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Abstract. Non-Hermitian, tight-binding PT -symmetric models are extensively
studied in the literature. Here, we investigate two forms of non-Hermitian
Hamiltonians to study the PT -symmetry breaking thresholds and features of
corresponding surfaces of exceptional points (EPs). They include one-dimensional
chains with uniform or 2-periodic tunnelling amplitudes, one pair of balanced gain
and loss potentials ∆ ± ıγ at parity-symmetric sites, and periodic or open boundary
conditions. By introducing a Hermitian detuning potential, we obtain the dependence
of the PT -threshold, and therefore the exceptional-point curves, in the parameter
space of detuning and gain-loss strength. By considering several such examples, we
show that EP curves of a given order generically have cusp-points where the order
of the EP increases by one. In several cases, we obtain explicit analytical expressions
for positive-definite intertwining operators that can be used to construct a complex
extension of quantum theory by re-defining the inner product. Taken together, our
results provide a detailed understanding of detuned tight-binding models with a pair
of gain-loss potentials.

1. Introduction

Central to the axioms of quantum theory is the Hermiticity of the Hamiltonian, as
it guarantees a unitary description of time evolution. Unitary time evolution only
applies to isolated quantum systems. When a small quantum system interacts with
the environment, the resulting dynamics for the reduced density matrix of the system
is, typically, decoherence inducing. Under mild conditions such as a Markovian bath,
this dynamics is described by a completely positive trace preserving (CPTP) map
that is generated by the Lindblad equation [26, 50]. In recent years, non-Hermitian
Hamiltonians have been extensively studied due to their emergence as effective
descriptions of classical systems with gain and loss [38]. In the truly quantum
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domain, it has been shown that they emerge from Lindblad equation through post-
selection where trajectories with quantum jumps are eliminated [62]. Examples of
phenomena modelled by non-Hermitian Hamiltonians vary from gain and loss in
photonics [16, 17, 27, 67], radioactive decay in nuclear systems [20, 21, 73], and
renormalization in quantum field theories [7, 40, 47, 48].

Of particular interest in the study of non-Hermitian Hamiltonians are those
with an antilinear symmetry. A system whose time evolution is governed by
Hamiltonian with an antilinear symmetry exhibits time reversal symmetry [81]. A
Hamiltonian with an antilinear symmetry has eigenvalues which are purely real or
occur in complex conjugate pairs, because if λ is an eigenvalue of that operator,
then λ∗ also satisfies the characteristic equation. This feature - pairing of complex-
conjugate eigenvalues - is often used to reflect systems with balanced loss and gain.
Additionally, if a Hamiltonian exhibits unbroken antilinear symmetry, so that all of
its eigenspaces are invariant under the same symmetry, the Hamiltonian’s spectrum
is real [3]. For historical reasons, the linear and complex-conjugation parts of the
antilinear symmetry are called parity and time-reversal symmetries respectively. In
our models of n-site graphs, the state space is the Hilbert space Cn, and the actions of
parity and time-reversal operators are given by

Pnek = ek (1)

T ek = ek, (2)

where (ek)j = δkj is the canonical basis for Cn, δ is the Kronecker delta, and k =

n+1−k. HamiltoniansH which arePT -symmetric in this sense satisfy the constraint
Hpq = H∗pq and are referred to as centrohermitian [46].

Given a PT -symmetric Hamiltonian which depends on a set of parameters,
the PT -symmetry is unbroken for a subset of parameter space, the boundary of
which consists exceptional points. Exceptional points (EPs) are spots in parameter
space where the number of distinct eigenvalues (and corresponding eigenvectors)
decreases [41]. We define the order of an EP to be the number of coalescing
eigenvectors (irrespective of the algebraic multiplicity of corresponding eigenvalue)
at the EP, and refer to an k-th order EP as an EPk.

An equivalent condition for the existence of an antilinear symmetry for H is
pseudo-Hermiticity [58, 74, 75]. Pseudo-Hermitian operators are those such that there
is an Hermitian intertwining operator, M = M †, satisfying

H = M−1H†M. (3)

In the case where M is positive definite, we refer to it as a metric operator, and H is
called quasi-Hermitian [14, 71]. A finite dimensional matrix has real eigenvalues if
and only if it’s quasi-Hermitian [15, 57, 59, 61]. Furthermore, the metric operator
defines an inner product for which a quasi-Hermitian operator is self-adjoint. Thus,
quasi-Hermitian operators can be realized as observables in a fundamental extension
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of quantum theory to self-adjoint but non-Hermitian Hamiltonians [71]. On the
other hand, if non-Hermitian Hamiltonians are considered an effective description,
where loss of unitarity is not prohibited, one uses the Dirac-inner product to obtain
observables and predictions, and the intertwining operators take the role of time
invariants [9].

Given a pair of Hamiltonian H and metric M , the metric for all similar
Hamiltonians S−1HS can be constructed as [45],

(H,M)↔ (H ′,M ′) = (S−1HS,M ′ = S†MS). (4)

Notably, choosing S = M−1/2 implies M ′ = 1 and therefore H ′† = H ′, i.e. an
equivalent Hermitian Hamiltonian exists for all quasi-Hermitian Hamiltonians with
bijective metric operators [60, 82].

The models in this paper are special cases of transpose-symmetric tridiagonal
matrices over Cn with perturbed corners,

Hij = ziδ
i
j + tjδ

i
j+1 + tiδ

j
i+1 + δij̄(tLδ

i
1 + tRδ

i
n)

=



z1 t1 0 . . . 0 tL

t1 z2 t2
. . . . . . 0

0 t2 z3
. . . . . . ...

... . . . . . . . . . tn−2 0

0
. . . . . . tn−2 zn−1 tn−1

tR 0 . . . 0 tn−1 zn


, (5)

where zi, tL, tR ∈ C and ti ∈ R.
PT −symmetric variants of eq. (5) have been well explored [8, 28, 32, 33, 35–37,

43, 44, 49, 55, 64, 69, 72, 76, 84, 87–90]. Numerous examples of eq. (5) have closed
form solutions for the spectrum, an incomplete list includes [1, 11, 13, 18, 22, 23,
34, 42, 51, 68, 83, 85, 86]. Due to the well-known similarity transformation between
generic tridiagonal matrices and their transpose-symmetric counterparts, displayed
in [36, 70], the results of this report readily generalize to tridiagonal matrices which
are not transpose symmetric, such as the Hatano-Nelson model [29].

