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We study the dynamical consequences of combining the non-Hermitian skin effect with topological
edge states. Focusing on the paradigmatic dissipative Hofstadter model, we find that the time-
dependent particle density exhibits both chiral damping (due to the non-Hermitian skin effect)
and edge-selective extremal damping (rooted in persistent topological edge states). We find that
the time scales of chiral damping and edge-selective extremal damping decouple due to boundary-
induced spectral topology, thus allowing observation of both effects under dynamics. We identify
intermediate magnetic fields as the most favorable regime, since chiral damping is then partially
recovered. More generally, our work sheds light on how open quantum systems are impacted by the
combined presence of spectral and band topologies, and how their interplay can be probed directly.

Introduction. The topological characterization of
matter has gained relevance beyond quantum materials,
and is now also applied in photonic [1, 2], mechanical [3,
4], soft matter [5], and dissipative systems [6–8].
Often, the salient physics can at least approximately
be described by non-Hermitian matrices. The interplay
of such non-Hermitian “Hamiltonians” with topology is
therefore under intense investigation. As a prominent
example, the non-Hermitian skin effect (NHSE) is rooted
in a topological winding of the complex spectrum of
non-Hermitian matrices (“spectral topology”), rather
than the topology of eigenstates (“band topology”) [9–
12]. In open quantum systems, the NHSE of damping
generators manifests as a chiral damping wavefront in
the dynamics [13, 14].

In general, the spectral and band topologies of effective
non-Hermitian systems can both be trivial or non-
trivial. Non-Hermitian Hamiltonians can for example
be associated with finite Chern numbers and have
topological edge states [15]. In open quantum systems,
this can lead to edge-selective extremal damping,
a phenomenon in which particles resist dissipation
predominantly at one or several edges of the system [16–
18]. Some aspects of the interplay of NHSE and edge
modes have been studied earlier. It was found that
these effects compete, which can dramatically alter the
localization of topological edge states [19–22].

The combined dynamical consequences of the NHSE
and topological edge states in Lindbladian dynamics,
however, remain unexplored. A central aspect in closing
this knowledge gap is that dynamics is governed not
only by the localization of eigenstates, but also by
their complex spectrum. Extremal edge modes and
chiral damping have been observed in different classes
of systems, the former in examples with spectral line-
gap topologies [16], and the latter with spectral point-
gap topologies [18]. In this work, we show that
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FIG. 1. System and main results. (a) Dissipative
Hofstadter model with hoppings tx and ty, dissipators Ll

y

(loss) and Lg
y (gain) on y-bonds, and enclosed magnetic fluxes

ϕ per plaquette. (b) Schematic illustration of the coexistence
of skin effect and topological edge modes. (c) Time evolution
of the particle number n(jy, t) in the tight-binding model. We
used periodic boundary conditions along x (summing 40 kx-
momenta per site), open boundary conditions along y (with
Ly = 40 sites and site index jy). The system is fully occupied
at t = 0, and γl = 0.2, γg = 0, ϕ/ϕ0 = 1/4, and tx = ty = 1.

chiral damping and edge-selective extremal damping can
coexist in open quantum systems due to a non-trivial
interplay of (i) spectral topology in the bulk giving rise
to an NHSE, (ii) band topology in the bulk giving rise to
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topological edge states, and (iii) spectral topology at the
edge giving rise to a damping gap and minimal damping
of the edge states. In addition, we explain how the time-
evolution of particle densities provides a convenient probe
of these different topologies.

We focus on the example of a Hofstadter model [23]
coupled to an environment inducing gain and loss
along the y-bonds, see Fig. 1(a). Our main results
are as follows. (A) Since bulk sites have two attached
y-bonds, while edge sites have only one, bond dissipation
generically gives rise to weaker dissipation at the edges
than in the bulk. Physically, this implies that the
states localized at the edges tend to have the lowest
decay. (B) At the same time, bond dissipation is
well-known to induce an NHSE [9–11], and we observe
the corresponding chiral damping wavefront in the
bulk [13, 14]. The edge states, however, experience a
competition of topological and skin localizations, both
exponential. For sufficiently small dissipation, the edge
states resist skin localization [19–22]. We then find that
particle localization at the edges persists even at long
times. (C) This physics can be detected via the spatially
resolved particle density in the system, as schematically
illustrated in Fig. 1(b), explaining the main features
of a numerical simulation shown in Fig. 1(c). (D) We
connect our concrete results to a general discussion of
the interplay of spectral and band topologies, explaining
how our findings pertain to dynamics in open quantum
systems more broadly.

