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The emergence of exceptional points in non-Hermitian systems represents an intriguing phe-
nomenon characterized by the coalescence of eigenenergies and eigenstates. When a system ap-
proaches an exceptional point, it exhibits a heightened sensitivity to perturbations compared to the
conventional band degeneracy observed in Hermitian systems. This sensitivity, manifested in the
splitting of the eigenenergies, is amplified as the order of the exceptional point increases. Infernal
points constitute a unique subclass of exceptional points, distinguished by their order escalating
with the expansion of the system’s size. In this paper, we show that, when a non-Hermitian system
is at an infernal point, a perturbation of strength e, which couples the two opposing boundaries
of the system, causes the eigenenergies to split according to the law {/e, where k is an integer
proportional to the system’s size. Utilizing the perturbation theory of Jordan matrices, we demon-
strate that the exceptional sensitivity of the eigenenergies at infernal points to boundary-coupling
perturbations is a ubiquitous phenomenon, irrespective of the specific form of the non-Hermitian
Hamiltonians. Notably, we find that this phenomenon remains robust even when the system de-
viates slightly from the infernal point. The universal nature and robustness of this phenomenon
suggest potential applications in enhancing sensor sensitivity.

Introduction—The hermiticity of Hamiltonians is a
fundamental assumption in quantum mechanics, yet it
has been shown that non-Hermitian Hamiltonians can
offer an effective description to many open systems[1, 2].
In recent years, a wide array of exotic phenomena stem-
ming from non-hermiticity have been successively un-
veiled, sparking increased interest in the study of non-
Hermitian physics. Among the myriad of phenomena ob-
served, the emergence of exceptional points (EPs)[3, 4],
which signify the coalescence of eigenenergies and eigen-
states of the non-Hermitian Hamiltonians, has garnered
immense attention due to its potential applications across
various fields[5-35]. A particularly intriguing property of
EPs is their response to perturbations. Specifically, for a
k-th order EP, where k represents the number of eigenen-
ergies and eigenstates that coalesce into one, it has been
demonstrated that, under the influence of a perturbation
with a strength proportional to €, the splitting of eigenen-
ergies can be proportional to {/e. In contrast to the
splitting of band degeneracy in Hermitian systems, which
scales directly with ¢, it is evident that high-order EPs; in
particular, exhibit a much greater sensitivity to infinites-
imally small perturbations. This fascinating property is
believed to offer significant potential for enhancing sensor
sensitivity, prompting a range of theoretical and experi-
mental investigations[36—46].

Recently, a unique subclass of EPs, referred to
as infernal points (IPs), has been uncovered in non-
Hermitian lattice systems subject to open boundary con-
ditions (OBC) through the framework of non-Bloch band
theory[47-50]. At an IP, all eigenstates of the entire sys-
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tem coalesce into a limited number of eigenstates[50]. In
essence, an [P represents a high-order EP, with its or-
der directly proportional to the number of lattice sites.
This characteristic is particularly intriguing because it
suggests that the order of this class of EPs can be read-
ily incremented by adjusting the system’s size, in stark
contrast to the conventional method of achieving higher-
order EPs, which demands precise parameter tuning un-
der stringent symmetry requirements. As the order is
macroscopically large, it is natural to anticipate that an
IP will response to a minor perturbation in an exception-
ally sensitive manner. However, it is crucial to recognize
that not all types of perturbations will result in the same
order of splitting, especially for higher-order EPs. There-
fore, gaining a general understanding of the conditions re-
quired for a perturbation to induce the most pronounced
splitting of IPs is of fundamental importance for their
in-depth exploration and potential future applications.