2. Tight-binding models

The results of this paper can be categorized into three groups. The first two groups
pertain to two special cases of matrices of the form eq. (5), and the last group pertains
to generic features of exceptional points of bivariate matrix polynomials. These
results are now described in order.

The types of matrices studied in the first two groups of results are graphically
depicted in fig. 1. In the first case, we consider a general Hermitian chain on an
even lattice with open boundary conditions and non-Hermitian perturbations on the
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t2 t2
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t1

t1

t1

t1

Figure 1: Graphical representation of the two cases of eq. (5) studied in this report,
for n = 6 (open chain, top) and N = 10 (closed, SSH chain, bottom) respectively. The
first case of an open chain with nearest neighbour defects is studied in [37], and the
second case of an SSH chain with non-Hermitian defects on the boundary is studied
in section 4.

central two sites. In the second case, we consider a Su-Schrieffer-Heeger (SSH) chain
with a pair non-Hermitian perturbations at the edges of the chain. The diagonal
elements of H are assumed to be real-valued everywhere except at a pair of mirror-
symmetric sites, (m,m) with m ∈ {1, . . . , n}. The sites (m,m) will be referred to as
defects. More explicitly,

zj ∈ R ∀j /∈ {m, m̄}. (6)

To simplify select equations, we will denote the defect potentials as zm = ∆ + iγ and
zm = z∗m = ∆− iγ. Here, without loss of generality, we take γ ≥ 0; therefore, the site
m is the gain site and its mirror-symmetric site m is the loss site.

We will refer to the parameter ∆ as detuning. To enforce PT -symmetry, in most
of the paper, we make the following assumptions on the model parameters:

tk = tn−k ∈ R \ {0}
zk = z∗k̄

tL = t∗R ∈ C. (7)

The spectrum of H , σ(H), describing an open chain obeys the following
symmetries:

σ(H(zi)) = −σ(H(−zi)) = σ(H(z∗i ))
∗, (8)



Effects of detuning on PT -symmetric, tridiagonal, tight-binding models 5

where the first equality arises from the similarity transform (−1)i+jHij(zi) =

−Hij(−zi) [34, 39, 77] and the second equality arises from the PT -symmetry of the
Hamiltonian. When zi = 0, this symmetry is called chiral symmetry. Physically, it
states that eigenvalues of H arise in particle-hole symmetric pairs, and signals the
existence of an operator Πij = (−1)iδij that anticommutes with the Hamiltonian.

2.1. Nearest Neighbour Defects

In section 3, we consider the case with nearest neighbour defects and open boundary
conditions, i.e. n = 2m, and tL = 0 = tR. In this case, the PT -threshold is
equal to the magnitude of the tunnelling amplitude tm > 0 between the nearest-
neighbour defect sites. Note that tm > 0 can be chosen without loss of generality.
For γ ≤ tm, the spectrum is purely real, and the EP occurs when γ = γEP = tm
where the 2m dimensional system has exactly m linearly independent eigenvectors.
For γ > tm, there are no real eigenvalues, i.e. the system has maximally broken PT -
symmetry [35].

In eq. (11), we obtain a one-parameter family of intertwining operators, M .
A subset of positive-definite metric operators exists when the gain-loss strength
satisfies γ < tm. The intertwining operator is used to construct a so-called C-
symmetry of our transpose-symmetric Hamiltonian [4, 5]. Using the metric, we
compute a similar Hermitian Hamiltonian, H ′, in eq. (18). Notably, the similarity-
transformed Hermitian Hamiltonian is local. This contrasts with the generic cases of
local PT − unbroken Hamiltonians, whose similar Hermitian operators are nonlocal
[44].

Where the tunnelling is uniform, ti = t > 0, the spectrum of H can be computed
exactly for some special cases of defect potentials, summarized in table 1. Note
that for a uniform chain, the choice of positive t is always possible by a unitary
transformation of the Hamiltonian. Since the eigenvalues of tridiagonal matrices
always have geometric multiplicity equal to one [18], the cases in table (1) where
H has less than n distinct eigenvalues are exceptional points.

2.2. SSH Chain

Our second set of results pertain to a non-Hermitian perturbation of the SSH model
with open boundary conditions and non-Hermitian defects at the edges of the chain
(m = 1). Mathematically, we assume the tunnelling amplitudes are 2-periodic, given
by t1, t2 > 0 respectively, and we set

zi = 0 ∀i /∈ {m, m̄} (9)

Note that the choice of positive t1, t2 for an open chain is always possible by
using a diagonal, unitary transform. The case with zero detuning was studied in [43,
87], additional non-Hermitian perturbations of the SSH chain can be found in [33,
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Constraints Eigenvalues of H

zm = ±it
{

2t cos

(
jπ

m+ 1

)
| j ∈ {1, . . . ,m}

}
zm = (−1± i)t

{
2t cos

(
2jπ

2m+ 1

)
| j ∈ {1, . . . ,m}

}
zm = (1± i)t

{
2t cos

(
(2j − 1)π

2m+ 1

)
| j ∈ {1, . . . ,m}

}

zm = e±iπ/3t

{
2t cos

(
jπ

m+ 1

)
| j ∈ {1, . . . ,m}

}
∪{

2t cos

(
(2j − 1)π

2m+ 1

)
| j ∈ {1, . . . ,m}

}

zm = e±2πi/3t

{
2t cos

(
jπ

m+ 1

)
| j ∈ {1, . . . ,m}

}
∪{

2t cos

(
2jπ

2m+ 1

)
| j ∈ {1, . . . ,m}

}
Table 1: Non-Hermitian cases where the spectrum of H has a closed form solution,
for an even, uniform lattice with open boundary conditions and nearest-neighbour
defects. The entry in the first row was known to [34]. The eigenvectors can be
constructed using the ansatz of [34] or by computing characteristic polynomials [24].

