

(i): |x+| = |x−|, we obtain the OBC bulk spectrum of Eq. (B1) satisfying the relation:

pk(E) = 2
√
t cos θ. (B11)
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For the k = 4 case, p4(E) = E4 + c3E
3 + c2E

2 + c1E + c0, where:

c3 = −(V1 + V2 + V3 + V4),

c2 = −T1 − T2 − T3 − T4 + V1V2 + V1V3 + V2V3 + V1V4 + V2V4 + V3V4,

c1 = T1(V3 + V4) + T2(V1 + V4) + T3(V1 + V2) + T4(V2 + V3)− V1V2V3 − V1V2V4 − V1V3V4 − V2V3V4,

c0 = T1T3 + T2T4 − T1V3V4 − T2V1V4 − T3V1V2 − T4V2V3, (B12)

and Ti ≡ ti1ti2.
For the edge spectra from condition (ii), we need to consider the initial conditions of the characteristic polynomial

DNk(E) = d+(E)x+(E)N + d−(E)x−(E)N . Using D0 = 1 and condition (ii) d+(E) = 0 or d−(E) = 0, we obtain
that the edge spectrum is the set:

{E|Dk(E) = x+(E), |x+(E)| < |x−(E)|} ∪ {E|Dk(E) = x−(E), |x+(E)| > |x−(E)|}. (B13)

Appendix C: Numerical Calculations for the OBC spectrum of the k-periodic Hatano-Nelson model

It is widely known that direct diagonalization of the non-Hermitian OBC Hamiltonian matrix HOBC is sensitive
to the matrix dimension, and accumulation of the digital errors may result in incorrect or unstable eigenvalues [47].
Based on the generalized Brillouin zone (GBZ) or recurrence method, we can develop numerical algorithms to resolve
the issue of direct diagonalization.

1. Numerical calculation based on the Generalized Brillouin zone method

Here, we present an algorithm applicable to single-band non-Hermitian Hamiltonians using the GBZ method [49].
The characteristic equation of non-Bloch Hamiltonian det[H(β)− E] = 0 is now written as:

E = H(β) =

q∑
n=−p

hnβ
n. (C1)

The OBC spectrum σOBC in the thermodynamic limit is given by the condition |βp(E)| = |βp+1(E)|, in which
βp(EOBC) and βp+1(EOBC) constitute the GBZ. We seek for M points E1, E2, · · · , EM on the OBC spectrum σOBC,
so we assume that:

βp(El) = βle
iθl , βp+1(El) = βle

−iθl , (C2)

where βl is complex and the phases θl = lπ/(M + 1), l = 1, 2, · · · ,M characterize the azimuth difference between βp
and βp+1. This choice of the phase factor ensures an approximately uniform distribution of βp/βp+1 over the GBZ.
Substituting Eq. (C2) into Eq. (C1), we obtain:

E = H(βp) =

q∑
n=−p

hnβ
n
l e

inθl ,

E = H(βp+1) =

q∑
n=−p

hnβ
n
l e

−inθl . (C3)

Eliminating E in Eq. (C3), we obtain the following equation for βl:

q∑
n=−p

hnβ
n
l sinnθl = 0. (C4)

The algorithmic procedure for evaluating βl and thus E = H(βle
±iθl) is summarized as follows:

1. Start from l = 1, solve Eq. (C4) and obtain p+ q roots β
(i)
l .

2. For each β
(i)
l , obtain E

(i)
l from Eq. (C3). Let E = E

(i)
l in Eq. (C1), solve this equation to determine the roots

sorted by their moduli: |β1(E(i)
l )| ≤ |β2(E(i)

l )| ≤ · · · ≤ |βp+q(E
(i)
l )|.
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3. Check whether |β(i)
l | = |βp(E(i)

l )| = |βp+1(E
(i)
l )|. If true, then E

(i)
l ∈ σOBC and add E

(i)
l to the spectrum list;

otherwise E
(i)
l /∈ σOBC. Return to step 2 until all β

(i)
l have been checked.

4. l → l + 1 and back to step 1 until l =M .