In this work, we initiate our investigation with the one-
dimensional (1D) Hatano-Nelson (HN) model, which is
renowned for supporting IPs when hopping occurs uni-
directionally. At the IP, we observe that an infinitely
small boundary-coupling perturbation results in a split-
ting scaled as {/e, where L denotes the number of lat-
tice sites. Building a clear understanding from the HN
model, we broaden our scope to encompass generic 1D
non-Hermitian systems and establish the general condi-
tions necessary for a perturbation to produce the most
significant splitting by leveraging the perturbation the-
ory of Jordan matrices. Notably, we discover that the
order of sensitivity to perturbations persists even when
the system deviates slightly from the IP. This discovery
significantly reduces the challenging for the experimen-
tal implementation and practical applications of the pre-
dicted phenomenon.
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Insights from the HN model—We begin with the 1D
non-Hermitian HN model[51], which, under OBC, is ex-
pressed as follows:

L—1
HHN = Z tTCIH_lCn + tlc;rzc’ﬂ‘i‘l? (1)

n=1

where t,. and ¢; represent the hopping amplitudes, and L
denotes the total number of lattice sites, as depicted in
Fig.1(a). In our previous work[50], we demonstrated that
an IP emerges when either ¢, = 0 or ¢; = 0, indicating
unidirectional hopping. Specifically, when ¢, = 0, all
eigenstates of the system converge to a single eigenstate
of the form ®y = (1,0,0,---,0)T, accompanied by the
covergence of all eigenenergies to a single energy level at
E=0.

When the system is at this IP, how do the eigenen-
ergies respond to a perturbation? We find that the im-
pact of the perturbation on the eigenenergies depends
on its specific form. For an on-site perturbation of the
form H' = ecilcn with € < t;, we find the following:
(1) When n = 1, the system retains its single eigenstate
®y = (1,0,0,---,0)7, and the sole eigenenergy is shifted
to E = e. (2) When n € [2, L], there are two eigenen-
ergies: one at £ = 0 and the other at £ = e. The
corresponding eigenstates are &y = (1,0,0,---,0)” and
O, = (1,¢e/ty, ..., (e/t))""1,0,---,0)T, respectively. Ap-
parently, the on-site potential perturbation cannot result
in the order of splitting desired.

The HN model is renowned for exhibiting the so-called
non-Hermitian skin effect[52], which notably results in
a significant disparity between the energy spectrum ob-
served under periodic boundary conditions (PBC) and
that observed under OBC. Having observed this fact, we
introduce a perturbation that connects the left and right

ends of the chain, as depicted in Fig.1(a). Specifically,
the perturbation takes the form:
H, = ech{cL + chLcl, (2)

where ¢, and ¢; represent the hopping strength between
the two ends of the chain. Accordingly, the matrix form
of the Hamiltonian describing the perturbated system at
t, = 0 reads

0 1 €
0 0 ¢
H=| - - - . (3)
0 0 %
€] O 0

LxL

The characteristic polynomial of H is (with detailed devi-
ations provided in the supplemental material (SM)[53]),

f(A) =det [H — A« @
= (=N + (=DE et — e (N2

It is readily apparent that ¢, and ¢ have remarkably
different effects on the eigenenergies. First, consider the
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FIG. 1. (a) A schematic diagram of the HN model under
a boundary-coupling perturbation. €, and ¢; characterize the
strength of the perturbation. (b) The blue, green and red dots
depict eigenenergies for L = 5, 10 and 20, respectively. From
the innermost to the outermost, the radius of each circle cor-
responds to v/10-2, ¥/10~2 and */10-2, respectively. The
parameters used in (b) are t; = 1, t, =0, and €, = ¢ = 1072,

scenario where ¢ = 0 but €, # 0. Solving f(A\) = 0 in
this case immediately yields A = 0, indicating that all
eigenenergies remain degenerate. Conversely, if €, = 0
but ¢ # 0, then one can find L roots that satisfy f(\) =
0. These roots can be compactly expressed as

1

L
)\P: (?) tleizﬂTpv b= 1a27"' aL' (5)
l

Intriguingly, these L roots are evenly distributed along
the circumference of a circle, with the radius of this circle
representing the extent of the splitting of the IP. Given
that the radius is equal to ¢; {/€;/t;, it becomes evident
that the eigenenergy splitting is directly proportional to
{/¢;. This signifies that the splitting, which is induced
by the perturbation ¢;, amplifies with the growth of the
system’s size. However, it is important to note that the
splitting does not diverge, rather, it saturates at ¢; in
the limit of large L. This result admits a physical inter-
pretation: in the infinite system size limit, an infinitesi-
mal coupling that slightly modifies the OBC to approach
PBC will restore the eigenenergies predicted by Bloch
band theory. Indeed, consider the scenario where €, = t;,
which corresponds to the system adopting PBC. In this
case, Bloch band theory predicts that all eigenenergies
will have the exact form given in Eq.(5).