49, 55, 69, 76, 84], and several special cases of the eigenvalue equation are exactly
solvable [12, 18, 22, 23, 34, 51, 68, 83, 85]. The characteristic polynomial for even and
odd SSH chains are presented in table 2, generalizing the results in [22, 64]. Several
special cases of the eigenvalue equation are exactly solvable [12, 18, 22, 23, 34, 51, 56,
68, 83, 85, 86].

When t2 < t1, i.e. the weak links are in the interior of the chain, the system is
in the topologically trivial phase. When t1 < t2, the weak-links are at the edges of
the chain, thereby rendering the system in the topologically nontrivial phase. In the
thermodynamic limit (n→∞), in topologically nontrivial phase with zero detuning,
[43] demonstrated that the PT -symmetry breaks at γ = 0 due to the presence of edge
states, eigenstates which are peaked at the edges of the chain and decay exponentially
as one moves inwards. Thus, the uniform chain with t1 = t2 marks the transition
between topologically trivial and non-trivial phases. We will therefore refer to it as
a critical SSH chain as well. When we place two defects with detuning in an SSH
system, the constraints of proposition (3) yield σ(H) ⊂ R, i.e. a PT -unbroken phase.
A subset of the PT -unbroken domain includes

(∆2 + γ2 ≤ t22 ≤ t21) ∨ (∆2 + γ2 = t22 ∧ γ2 < t21). (10)

A subset of the PT -broken phase is given by eqs. (44) and (45).
Continuing with the case of the critical SSH chain, t2 = t1 = t, we expand upon

the works of [32, 44, 90]. The set of exceptional points is determined analytically
in eq. (56). Asymptotic expressions for this set are studied in the large detuning
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case, ∆/t → ∞, and we find the critical defect strength scales as γEP/t ∝ (∆/t)(n−2).
In the thermodynamic limit of n → ∞, the PT −unbroken region is numerically
demonstrated to approach the union of a unit disk |z1|/t = 1 and the real axis γ = 0.

For defects inside a uniform chain, instead of at its end-points, we find that a
subset of the spectrum is independent of the defect strength zm whenever m shares
a nontrivial factor with n + 1; this occurs because precisely the open-uniform-chain
eigenfunctions have a node at defect location, thereby rendering the defect invisible
to their energies.

Exceptional points occur when these eigenvalues are multiple roots of the
characteristic polynomial. In general, these exceptional points do not coincide with
the PT -symmetry breaking threshold, and the spectrum is generically complex in
the vicinity of these exceptional points. Furthermore, as demonstrated in [64], when
∆ = 0, there are even more constant eigenvalues.

3. Open Chain with Nearest Neighbour Impurities

In this section, we present analytical results for a non-uniform open chain with
n = 2m and nearest neighbour defects zm = ∆ + iγ = z∗m+1. In particular we show
that most of its properties are determined solely by the tunnelling amplitude tm > 0

connecting the two defect sites.

3.1. Intertwining operators and Inner product

Proposition 1. A Hermitian intertwining operator M for the matrix H of eq. (5) in the PT -
symmetric case tk = tn−k with nearest neighbour defects and open boundary conditions is
given by the block matrix

M(Zm) =

(
1m

Z∗m
tm
Pm

Zm

tm
Pm 1m

)
, (11)

where 1m is the m × m identity matrix and Zm is a constant with arbitrary real part and
=Zm = γ. M is positive-definite when |Zm| < tm. M is the only intertwining operator for
H which is a sum of the identity matrix and an antidiagonal matrix.

Proof. The proof is by induction. For n = 2, the most general intertwining operator
(modulo trivial multiplicative constant) is [80]

M =

(
1 Z∗m/tm

Zm/tm 1

)
. (12)

Suppose M has the form eq. (11) when n = n0. M is the sum of a diagonal and an
antidiagonal matrix, the following identity is a re-expression of eq. (3) for n = n0 + 1,

n0∑
j=2

Mi jHjk =

n0∑
j=2

H†ijMj k, ∀ 1 < i, k < n. (13)
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Thus, for n = n0+1,M is a sum of a diagonal and an antidiagonal matrix and satisfies
eq. (3) if and only if (

M1,1 M1,n

Mn,1 Mn,n

)
=

(
M2,2 M2,n−1

Mn−1,2 Mn−1,n−1

)
, (14)

which implies M must have the form of eq. (11). Since M is a direct sum of
commuting 2× 2 block matrices, M is positive-definite if and only if |Zm| < tm. That
M is the metric of H was initially stated in [2]. Previous literature found the special
case of M for a uniform chain [88] and the special case with n = 2 [60, 80].

We remind the reader of the similarity transform between the general tridiagonal
model and the transpose symmetric variant, given in for instance [36, 70]. Using
the mapping (4) with this similarity transform, the metric operator (11) is easily
generalized to cases where the Hamiltonian is not transpose symmetric [36].

3.2. Equivalent Hermitian Hamiltonian

When the intertwining operator is postive-definite, i.e. the non-Hermitian
Hamiltonian has purely real spectrum, we can construct an equivalent Dirac-
Hermitian Hamiltonian as follows. In this section, we assume |Zm| < tm. An
Hermitian Hamiltonian, h = h†, which is similar to H is defined as

h : = ΩHΩ−1 = M1/2HM−1/2, (15)

where Ω =
√
M denotes the unique positive square root of M . Since the metric

defined in eq. (11) is block diagonal, the non-unitary similarity transform Ω can
explicitly be calculated as

Ω =

(
α
2
1m

Z∗m
αtm
Pm

Zm

αtm
Pm α

2
1m

)
=
α

2
12m +

1

αtm
(<Zmσx + =Zmσy)⊗ Pm, (16)

where α =
√

1 + |Zm|/tm +
√

1− |Zm|/tm. Thus, the equivalent Hermitian
Hamiltonian for the non-uniform open chain is given by

hij = t′iδi+1,j + t′i
∗
δi,j+1 + <ziδi,j (17)

t′i :=

{√
|titn−i| if i 6= m

<Zm

Zm
tm + i=Zm

Zm

√
t2m − |Zm|2 if i = m

(18)