Model. We consider spinless electrons on a
two-dimensional square lattice subject to a uniform
magnetic field, see Fig. 1(a). With the gauge choice
A = B(−y, 0), applying Peierls substitution [23], and
assuming cylindrical boundary conditions (periodic in x,
open in y), the Hamiltonian takes the form

H =
∑
kx,jy

(
2tx cos (kx − 2πjyϕ/ϕ0)c

†
kx,jy

ckx,jy

+tRy c
†
kx,jy+1ckx,jy

+ tLy c
†
kx,jy

ckx,jy+1

)
,

(1)

where c†kx,jy
are fermionic creation operators for an

electron with x-momentum kx and site number jy along

y. The hopping amplitudes are tx, t
R/L
y , the magnetic

flux per unit cell is ϕ, and ϕ0 = h/e is the flux quantum.
An isolated Hofstadter system has tRy = tLy = ty, and
is thus a Hermitian Hamiltonian. Using greek indices
as composites for kx and jy, the Hamiltonian defines a

matrix h via H =
∑

αβ c
†
α hαβcβ .

The environment is introduced in the language of a
Lindblad Master equation for the system’s density matrix
ρ [24, 25], dρ

dt = −i[H, ρ] +
∑

α

(
LαρL

†
α − 1

2{L
†
αLα, ρ}

)
,

where dissipation is described by the jump operators

Ll
kx,jy =

√
γl (ckx,jy

− ickx,jy+1), (2a)

Lg
kx,jy

=
√
γg (c†kx,jy

+ ic†kx,jy+1). (2b)

Here, γl (γg) represents the dissipation strength for loss
(gain). Our main observable of interest is the covariance

matrix C with matrix elements Cαβ(t) = Tr(c†αcβρ(t)).
Its time evolution is governed by [13]

dC(t)

dt
= XC(t) + C(t)X† + 2Mg, (3)

where Mg, M l, and the damping matrix X are defined
as Mg

αβ =
∑

ν D
g ∗
ναD

g
νβ , M l

αβ =
∑

ν D
l ∗
ναD

l
νβ , and

X = ihT − (M lT + Mg) after rewriting Lg
ν =∑

αD
g
ναc

†
α, Ll

ν =
∑

αD
l
ναcα. The solution of Eq. (3)

can be split into a constant steady-state value Css and
the convergence towards the steady state as C(t) =
Css + C̃(t). The time evolution of C̃(t) can be cast into
an analytic expression in terms of the eigensystem of X,

C̃(t) =
∑
m,m′

e(λm+λ∗
m′ )t|ψR,m⟩⟨ψL,m|C̃(0)|ψL,m′⟩⟨ψR,m′ |,

(4)
where λm (ψR/L,m) denotes the m-th eigenvalue
(right/left eigenvector) of the damping matrix X [13].

Interplay of spectral and band topologies. Our model
is one example of a system exhibiting both spectral and
band topologies. In our case, both topologies are hosted
by the damping matrix X, but similar conclusions can
also be drawn for non-Hermitian Hamiltonians and other
non-Hermitian matrices.
Consider therefore a Hermitian matrix M representing

some topological system with open boundary conditions
along y (such as our damping matrix for γl = γg = 0,
or a usual Hamiltonian). We furthermore assume the
system to be coupled to some environment giving rise to
non-reciprocal nearest-neighbor hoppings ty ± γ, which
entails an NHSE along y. In the simplest cases, the non-
Hermiticity corresponding to this non-reciprocity can
be removed by virtue of a so-called imaginary gauge
transformation (IGT), M(ty, γ) = S−1M(t̃y, 0)S, where

S implements the IGT and t̃y =
√
t2y − γ2 [9, 26, 27].

This transformation preserves the spectrum but scales
the eigenstates with an exponential factor ey/ξS , where

ξS =
(

1
2 log

ty−γ
ty+γ

)−1

, thus removing the NHSE.