We have demonstrated above that ¢, does not influ-
ence the IP when ¢ is equal to zero. When both ¢
and €, are nonzero but much smaller than ¢;, the split-
ting should be primarily caused by ¢;. To illustrate this,
Fig.1(b) displays the eigenenergy distributions obtained
by numerically diagonalizing the Hamiltonian given in
Eq.(3) under the condition €, = ¢ = e. The numerical
results align well with the analytical solutions presented
in Eq.(5), confirming that ¢ plays the dominant role in
inducing the splitting.

The generality of the phenomenon—We have demon-
strated through the HN model that the eigenenergies
at an IP exhibit exceptional sensitivity to boundary-
coupling perturbations. This naturally leads to the ques-
tion: Is this phenomenon a universal occurrence, or is



it specific to particular models? In the following, utiliz-
ing the perturbation theory of Jordan matrices[54-58],
we demonstrate the generality of the phenomenon and
establish the general condition that, when a particular
perturbation of strength e is met, ensures that the split-
ting of the eigenenergies follows the desired order /e.

Consider a general 1D non-Hermitian lattice system
of length L, where the Hamiltonian at an IP is denoted
by Hip. Without loss of generality, assume that Hip
has a right eigenstate |ug) (which is not a topological
mode) at an energy E = Eyp, with its corresponding left
eigenstate being |vp). Since the emergence of an IP stems
from the collapse of the generalized Brillouin zone[50],
all eigenstates of a band will coalesce to one at the IP.
Therefore, Eyp can also be viewed as a nonderogatory
eigenenergy of Hip[54] whose multiplicity is &k = L —
a. Here k represents the number of eigenstates within a
band, while « is a finite integer that counts the number
of topological modes in the system, which is independent
of the system’s size L.

Next consider the presence of a perturbation Hpery =
eH; with € < 1 being a dimensionless parameter. The
perturbation theory of Jordan matrix [54-58] tells that, if
(vo|H1lug) = A is nonzero, then the perturbated eigenen-
ergies and eigenstates with the leading-order corrections
are given by (a physical approach to the case when H;
only contains hoppings between the two ends of the sys-
tem is provided in the SM[53])

Epi = Erp + ¢t e; + o(et)
lup,i) = uo) + ¥ eilur) +o(eF) (i=1,2,-

where e; with ¢ = 1,2,--- ,k denotes the i-th root of
the equation e — A% = 0; |u,,) is the eigenstate as-
sociated with the eigenenergy E,;, and |ui) satisfies
(Hip — Erp)|u1) = |ug). Egs.(6) and (7) reveal that if
A is nonzero, the perturbation Hpey will split the coa-
lescence and recover the existence of k eigenstates, and
importantly, the splitting of eigenenergies is proportional
to /e ~ /e when L is much larger than a.

According to the Ref.[50], all right eiegenstates at an
IP are localized at finite sites near the boundary of the
system, and similarly, all corresponding left eigenstates
are extremely localized at the opposite boundary. Hence,
|uo) and |vg) are localized at opposite ends (more discus-
sions about the right and left eigenstates are given in the
SM[53]). To make (vo|H1|ug) nonzero, it is evident that
a natural and physical choice of the perturbation H; is
to contain the hopping between the two ends of the sys-
tem, as previously illustrated by the HN model. Since
all results in this section are independent of the specific
form of Hip, it suggests that the eigenenergies of any
1D non-Hermitian lattice system at an IP will always be
extremely sensitive to hoppings between the two ends of
the system.