Interestingly, this equivalent Hamiltonian remains tridiagonal, and is interpreted
as local to a one-dimensional chain. This is in stark contrast to most other cases
where the non-unitary similarity transform Ω generates long-range interactions
thereby transforming a local, PT -symmetric Hamiltonian H with real spectra into
an equivalent, non-local Hermitian Hamiltonian whose range of interaction diverges
as one approaches the exceptional point degeneracy [44].
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3.3. C Symmetry

Consider a pseudo-Hermitian matrix H with two intertwining operators, η1 and η2.
It is straightforward to show that η−1

2 η1 commutes with H [59]. Owing to the PT -
symmetry and transpose symmetry ofH with open boundary conditions, a particular
operator which commutes with H is

C :=
1√

t2m − γ2
PM(ıγ) =

1√
t2m − γ2

(tm12m + γσy ⊗ Pm) , (19)

In the domain where H is PT -unbroken and diagonalizable, the symmetry C is a
Hermitian involution C2 = 1 which commutes with PT . Due to the C symmetry and
non-degeneracy of H [18], the eigenvectors of H are elements of the eigenspaces of
C,

V± = span
{
tmek + (−ıγ ±

√
t2m − γ2)ek̄ | k ∈ {1, . . . ,m}

}
. (20)

The coalescence of V+ and V− as one approaches γ = tm is a signature that this is an
exceptional point.

3.4. Complexity of spectrum

The central result of this section is that if γ > tm, every eigenvalue has a nonzero
imaginary part. This generalizes the result of [35] to the case with finite detuning
and site-dependent tunnelling profiles. Suppose a given eigenvalue, λ ∈ σ(H), is
real, λ ∈ R. Since the geometric multiplicity of λ is one [18], the corresponding
eigenstate, |ψ〉 =

∑2m
k=1 ψkek, is also an eigenstate of the antilinear operator PT . As

a consequence of the eigenvalue equations, without loss of generality, the eigenstate
can be taken to be real for all sites on the left half of the lattice, ψk ∈ R∀k ≤ m. By
PT symmetry, there exists a phase χ ∈ [0, 2π) such that ψk̄eiχ = ψk ∀k ≤ m. With
these observations in mind, the eigenvalue equations at the nearest-neighbour defect
sites (m,m+ 1) are equivalent to(

(zm − λ)ψm + tm−1ψm−1 tmψm
tmψm (zm+1 − λ)ψm + tm−1ψm−1

)(
1

eiχ

)
= 0. (21)

For this matrix to have a nontrivial kernel, its determinant must vanish. However, if
γ > tm, the determinant is strictly positive. The contradictory assumption was taking
λ ∈ R, thus, every eigenvalue is has a nonzero imaginary part when γ > tm.

3.5. Degree of PT −Symmetry Breaking

The reality of the spectrum of H for γ < |tm| follows from the positive-definite nature
of the explicitly constructed intertwining operator eq. (11) in that domain. When
γ = tm, the intertwining operator M is no longer positive definite, but is positive
semi-definite. Consequently, in this section we demonstrate at at γ = tm the spectrum
of H is still real, but H is no longer diagonalizable.
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Proposition 2. When γ = |tm|, H has exactly m orthogonal eigenvectors corresponding to
real eigenvalues with algebraic multiplicity equal to two and geometric multiplicity equal to
one.

Proof. First, we prove that H has at most m linearly independent eigenvectors. To
achieve this goal, consider the characteristic polynomial of H . Denoting Hi as the
matrix formed by taking the first i rows and columns of H , denoting pA as the
monic characteristic polynomial of a matrix A, and applying the linearity property
of determinants, we find

pH(λ) = (γ2 − t2m)p2
Hm−1

(λ) +
[
∆pHm−1(λ) + pHm(λ)

]2
. (22)

When γ = tm, pH is the square of a monic polynomial of degree m. Thus, in this
case, each eigenvalue of H has an algebraic multiplicity of at least two. Since the
geometric multiplicity of every eigenvalue of H equals one [18], there are at most m
linearly independent eigenvectors.

One simple proof that H has at least m eigenvectors when γ2 = t2m follows from
applying theorem 1 of [15] to the positive semi-definite intertwiner M . We provide
an alternative proof here. Consider the action of H on kerM . An orthonormal basis
of kerM is

kerM = span{ẽj | j ∈ {1, . . . ,m}} (23)

ẽj =
ıγ√
2tm

ej +
1√
2
ej̄. (24)

Then

Hẽj =


t1ẽ2 if j = 1

tj−1ẽj−1 + tj ẽj+1 if j ∈ {2, . . . ,m− 1}
tm−1ẽm−1 if j = m

. (25)

Thus, kerM is an invariant subspace of H . Define H̃ : kerM → kerM by the
condition H̃(v) = H(v) for all v ∈ kerM . Equation (25) implies that H̃ is Hermitian,
so it has m orthogonal eigenvectors whose corresponding eigenvalues are real.
These eigenvectors are also of H , demonstrating H has at least m eigenvectors
corresponding to real eigenvalues. We emphasize that proposition (2) is valid for
arbitrary, PT -symmetric tunnelling profiles and finite detuning.

3.6. Exact spectra for detuned uniform chain

In this section, we outline the process by which the exact spectra presented in table 1
are obtained for a uniform (tj = t > 0) chain with a pair of detuned defects zm = z∗m̄.
Generalizing the works of [34, 51, 68], the eigensystem in this case was computed in
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[64]. For our purposes, we need the (rescaled) characteristic polynomial,

Pn,m(x; z′) : = det(2xI −H/t)
= Un (x)− (z′m + z′m̄)Un−m (x)Um−1 (x)

+ z′mz
′
m̄Un−2m (x)Um−1 (x)2 = 0, (26)

where x = λ/2t is the dimensionless eigenvalue of H , and denote scaled defect
strength by z′m = zm/t, and the Chebyshev polynomial of second kind is denoted
by Un(x) = sin [(n+ 1) arccosx] / sin(arccosx). The special cases with closed form
spectrum in table 1 can be derived from simplifying eq. (26) with the identity

U2m(x) = U2
m(x)− U2

m−1(x). (27)