2. Numerical calculation based on the recurrence relation method

From Appendix B, we know that OBC bulk spectrum of non-Hermitian models in Eq. (B1) is given by pk(E) =

∆1,k − Tk∆2,k−1 = 2
√
t cos θ, where ∆i,j is given in Eq. (B10), and Tj ≡ tjt

′
j , t =

∏k
j=1 Tj . To obtain the OBC

spectrum, we have to derive the coefficients in the polynomial pk(E) = Ek + C1E
k−1 + · · ·+ Ck−1E + Ck. ∆1,k is a

polynomial of degree k and satisfies the recurrence relation:

∆1,n = (E − Vn)∆1,n−1 − Tn−1∆1,n−2, ∆1,0 = 1, ∆1,1 = E − V1, 2 ≤ n ≤ k. (C5)

We identify the polynomial coefficients:

∆1,k(E) = Ek + c1E
k−1 + · · ·+ ck−1E + ck, ∆1,n(E) = En + c

(n)
1 En−1 + · · ·+ c

(n)
n−1E + c(n)n , 1 ≤ n ≤ k (C6)

where c
(k)
i = ci. Using the relation Eq. (C5), we can calculate the coefficients c

(j)
i recursively. For n ≥ 3:

c
(n)
1 = c

(n−1)
1 − Vn,

c
(n)
2 = c

(n−1)
2 − Vnc

(n−1)
1 − Tn−1,

c
(n)
j = c

(n−1)
j − Vnc

(n−1)
j−1 − Tn−1c

(n−2)
j−2 , 3 ≤ j ≤ n− 1,

c(n)n = −Vnc(n−1)
n−1 − Tn−1c

(n−2)
n−2 , (C7)

with initial conditions c
(1)
1 = −V1, c(2)1 = −(V1 + V2), c

(2)
2 = V1V2 − T1. Similarly, ∆2,k−1 can also be recursively

determined. We may write ∆2,k−1 and ∆2,n as:

∆2,k−1(E) = Ek−1+ c̃1E
k−2+ · · ·+ c̃k−3E+ c̃k−2, ∆2,n(E) = En−1+ c̃

(n)
1 En−2+ · · ·+ c̃(n)n−2E+ c̃

(n)
n−1, 2 ≤ n ≤ k−1.

(C8)
For n ≥ 4:

c̃
(n)
1 = c̃

(n−1)
1 − Vn,

c̃
(n)
2 = c̃

(n−1)
2 − Vnc̃

(n−1)
1 − Tn−1,

c̃
(n)
j = c̃

(n−1)
j − Vnc̃

(n−1)
j−1 − Tn−1c̃

(n−2)
j−2 , 3 ≤ j ≤ n− 2,

c̃
(n)
n−1 = −Vnc̃(n−1)

n−2 − Tn−1c̃
(n−2)
n−3 , (C9)

with initial conditions c̃
(2)
1 = −V2, c̃(3)1 = −(V2 + V3), c̃

(3)
2 = V2V3 − T2. The coefficients of polynomial pk(E) =

Ek + C1E
k−1 + · · ·+ Ck−1E + Ck are given by:

C1 = c1, C2 = c2 − Tk, Ci = ci − Tk c̃i−2, 3 ≤ i ≤ k. (C10)

Then, the OBC bulk spectrum of Eq. (B1) in the thermodynamic limit is determined from the equation:

Ek + C1E
k−1 + · · ·+ Ck−1E + Ck = 2

√
t cos θ, θ ∈ [0, 2π]. (C11)

For a finite system with Nk lattice sites, we can approximate the finite-size bulk OBC spectrum by properly
choosing N θ values in Eq. (C11). A convenient choice is: θi = iπ/(N + 1), i = 1, 2, · · · , N .

The OBC edge spectrum which originates from condition (ii) in the recurrence method can be determined from

Eq. (B13), where x±(E) = 1
2 (pk(E)±

√
pk(E)2 − 4t) and Dk is just ∆1,k obtained in the previous text. Solutions of

the following polynomial equation:

∆1,k(E)2 −∆1,k(E)pk(E) + t = 0, (C12)

which satisfy either of the two conditions: (i). ∆1,k(E) = x+(E), |x+(E)| < |x−(E)| or (ii). ∆1,k(E) = x−(E),
|x−(E)| < |x+(E)| belong to the OBC edge spectrum of Eq. (B1).
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Appendix D: Non-Hermitian Hofstadter butterfly on the triangular lattice

To demonstrate the power of the recurrence method, we consider a two-dimensional non-Hermitian Hofstadter model
on a triangular lattice, which is beyond the scope of generalized Brillouin zone theory and similarity transformation.
The Hamiltonian of the non-reciprocal triangular lattice model is written as:

HnHH =
∑
x,y

(
√
(1− δ)/(1 + δ)c†x+1,ycx,y +

√
(1 + δ)/(1− δ)c†x−1,ycx,y +

√
(1 + δ)/(1− δ)c†x,y+1cx,y√

(1− δ)/(1 + δ)c†x,y−1cx,y +
√
(1 + δ)/(1− δ)c†x+1,y−1cx,y +

√
(1− δ)/(1 + δ)c†x−1,y+1cx,y), (D1)

where δ represents the non-reciprocity. We set the convention that the product of opposite hopping amplitudes equals
1, and ℏ = e = 1. Note that we set our lattice vectors along the sides of the triangles. Applying a uniform magnetic

field with Landau gauge A⃗ = (0, Bx), we can write the Hamiltonian in Eq. (D1) for a particular ky as:

HnHH(ky) =
∑
x

[
√

(1− δ)/(1 + δ)c†x+1,ky
cx,ky

+
√
(1 + δ)/(1− δ)c†x−1,ky

cx,ky
+
√
(1 + δ)/(1− δ)e−iBxeikyc†x,ky

cx,ky

+
√

(1− δ)/(1 + δ)eiBxe−ikyc†x,ky
cx,ky

+
√
(1 + δ)/(1− δ)e−ikyeiB(x+1/2)c†x+1,ky

cx,ky

+
√
(1− δ)/(1 + δ)e−iB(x−1/2)eikyc†x−1,ky

cx,ky ], (D2)

where the magnetic phase factors along the three sides of a triangular unit cell are given by

eiϕ1 = exp
(
− i

∫ (x,y+1)

(x,y)

A⃗ · d⃗l
)
= e−iBx,

eiϕ2 = exp
(
− i

∫ (x+1,y)

(x,y+1)

A⃗ · d⃗l
)
= eiB(x+1/2),

eiϕ3 = exp
(
− i

∫ (x,y)

(x+1,y)

A⃗ · d⃗l
)
= 1. (D3)

The Hamiltonian in Eq. (D2) can be written as a one-dimensional non-Hermitian Hamiltonian with NN hoppings:

HnHH(ky) =
∑
x

(txc
†
x+1,ky

cx,ky + t′xc
†
x,ky

cx+1,ky + Vxc
†
x,ky

cx,ky ), (D4)

where the NN hoppings tx, t
′
x, and the onsite potentials Vx are given by:

tx =
√
(1− δ)/(1 + δ) +

√
(1 + δ)/(1− δ)e−ikyeiB(x+1/2),

t′x =
√
(1 + δ)/(1− δ) +

√
(1− δ)/(1 + δ)eikye−iB(x+1/2),

Vx =
√
(1 + δ)/(1− δ) exp[−i(Bx− ky)] +

√
(1− δ)/(1 + δ) exp[i(Bx− ky)]. (D5)

When the magnetic flux is commensurate, i.e., B = 2π(p/q) so that the flux per triangle plaquette is Φ = π(p/q), the
Hamiltonian in Eq. (D4) is a one-dimensional q-periodic model with NN hopping tx = tx+q, t

′
x = t′x+q, and Vx = Vx+q.

The bulk energy spectra under OBC are obtained in Appendix B as the solutions of the following polynomials:

pq(E) = 2
√
T cos θ, (D6)

where T ≡
∏q

x=1 txt
′
x and pq(E) is a q−th degree polynomial whose coefficients can be recursively determined as shown

in Appendix C 2. To obtain bulk spectra with lattice size Nq, we can choose θi as θi = iπ/(N + 1), i = 1, 2, · · · , N ,
then the bulk spectra are given by solving a series of q-th polynomials with the variation of constant terms only:
pq(E) − 2

√
T cos θi = 0. By applying the recurrence method, we resolve the precision issues in non-Hermitian

numerical diagonalization and significantly reduce the time complexity since the period q is usually much smaller
than the number of unit cells N .
The edge spectra under OBC are obtained from the equation:

Dq(E)2 −Dq(E)pq(E) + T = 0, (D7)

with either of the following two constraints satisfied: (i). Dq(E) = z+(E), |z+(E)| < |z−(E)|; (ii). Dq(E) = z−(E),

|z−(E)| < |z+(E)|, where Dq(E) is the determinant of the first q-size unit cell and z±(E) = 1
2 (pq(E)±

√
pq(E)2 − 4T ).
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The non-reciprocity δ in the Hamiltonian in Eq. (D2) can be considered as the effect of an imaginary magnetic
field. The magnetic phase of the counterclockwise closed path along the edges of the triangular plaquette is:

eiϕ = exp
(
− i

∮
A⃗ · d⃗l

)
= ei(ϕ1+ϕ2+ϕ3) = eiB/2. (D8)

We find that when the magnetic field is “imaginary”: B = iBi, the magnetic phase factor in Eq. (D8) becomes
a scaling factor e−Bi/2, which is identical to non-reciprocity. Hence, the two-dimensional non-reciprocal triangular
lattice model in Eq. (D2) under the magnetic field B is equivalent to a Hermitian model under a complex magnetic
field Bc = Br + iBi if Br = B and:

(1− δ)3/2

(1 + δ)3/2
= e−Bi/2. (D9)