Robustness of the phenomenon—While the special
property of IPs can result in super-enhanced sensitivity
to perturbations fulfilling the condition discussed above,
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FIG. 2. The spectrum of the HN model slightly away from
the IP. The orange dots depict eigenenergies without consider-
ing the boundary-coupling perturbation, and the dots in blue,
green and red depict eigenenergies in presence of the pertur-
bation. We set ¢, = ¢ = ¢, and the radius of each black
circle is given by {/e. In (a), t; =1, § = ;55 and L = 20.
The blue, green and red dots correspond to eigenenergies for
e =10"2,107% and 10™*, respectively. In (b), t; = 1, = 1(31%
and € = 10~%. The blue, green and red dots correspond to
eigenenergies for L = 10, 20 and 30, respectively.

the occurrence of IPs typically hinges on a precise tuning
of the system’s parameters[50]. If this super-enhanced
sensitivity were confined solely to systems exactly at an
IP, its practical applications would be severely limited.
Therefore, it is crucial to investigate whether this height-
ened sensitivity persists even when the system deviates
from the exact IP. Fortunately, our findings affirm that
it does, highlighting the robustness of this phenomenon.

Again we use the HN model to demonstrate the ro-
bustness of the phenomenon. Now we set ¢t; = 1 and
t, = § < 1, so that the system deviates from the pre-
cise IP at ¢, = 0. According to the non-Bloch band
theory[59], the spectrum for a system with length L
subject to OBC is given by E(J,q) = 2v/d cosq, where
q=0,27/L,...,2m(L —1)/L. Tt is evident that the band
width is exclusively determined by § and is independent
of L. The numerical results presented in Fig.2 show
that the eigenenergies remain exceptionally sensitive to
the boundary-coupling perturbation given in Eq.(2) even
though the system deviates from the precise IP. Particu-
larly, we find that the perturbated eigenenergies are still
approximately equal to {/e even if e < 6 (e, = ¢, = € is
set), demonstrating the robustness of the phenomenon.

To understand the robustness of the phenomenon un-
covered above, we employ the perturbation theory again.
To be specific, we start with Hip and treat the hopping
leading to the derivation of the system from the IP as
a perturbation, Hs = dH,, where § < 1 is also a di-
mensionless parameter and Hs preserve the translation
symmetry within the open-boundary system (the hop-
ping range of the terms in H; are assumed to be finite).
Before adding the perturbation Hpe, the whole system
is described by Hip + Hs. Based on the non-Bloch band
theory [50, 59], the generalized Brillouin zone of this sys-
tem will be split from a point to a closed curve, and the



spectrum satisfies
(E(B(6)) — Erp) ox 6", (8)

where [(6) characterizes the generalized Brillouin zone,
and 7 > 0 is a finite rational number, which is indepen-
dent of the size of the system. Take the HN model as

an example. If we choose Hip = ncj%lcn and Hs =
>, CLHCW In this case, Erp = 0, E(S(5)) — Eip =
2v/6 cos ¢ o /3, indicating r = 1/2.

To assess the impact of the perturbation Hper, it
is important to first recognize that Hpe should not
be considered as a minor disturbance to Hip + Hs.
To illustrate this point, let’s once again consider the
HN model as an example. For the total Hamiltonian
Hip + Hy, the right eigenstate corresponding to E(3(4))
is |u(B(0))) = \%L(l,ﬁ,ﬁz, <o, BETHT and its left eigen-
state is (v(8(8))] = (1,871,872, , 3~ (E"D). The
left and right eigenstates satisfy (v(8(9))|u(8(d))) = 1.

Employing the perturbation theory, the correction to
E(5(9)) induced by H, given in Eq.(2) is

AE(B(9)) = (v(B(9))|Hplu(B(9)))

= Fef T rap ) ()
When § — 0, the generalized Brillouin zone will shrink to
a point corresponding to the origin of the complex plane
spanned by Re(8) and Im(5)[50]. Since lims_, 5(5) = 0,
AE(B(9)) will go divergent as d goes to zero. Further-
more, as |5(d)] is smaller than 1 even when ¢ is finite, it
is evident that AE(S(d)) also goes divergent as L goes
to infinity. This result indicates that the eigenenergies of
this system is more sensitive to the hopping between the
two ends than other types of perturbations. The diver-
gence of AE(3(0)) suggests that treating H,, as a pertur-
bation to Hip + Hs cannot yield the accurate spectrum.
Given that H), exerts a greater influence on the spectrum
compared to Hy, it is more appropriate to treat Hs as a
perturbation to Hip + Hp.