If the polynomials Un(x), Un−m(x), and Un−2m(x) share a common zero, then
corresponding to this zero is an eigenvalue ofH which is independent of the complex
defect strength zm, zm̄. Similarly, in the zero-detuning case, zm = −zm̄, H has an
eigenvalue independent of zm if Un(x) and Un−2m(x) share a common zero. It also
follows that this eigenvalue is real since σ(H) is real in the Hermitian limit. Thus, a
subset of the spectrum is

g :=

{
gcd(2m,n+ 1) if zm = −zm̄
gcd(m,n+ 1) otherwise

(28)

σ(H) ⊇
{

2t cos

(
π
k

g

)
: k ∈ {1, . . . g − 1}

}
. (29)

We also point out to the reader that x = 0 is solution of the characteristic polynomial
independent of zm whenever n is odd and ∆ = 0. It represents the zero-energy state
that is decouped from the defect potentials due to its vanishing weigths on the defect
sites. Figure 2 shows the exceptional points for an n = 5 site chain with defects at
sites m = 2 and m̄ = 4. Although this is a uniform chain, since it has odd number of
sites, the nearest defects are still two sites apart. Therefore, the exact results presented
earlier for nearest-neighbour defects do not apply.

4. Non-Hermitian SSH Model with farthest defects

In this section, we enforce the parametric restrictions tk = tk′ > 0 for k′ = k mod 2

and defects on sites m = 1 and m̄ = n. Our key results regard the number of real
eigenvalues and the set of exceptional points.
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(n,m) = (5,2)

-2 -1 0 1 2
0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

2.5

3.0

Δ/t

γ

t

Figure 2: Exceptional points (blue) of H with ti = t, tL = tR = 0, (n,m) = (5, 2) as
a function of the defect strength γ/t and ∆/t. At small γ/t, all five eigenvalues are
real. The points zm = 0 + iγ = i(

√
3 ± 1)t are a crunode (−) and an acnode (+),

respectively, with eigenvalues σ(H) = {0,−(±1)1/231/4, (±1)1/231/4}. In addition to
the zero eigenvalue, the remaining eigenvalues at zm = i(

√
3 ± 1)t have algebraic

multiplicity 2 and geometric multiplicity 1.

4.1. Eigensystem Solution

The characteristic polynomial of the tridiagonal matrix corresponding to the
Hermitian SSH model with open boundary conditions [19, Remark 5] is given by

Dn(t1, t2) : = (t1t2)−bn/2cdet


λ −t1 0 . . .

−t1 λ −t2
. . .

0 −t2 λ −t1
... . . . −t1

. . .

 (30)

=

{
λUk(Q) if n = 2k + 1

UkQ+ t2
t1
Uk−1(Q) if n = 2k.

(31)

where

Q :=
λ2 − (t21 + t22)

2t1t2
. (32)

To generalize this result to a non-Hermitian model (zk 6= 0) with corner elements
(tL, tR 6= 0), we use the linearity property of determinants for rows and columns.
Computing the characteristic polynomial for H(z1, zn, tL, tR) can thus be reduced to
the problem of finding Dn(t1, t2). The result is summarized in table 2. The case for an
open chain, tL = 0 = tR, was known to [22], and the case t1 = t2 was known to [86].
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Constraints (t1t2)−bn/2cdet(λI −H)

n = 2k
Uk(Q) +

(
z1zn − tLtR

t22

)
Uk−2(Q)

+

(
t22 − λ(z1 + zn) + z1zn − tLtR

t1t2

)
Uk−1(Q)− tL + tR

t2

n = 2k + 1
(λ− z1 − zn)Uk(Q)− (tL + tR)

+

(
λ(z1zn − tLtR)− z1t

2
1 − znt22

t1t2

)
Uk−1(Q)

.

Table 2: Characteristic polynomial of H(z1, zn, tL, tR) for even and odd SSH chains.

To find the eigenvector corresponding to a root of table 2 we express eigenvalue
equation as a linear recurrence relation,

tiψi+1 = λψi − ti−1ψi−1 ∀i ∈ {2, . . . n− 1}. (33)

Solving this linear recurrence relation is equivalent to computing the 2 × 2 matrix
power, (

ψ2k

ψ2k−1

)
=

(
(λ2−t22)

t1t2
− λ
t2

λ
t2

− t1
t2

)k−1(
ψ2

ψ1

)
. (34)

Using the following expression for powers of invertible 2× 2 matrix A [66],

Ak = (detA)k/2
[
−Uk−2(y)12 + Uk−1(y)

A√
detA

]
, (35)

where y = trA/2
√

detA is the dimensionless argument, we arrive at(
ψ2k

ψ2k−1

)
=

(
Uk−1(Q) + t1

t2
Uk−2(Q) − λ

t2
Uk−2(Q)

λ
t2
Uk−2(Q) −

(
t1
t2
Uk−2(Q) + Uk−3(Q)

))(ψ2

ψ1

)
(36)

These results are valid for 2k ≤ n. In addition, by using the equations that relate
ψ1, ψ2, ψn with tunnelling tL and ψ1, ψn−1, ψn with tunnelling tR, we get[

z1 − λ+ λ
tL
t2
Um−2(Q)

]
ψ1 =

[
tLUm−1(Q) +

tLt1
t2

Um−2(Q)− t1
]
ψ2, (37)

thereby determining the eigenvector modulo normalization. On the other hand, if the
identity holds due to vanishing prefactors of ψ1 and ψ2, then the state corresponding
to that λ is doubly degenerate.
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4.2. Eigenvalue Inclusion Results

This section is devoted to finding subsets of the complex plane which contain some
or all of the eigenvalues of H . As a consequence, we will find a subset of the
PT −unbroken and PT -broken domains. A subset of the PT -unbroken domain is
found by applying the intermediate value theorem to the characteristic polynomial.
To simplify results, we define

µk = |t1 + t2e
(2iπ/n)k| ≥ 0 (38)

and denote the intervals with endpoints (−1)s1(t1 + (−1)s2t2) and (−1)s1sgn(t1 +

(−1)s2t2)µ1 with s1, s2 ∈ {0, 1} as I((−1)s1 , (−1)s2).