While Br has to be commensurate to facilitate our calculations, the complex magnetic field Bc endows us with more
degrees of freedom, where parallel comparisons can be drawn with the complex semiclassical theory. For instance, we
can fix the modulus of the complex magnetic field |Bc| and vary its phase angle θ: Bc = |Bc|(cos θ+ i sin θ). Given a
specific, commensurate applied magnetic field B = 2π(p/q), the non-reciprocity parameter δ satisfies:(

3 ln
1 + δ

1− δ

)2
+ (2πp/q)2 = |Bc|2, (D10)

which yields θ = arccos
2πp

q|Bc|
and δ = tanh

|Bc| sin θ
6

. For example, we present in Fig. S1 the results for |Bc| = 6,

which would otherwise have been incommensurate with the lattice.

0 π 2π
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− 2

0
2
4
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8
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E
)

|Bc| = 6

(a)

0 π 2π
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− 2

0

2
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6

Im
(E

)
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(b)

FIG. S1. Our recurrence method gives the real (a) and imaginary (b) parts of the OBC spectra of the non-Hermitian Hofstadter
model on a triangular lattice with a complex magnetic field Bc = |Bc| exp(iθ) of constant modulus |Bc| = 6 and variable phase
angle θ. For each θ, we have applied a commensurate magnetic field Br = 2πp/q with the corresponding non-reciprocity δ as
in Eq. (D10).

Appendix E: Complex Semiclassical Theory

In this section, we derive the Landau fan structure near the band top, namely, the Landau level scaling:√
1− δ2En = 6− 3B(n+ 1/2), n = 0, 1, 2, · · · , (E1)

for the model in Eq. (D1) in a magnetic field B = 2πp/q. For simplicity, we consider a non-Hermitian Hofstadter
model with clockwise hopping 1 + δ and counterclockwise hopping 1 − δ instead, whose spectrum equals that of
Eq. (D1) after the

√
1− δ2 factor. In the complex semiclassical theory, we may also treat the non-reciprocity as a

non-Hermitian energy dispersion or an imaginary magnetic field. Here, we take the former route for an approximate
analytical solution.
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Without the applied magnetic field, the energy spectrum in the momentum space is:

E = 2 cos kx + 2iδ sin kx + 2 cos

√
3ky − kx

2
+ 2iδ sin

√
3ky − kx

2
+ 2 cos

−
√
3ky − kx
2

+ 2iδ sin
−
√
3ky − kx
2

, (E2)

which we expand to the quadratic order around the band top kx = ky = 0:

E ≈ 2− k2x + 2− 2

(√
3ky − kx

2

)2

+ 2− 2

(
−
√
3ky − kx
2

)2

= 6− 3

2
(k2x + k2y). (E3)

In a perpendicular magnetic field, we have ky → ky −Bx, hence:

E ≈ 6− 3

2

[
k2x + (Bx− ky)

2
]
= 6− 3B(n+ 1/2), n = 0, 1, 2, · · · , (E4)

which is exactly solvable, similar to a harmonic oscillator. Putting back the
√
1− δ2 due to the convention difference

of the hopping parameters, we arrive at the Landau fan structure
√
1− δ2En = 6− 3B(n+1/2) we mentioned in the

main text.
Such analytical approximation is also available to the band bottom. Further away from the band top or bottom,

the approximation becomes less precise due to the increasing weights of the higher-order terms, where semiclassical
solutions are still available numerically through the quantization condition

∮
p · dr = (n + 1/2)h upon the complex

orbits [71].

Appendix F: Durand-Kerner Method

By applying the recurrence method, we transform the problem of obtaining OBC spectra to the problem of solving
a sequence of polynomials in Eq. (C11). Here, we use a numerical method called Durand-Kerner Method, widely used
to simultaneously calculate all the complex roots of a univariate polynomial. Given a univariate polynomial P (x)
with complex coefficients:

P (x) = a0x
n + a1x

n−1 + · · ·+ an−1x+ an, a0 ̸= 0. (F1)

In the Durand-Kerner method, we start from the distinct initial trial solutions x
(0)
1 , x

(0)
2 , · · · , x(0)n and iteratively

improve the trial solutions via the formula:

x
(i+1)
j = x

(i)
j −

P (x
(i)
j )

a0
∏n

k=1,j ̸=k(x
(i)
j − x

(i)
k )

, j = 1, 2, · · · , n. (F2)

In practice, after a sufficient number of iteration steps, the approximations x
(N)
j converge to the roots of P (x)

with quadratic convergence rate if the trial solutions x
(0)
j are properly chosen. Here, we adopt the trial solutions as

x
(0)
j = (0.4 + 0.9i)j .
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