Based on the eigenenergies and eigenstates of Hip +
Hpere given in Eqs.(6) and (7), the eigenenergies, after
taking into account the first-order corrections induced
by Hs, are modified as E, ; ~ E,, ; + (vp.;|Hs|up,;), where
|vp.s) is the corresponding left eigenstate of |u, ;) and
(vp,ilup, ;) = ;;{60]. Write down the result explicitly,

E,; =~ Ep + €t e; 4 6(vpi| Halup,). (10)

When the system’s size is sufficiently large, it becomes
evident that the second term on the right-hand side of

Eq.(10) will be much larger than the third term as long
as the parameter ¢ is set to be small. This result suggests
that the eigenenergies remains exceptionally sensitive to
Hpert even if the system deviates slightly from the IP.

Discusstons and conclusions—The IP that arises in
open-boundary non-Hermitian systems offers a versatile
route to achieving EPs of arbitrarily high order through
mere adjustment of the system’s size. When such a sys-
tem is at an IP, we have shown that a perturbation of
strength €, which couples the two opposing boundaries
of the system, causes the eigenenergies to split according
to the law {/e, where k is proportional to the system’s
length and represents the order of the EP. Utilizing the
perturbation theory of Jordan matrices, we have demon-
strated that the sensitivity of the eigenenergies to this
type of boundary-coupling perturbation is a ubiquitous
phenomenon. Moreover, based on both perturbation the-
ory and exact numerical calculations, we have confirmed
that this phenomenon remains robust even when the sys-
tem deviates slightly from the IP.

The observation of the phenomenon predicted in this
paper is within the current state-of-the-art experimental
conditions. Specifically, the sensitivity of the eigenener-
gies to boundary-coupling perturbations stems from the
significant discrepancy in the spectra of non-Hermitian
systems under OBC and PBC. This sensitivity makes it
possible to observe a strong response of the eigenener-
gies to perturbations in systems that exhibit strong non-
Hermitian skin effects. Notably, such systems have been
implemented across a diverse range of flexible platforms,
including metamaterials[61], cold-atom systems[62, 63],
electric circuits[64-66], phononic crystals[67], acoustic
systems[68, 69] and others[70]. On the basis of these sys-
tems implemented in experiments, we anticipate that the
super-enhanced sensitivity of the eigenenergies to per-
turbations will be observed as the system is deigned to
approach the IP.

In summary, the eigenenergies of non-Hermitian sys-
tems at IPs exhibit exceptional sensitivity to boundary-
coupling perturbations. This unique property holds great
potential for applications involving sensitive measure-
ments.
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Supplemental Material

I. DETAILED DERIVATION OF EQ.(4)

For the Hamiltonian given in Eq.(3), its characteristic polynomial is determined by calculating the determinant of
the following matrix,

—A tl €r
0 -\ tg
H—ANpxr = el (S1)
0 =X ¢
€l 0 =M .0
By expanding the determinant according to the first column,
f()\) =det [H — )\HLXL]
-2t
0 X 1
= — Adet -
0 -\ tg
0 A (L—1)x(L—1)
i 0 €r (52)
Xt 0
+ (—1)L7161 det
-0
—A (L—1)x(L—-1)
=— A1+ (—I)L 1€lf2
Apparently, f; = (—\)F~! and
t
e 7
fg —tl det
At (L—2)x(L—2)
-\ 1 (83)
+ (=1)E72¢, det
7]
—A (L—2)x(L—2)

=t/ (D)2 (=N e,

Therefore, one finds

FO) = (=NF+ D e [T+ (D)0 (54)
_ (_)\)L + (—1)[‘_16[15[[171 _ ElET(—)\)L_Q,
which is the result presented in Eq.(4) of the main text.