Proposition 3. Consider an even chain with n = 2k and assume tL = −tR. This realization
includes an open chain (tL = 0 = tR), a closed chain with purely imaginary, Hermitian
coupling (tL = i|t| = −tR), and a closed, non-Hermitian chain (tL = −tR ∈ R). If
t22 = z1zn − tLtR, then

σ(H) = {±µj | 1 ≤ j ≤ k − 1} ∪

z1 + zn
2

±

√
t21 − t22 +

(
z1 + zn

2

)2

 . (39)

If t22 6= z1zn − tLtR, then the intervals (µj+1, µj) and (−µj,−µj+1) each contain one
eigenvalue of H for 1 ≤ j ≤ (k − 1). Constraining other parameters as specified below
guarantees the existence of additional real eigenvalues in corresponding intervals,

1 + k

(
1±2

t2
t1

)
(∆∓1 t2)2 + γ2 − tLtR
t22 −∆2 − γ2 + tLtR

≥ 0 ⇒ σ(H) ∩ I(±11,±21) 6= ∅. (40)

Proof. We utilize an alternative expression to the characteristic polynomial. Using the
identity

Un±1(x) = xUn(x)± Tn+1(x), (41)

where Tn(x) is the Chebyshev polynomial of the first kind, Tn(x) = cos(n arccosx),
we can rewrite the characteristic polynomial, with n = 2k, as

(t1t2)−kdet(λI −H) = Tk(Q)

(
1− z1zn − tLtR

t22

)
− tL + tR

t2

+

(
1 +

z1zn − tLtR
t22

)
QUk−1(Q)

+

(
t22 − λ(z1 + zn) + z1zn − tLtR

t1t2

)
Uk−1(Q) (42)

Equation (39) follows from the observation that the first term of eq. (42) vanishes
when z1zn − tLtR = t22 and the second one vanishes when tR = −tL.
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Next, consider the case z1zn − tLtR 6= t22, and n ≥ 4. The sign of the characteristic
polynomial is different at the endpoints of the intervals (µj, µj+1) and (−µj+1,−µj)
for all j ∈ {1, . . . , k − 2}, so there exists a real eigenvalue of H inside each of
these intervals. The inequalities of eq. (40) follow from considering the sign of the
characteristic polynomial at the endpoints of the intervals I(±11,±21).

The inequalities of eq. (40) when t21 = t22 were known to [83, eq. (63-64)] while
special cases of eq. (39) were presented in [28, 44, 68, 83]. Two of the inequalities
eq. (40) are satisfied if t22 ≥ z1zn − tLtR = ∆2 + γ2 − tLtR, and all four inequalities are
satisfied if t1 ≥ t2. Thus, σ(H) ⊂ R when ∆2 + γ2 − tLtR ≤ t22 ≤ t21.

Now we focus on the complex part of the spectrum. A subset of the PT -broken
domain is found as an application of the Brauer-Ostrowski ovals theorem [10, 65, 78].
Let C(w1, w2; b) = {w ∈ C | |w − w1| · |w − w2| ≤ b} denote a Cassini oval. By the
Brauer-Ostrowski ovals theorem, all eigenvalues of H are elements of the union of
Cassini ovals, specifically

σ(H) ⊆C(0, 0; (t1 + t2)2) ∪ C(0, zn; (t1 + t2)(t1 + |tR|))∪
C(z1, 0; (t1 + t2)(t1 + |tL|)) ∪ C(z1, zn; (t1 + |tL|)(t1 + |tR|)). (43)

Since eigenvalues are continuous in the arguments of a continuous matrix function
[41], if the union of the Cassini ovals in eq. (43) contains disjoint components, then
each component contains at least one eigenvalue of H . In particular, if both of the
inequalities[

|z1|2 − (t1 + t2)2
]
γ > |z1|(t1 + |tL|)(t1 + |tR|), (44)

2(r1 + t2) <

(
|z1|+

√
|z1|2 − 4t21 − 4 min{|tL|2, |tR|2}

)
(45)

hold, then there exist disjoint components containing the points z1 and zn = z∗1 ,
implying the existence of at least two eigenvalues with nonzero imaginary parts.

4.3. Topological Phases of the even SSH chain with open boundary conditions

The eigenvectors of tight-binding models are characterized as either bulk or edge
states based on how their inverse participation ratio scales with the chain size n [36,
79]. Roughly, the bulk eigenstates are spread over most of the chain irrespective of
the chain size, whereas edge states remain exponentially localized within a few sites
even with increasing chain size. Observing

Un(Q) =
(Q+

√
Q2 − 1)n+1 − (Q−

√
Q2 − 1)n+1

2
√
Q2 − 1

, (46)

we see the sequence of Chebyshev polynomials Un(Q) is oscillatory in n for |Q| ≤ 1

and scales exponentially with n otherwise. Thus, existence of non-trivial topological
phase with edge-localized states is equivalent to existence of eigenvalues which do
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not satisfy |Q| ≤ 1. Thus, for this particular model, in the thermodynamic limit,
the PT -broken phase is equivalent to topologically nontrivial phase, as complex
eigenvalues correspond to edge states.

4.4. Exceptional Points for the Critical SSH Chain

This section will locate the exceptional points of a uniform chain with defect
potentials at the edges of an open lattice, so t1 = t = t1. Given that the spectrum
is exactly solvable in the case z1zn = t2, we will assume z1zn 6= t2 for this section.