II. A PHYSICAL APPROACH TO OBTAIN EQS.(7) AND (8)

In this section, we provide a simplified proof of Eqgs.(7) and (8) in the main text for the case that H; only contains
hoppings between the two ends of the system.



When the system resides at an IP, the eigenenergy Erp can be viewed as a nonderogatory eigenvalue of the Hamil-
tonian Hyp with multiplicity k. Thus, the Hilbert space corresponding to Erp is composed of the eigenvector |ug) and
k — 1 associated vectors |uq), |ug), -, |ug—1), which compose a Jordan chain, i.e.,

(Hip — Erp)|uo) =0,
(Hip — Erp)lu1) = |uo),

(S5)
(Hip — Erp)|ug—1) = |up—2).

Similarly, the left eigenvector |vg) corresponding to Erp and the k — 1 associated vectors |v1), |va), -+, |vk—1) compose
the left Jordan chain, i.e,

(vo| (Hip — Erp) =0,
(v1| (Hip — Erp) = (vo,

(vk—1| (Hip — E1p) = (vk—2|.
The left and right eigenvectors satisfy the orthogonal normalization condition[54]
(vi|uj> :624]"]@,1 (’L,] = 071,'“ ,k‘— 1). (S?)

It is worth noting that this orthogonal normalization condition differs somewhat from the typical biorthogonal nor-
malization condition used to describe non-Hermitian Hamiltonians whose eigenstates are devoid of defectiveness

Now, we add the perturbation Hyert = €H; and assume that the original eigenenergy Erp is modified as Erp + Aq,
and the eigenstate |ug) is modified as

k—1
ju) = Juo) + Y silus), (S8)
=1

where s; denotes coefficients. Accordingly, the Schrodinger equation for the perturbated system is

[Hip + Hpere — Erp — A1) [u) = 0. (59)
Substituting Eqgs.(S5) and (S8) into Eq.(S9), we get
k—1 k—1
> siluica) + (eHy = M) [[uo) + Y silui)| = 0. (S10)
i=1 i=1

According to Ref.[50], |ug) is extremely localized at one side of the system. Considering the normalization condition
given in Eq.(S7), it is straightforward to deduce that |ug) and |vi_1) are both extremely localized on the same side
of the system, while |ug_1) and |vg) are localized on the opposite side. Since H; only contains hoppings between the
two ends of the system, we assume that only two elements of (v;|Hi|u;) are nonzero, which are

<D0|H1|U0> = A, <’U]€,1|H1|’U,k,1> = A. (S].l)
Using (vg|, (v1],- - , (vg—1| to multiply Eq.(S9) from the left side respectively and utilizing Eq.(S7), we obtain
e — )\18}6,1 = 0,

Sk—1 — A15p—2 = 0,

(S12)
59— A151 =0,
$1+esp_1A — XA =0.
Reducing Eq.(S12), we get
s; = Nitsy, (S13)
eh — Ni=1ls =0, (S14)
[eA+EAANT2 = AT = 0. (S15)

k—1
)‘1



Since € < 1, we neglect the €2 term in Eq.(S15). Under this approximation, A; can be solved as
)‘17j %6%6-7» (.7 = 1727"' ak)7 (816)

where e; for j =1,2,--- ,k denotes the j-th root of the equation e — A% = 0. Substituting Eq.(S16) into Egs.(S13)
and (S14), we get

Sij = [e%ej]i. (S17)
This means that the single eigenenergy at the IP is split to k eigenenergies, whose expressions are
Byj = Eip + \ijj +o(e%) = Eip + eFej +o(e¥)  (j=1,2,-- k), (S18)
and the corresponding eigenstates are

k—1
lp ) = luo) + Y sijlui) = |uo) + €Felu) (G =12, k). (S19)
=1

Eq.(S18) and Eq.(S19) correspond to Eq.(7) and Eq.(8) in the main text, respectively.
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