The theory of resultants [25], applied to the characteristic polynomial P (λ) :=

det(λI −H), can be used to analytically determine the exceptional points of H . The
resultant of two monic polynomials f(x) and g(x) with degrees F and G respectively
can be defined as

Resx(f, g) :=
F∏
i=1

g(xi) (47)

where {xi} denotes the full set of roots of f(x). The resultant vanishes if and only
if its inputs share one or more roots [25]. In particular, the Hamiltonian H has k
degenerate eigenvalues if and only if

Resλ

(
P (λ),

∂iP (λ)

∂λi

)
= 0 ∀i ∈ {1, . . . , k} (48)

Resλ

(
P (λ),

∂k+1P (λ)

∂λk+1

)
6= 0. (49)

For the generic Hamiltonian, eqs. (48) and (49) are not satisfied for all parameters.
Thus, in the generic case where only two (but not more) eigenvalues become
degenerate, finding the EPs reduces to locating Hamiltonian parameters and an
eigenvalue λ0 such that

P (λ0) = 0 =
∂P (λ)

∂λ

∣∣∣
λ=λ0

. (50)

Computation of the general set of exceptional points reduces to finding the
resultants in eqs. (48) and (49), derived from the characteristic polynomial Pn,1,
eq. (26). The following properties of Chebyshev polynomials are used in subsequent
calculations [53, 54, 63]

Un(x) = 2xUn−1(x)− Un−2(x), (51)
dUn
dx

=
(n+ 1)Un+1(x)− nxUn(x)

1− x2
, (52)

Un−1

(
x+ x−1

2

)
=
xn − x−n

x− x−1
. (53)
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The resultant of Chebyshev polynomials, calculated in [31, 52], shows that
Res (Un, Um) 6= 0 if n and m are co-prime and Res (Un, Um) = 0 if n + 1 and m + 1

are not co-prime. Due to the denominator (1 − x2) in the derivative of Chebyshev
polynomials, eq. (53), it is convenient to work with Resx [Pn,1(x), (1− x2)dPn,1(x)/dx]

instead. To simplify this resultant, we use the identity (1− x2)dPn,1/dx = APn,1(x) +

BUn−1(x) where the H-dependent prefactors are given by

A(x) = n
z′1 + z′n − x(1 + z′1z

′
n)

1− z′1z′n
, (54)

B(x) = 2z′1z
′
n − x(z′1 + z′n) + (n+ 1)(1− z′1z′n) +

n(2x− z′1 − z′n)(2xz′1z
′
n − z′1 − z′n)

1− z′1z′n
.

(55)

We remind the reader that the dimensionless defect strengths z′1, z′n in eqs. (54)
and (55) are scaled by the uniform tunnelling amplitude t. Denoting the two roots of
B(x), eq. (55), as b±, we obtain the resultant,

Pn,1(1)Pn,1(−1)Resx

(
Pn,1,

dPn,1
dx

)
∝ Pn,1(b+)Pn,1(b−). (56)

The resultant of eq. (56) vanishes if and only if (z1, zn) is an exceptional point,
with a single eigenvector, as long as the corresponding H(z1, zn) is not Hermitian;
if H is Hermitian, then a vanishing resultant merely denotes a doubly-degenerate
eigenvalue which supports two linearly independent eigenvectors. Note that eq. (56)
does not yield insight for parameters (z1, zn) that are tuned such that Pn,1(±1) = 0 for
arbitrary n. However, we readily identify Pn,1(±1) = 0 if and only if (n − 1)z′1z

′
n ∓

n(z′1 + z′n) + (n + 1) = 0. In this case, exceptional points occur when ±1 is a double
root of Pn, which occurs when z′1 = z′n

∗ ∈
{

2−2n2+i
√

3n2−3
(2n−1)(n−1)

, 2n2−2+i
√

3n2−3
(2n−1)(n−1)

}
.

This analytical expression also allows us to extract the dependence of the PT -
threshold value on the detuning, where z1 = ∆ + iγ = z∗n. Using the expansion of
the roots b± of the quadratic expression B(x) = 0, eq. (55), in the limit ∆/t � 1, and
applying the method of dominant balance [6] gives

Pn,1(b+)Pn,1(b−) =
∆2

n2t2

(
1− 1

n

)n−2 [
γ2∆2(n−2)

t2n
− 1

]
+O(1, γ4∆2n−4). (57)

It follows that the EPs determined by vanishing of eq. (57) satisfy γEP(∆) =

tn−1/∆(n−2) in the limit ∆/t � 1. Figure 3 shows the numerically obtained EP
contours for this problem in the (γ/t,∆/t) plane with varying chain sizes n. When
n = 2, the ∆ term contributes 12 to the Hamiltonian and therefore does not change
the threshold γEP(∆) = t.

The zero detuning threshold is [32, 44]

γEP (0)/t =

{√
1 + 1/n if n is odd

1 if n is even
. (58)
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This exceptional point corresponds to a zero mode with geometric multiplicity one,
and algebraic multiplicity which is three in the odd case and two in the even case.

Figure 3: Exceptional points (EPs) of a uniform, n-site, tight-binding, open chain,
eq. (5), with defects z1 = ∆ + iγ = z∗n at its end points. PT -symmetry breaks as one
passes from below the EP contour to above. Each contour, an algebraic curve, has
(n− 2) cusp singularities marked by filled circles. The cusp singularities correspond
to third order exceptional points (EP3s) while the rest of the contours are exceptional
points of second order (EP2s). Our numerics suggest that the EP contours are one-
to-one functions of arg(z1). As n→∞, the PT -unbroken region approaches the unit
disk |z1|/t = 1. The curves for n = 3, 4, 5 are in [69].

4.5. Locating EP3s in contours of EP2s

As a consequence of the Newton-Puiseux theorem, given an n × n matrix which is
a polynomial in one parameter, θ, the eigenvalues, λi can be expanded as a Puiseux
series in θ,

λi(θ) = λi(θ0) +
∞∑
j=1

εij(θ0)(θ − θ0)j/k(i), (59)

where k(i) ∈ N. To guarantee a real spectrum in a neighbourhood of θ0, as is the
case for a Hermitian matrix, the condition k(i) = 1 is necessary and sufficient. On
the other hand, if λi(θ0) is an EP of order N , then k(i) = N . The sensitivity of the
spectrum to perturbations in θ0 is quantified by

τ(θ0) := max{εi1(θ0)|k(i) = sup(k(1), · · · , k(n))} (60)

If θ0 parametrizes an EP contour which contains EPs with different values of k, the
corresponding τ(θ0) must diverge as one approaches a point with an increased k

value. We now consider perturbations of the eigenvalues of the PT -symmetric case
of H for m = 1 at the exceptional points, fig. 3. If the tangent to an algebraic curve of
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EPs is unique and 2-directional, then perturbations along the tangents to the contour
have k = 1 and result in real eigenvalues. In orthogonal direction, there exists exactly
one pair of eigenvalues which displays a real-to-complex-conjugtes transition, so
k = 2. Only at the cusp singularities is k = 3 satisfied. To show this, in fig. 4 we
plot the coefficient of the square-root term τ(θ) as a function of angle in the (∆, γ)

plane, i.e. θ = arg(z1), for θ ∈ [0, π/2]. As is expected, τ(θ) diverges at non-uniformly
distributed cusp points.

n = 4

n = 3

n = 6

n = 5

0.5 1.0 1.5
arg(z1)

0.5

1.0

1.5

τ

Figure 4: Coefficient τ(θ) of the square-root term in the perturbative expansion of EP2
degenerate eigenvalue as a function of θ = arg(z1). Since τ(θ) = τ(π − θ) = τ(−θ),
the range is confined to [0, π/2]. The divergences are signatures of EP3s where the
eigenvalue expansion is expressed through cube-roots instead of square-roots.

To exlore the generality of our observation, we next consider the SSH
Hamiltonian with detuned defects (z1, zn) as a function of three dimensionless
parameters, ∆/t2, γ/t2, and t1/t2. In this case, the EPs form a 2-dimensional surface,
with ridges that correspond to EP3s. At ∆ = 0, these ridges intersect giving rise to
EP4 cusp singularities.

5. Generic Structure of Exceptional Surfaces

In this section, we use a perturbative argument to demonstrate that EPs of third order
generically occur at cusp singularities of curves second order EPs.

Consider a Hamiltonian which is polynomial in d ≥ 2 complex parameters,
H : Cd → End(Cn) with a third-order exceptional point, x0 ∈ Cd. At this EP3, there
exists at least one root, λ0, whose algebraic multiplicity increases by 2. Then the
characteristic polynomial may be written

det(λ−H(x)) =
n∑
i=0

pi(x)(λ− λ0)i, (61)

where the polynomials pi(x) satisfy pi(x0) = 0∀i < 3 and p3(x0) 6= 0. As we perturb
x0 → x0 + δx, the first-order correction δλ = λ − λ0 to the eigenvalue λ0 is found by
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(a) (b)

Figure 5: (a) EPs of an open SSH chain with end-defects and n = 8. The domain
satisfying the inequalities of eq. (40) lies in between this EP2 surface and the γ = 0

plane. Ridges of this surface correspond to EP3s, plotted in fig. 5(b). As one
passes through this surface along a ray originating at γ = 0, we pass from the
PT −unbroken region to the PT -broken region. The PT -broken region is a subset
of the topologically nontrivial phase, marked by the existence of edge states. (b)
Contours of EP3s from fig. 5(a) show cusp singularities at ∆ = 0 and are fourth order
exceptional points (EP4s).

substituting the Taylor expansions of pi in eq. (61). To simplify future calculations,
we will assume p′0(x0) 6= 0, so the eigenvalue near λ0 is approximated by

p3(x0)δλ3 + p2(x)δλ2 + p1(x)δλ+ (p′0(x0) · δx) ≈ 0. (62)

Consider a perturbation along a line in parameter space passing through the
exceptional point. Explicitly, let this line be {θu | θ ∈ R} for some u ∈ Cd. Given
δx = θu, a Puiseux series expansion for a subset of eigenvalues along this line is

δλ(θ) ≈



(p′0(x0) · u)1/3

p3(x0)
θ1/3 if p′0(x0) · u 6= 0

(p′1(x0) · u)1/2

p3(x0)
θ1/2 if p′0(x0) · u = 0 and p′1(x0) · u 6= 0

(p′2(x0) · u)

p3(x0)
θ if p′0(x0) · u = p′1(x0) · u = 0 and p′2(x0) · u 6= 0

. (63)

Notably, the order of the Puiseux series expansion decreases if the line spanned by u
is orthogonal to the normal vector of the surface p0 = 0 at x0.

The set of exceptional points near x = x0 is approximated by the discriminant of
eq. (62),

p2
1p

2
2 − 4p0p

3
2 − 4p3

1p3 + 18p0p1p2p3 − 27p2
0p

2
3 = 0. (64)

The point δx = 0 is readily interpreted as a singular point of the affine algebraic
variety of exceptional points approximated by eq. (64), since the derivatives of
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eq. (64) with respect to each coordinate δxi all vanish. The leading term in eq. (64)
for small δxi is the p2

0p
2
3 term. Assuming the leading term in the expansion of

p2
1p

2
2 − 4p0p

3
2 − 4p3

1p3 + 18p0p1p2p3 is an odd function of θ for a perturbation along
δx = θu, then the line determined by p0(x) ≈ p′0(x0)δx = 0 is a one-directional tangent
to the surface of exceptional points, so we can interpret the point x = x0 as a cusp
singularity [30].

6. Conclusion

Non-Hermitian, tridiagonal, finite-dimensional matrices with PT -symmetry are
particularly amenable to analytical treatment. They also model a vast variety of
physically realizable classical and quantum systems with balanced gain and loss.
Introducing just one pair of gain-loss defect potentials breaks translational symmetry
in such models and makes them non-amenable to traditional, Fourier-space band-
structure methods. However, experimentally implementing O(n) balanced gain-loss
pairs in an n-site chain is exceptionally challenging, if not impossible. Therefore, we
have considered models with minimal non-Hermiticity that leads to PT -symmetry, i.e.
one pair of defect potentials at mirror-symmetric sites.

Our results include the explicit analytical expressions for various intertwinning
operators, construction of equivalent Hermitian Hamiltonian in the PT -exact phase,
and analytical results for the EP contours in a uniform chain with detuned defects
at the end points. We have shown that cusp points of contours of EPs correspond to
EPs of one-higher order. Taken together, these results deepen our understanding of
exceptional-point degeneracies in physically realizable models.
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[65] A. Ostrowski. “Über die determinanten mit überwiegender Hauptdiagonale”.
In: Comment. Math. Helv. 10.1 (Dec. 1937), pp. 69–96. DOI: 10 . 1007 /

bf01214284.

[66] P. E. Ricci. “Alcune osservazioni sulle potenze delle matrici del secondo ordine
e sui polinomi di Tchebycheff di seconda specie”. In: Atti Accad. Sci. Torino 109
(1975), pp. 405–410.
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