Since the system is topological by assumption, bulk-
boundary correspondence implies that the Hermitian
matrix M(t̃y, 0) generically has exponentially localized,
topologically protected edge states. A reverse IGT then
shows that while all extended bulk states of M(t̃y, 0)
correspond to skin-localized states of M(ty, γ), the
same need not be true for the edge states. Those
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instead, experience a competition between topological
and skin localization: one edge mode is tightly
localized, e−y/ξSe−y/ξR , while the other is stretched
out, e−y/ξSe−(L−y)/ξL , where ξR/L are the topological
localization lengths. If ξS ≫ ξR,L, i.e. for sufficiently
weak non-reciprocity, both edge modes remain localized
at their respective edges. Bulk band topology (giving rise
to topological edge states) and bulk spectral topology
(yielding a bulk NHSE) thus co-govern the spatial profile
of eigenstates [19–22].

The central interest of the present work is how
the interplay of spectral and band topologies affects
dynamics. To boost the impact of the rebellious
topological edge states onto dynamics, the damping rates
for bulk and edge states should differ significantly. In an
initially Hermitian topological system, a corresponding
gap in damping rates(i.e real part of X-spectrum)
can be induced by adding dissipation only to the
edges.Technically, this leads to a spectral point gap
for the topological edge states [28]. In open quantum
systems, effective edge-only dissipation can readily be
created by bond dissipators, since edge sites have less
bonds attached than bulk sites. It is now important to
recall that (reverse) IGTs not only preserve the spectrum
of M, but also its diagonal elements. Adding edge-only
dissipation to either M(t̃y, 0) or M(ty, γ) consequently
results in a damping gap for (topological) edge states,
but not for any other states. In particular, skin-localized
bulk states of M(ty, γ) are essentially unaffected.

Deconstructing damping effects in the spectrum of
a dissipative Hofstadter model. The non-Hermitian
Hofstadter model and related Aubry-André-Harper
model have been studied before in the context of
suppression of skin-effect and chiral damping as well as
localization-delocalization transitions [29–39]. Here, we
are interested in how the interplay of spectral and band
topologies affects dynamics, especially at intermediate
magnetic fields (we comment on weak fields later). For
the Hofstadter model with bond dissipators defined in
Eqs. (1) and (2), the damping matrix reads

X = iHnH-Hof − 2γ 1+ γ Iedges, (5)

where γ = γg + γl and HnH-Hof = H|tRy =ty+γ, tLy =ty−γ

is a non-Hermitian Hofstadter model defined by Eq. (1)
with non-reciprocal hoppings. The term ∼ 1 merely
shifts the entire spectrum of X by 2γ, but leaves all
eigenstates unaffected. In contrast, Iedges is a diagonal
matrix with zeros everywhere except for unit entries at
the top left and bottom right (corresponding to the edge
sites). This term physically encodes the fact that edge
sites have fewer attached bonds than bulk sites, and are
consequently less affected by bond dissipators.

We first analyze the spatial localization of the
eigenstates of X, captured by the spectral polarization

Edge modes

FIG. 2. Deconstructing band topology and spectral
topology. Static polarization PS for the original eigenstates
of the damping matrix X, and after removing the NHSE using
an IGT. Here, γl = 0.2, γg = 0, ϕ/ϕ0 = 1/4, tx = ty = 1, and
Ly = 40.

PS(m, kx) =
1

Ly

Ly∑
jy=1

jy |ψR,m(kx, jy)|2. (6)

Here, we used translation invariance along x to
decompose the problem into decoupled kx-sectors. In
our numerical implementations, we normalize the right
eigenstates as

∑
jy
|ψR,m(jy, kx)|2 = 1. Fig. 2

shows the spectral polarization in a parameter regime
supporting topological edge states. To allow a convenient
identification of bulk and edge states, we depict PS in the
original model (red dots), and also after removing the
NHSE using an IGT (blue open triangles). As heralded
by a value of PS ≈ 0, the NHSE localizes most states at
one edge. In striking contrast, the topological edge states
(modes 1 and 2 in Fig. 2) remain well-localized at their
respective edges despite the NHSE.
Next, we turn to the dynamics of electronic densities.

The momentum-resolved time-dependence is described
by the dynamical polarization, defined as

PD(kx, t) =
1

Ly

∑Ly

jy=1 jy n(kx, jy, t)∑Ly

jy=1 n(kx, jy, t)
. (7)

Here, the time-dependent local density n(kx, jy, t) is
simply the diagonal element of C(t) with α = β =
(kx, jy). Since Eq. (5) contains a term corresponding
to edge-only dissipation, our general discussion implies
that the edge states exhibit a damping gap. This
is shown in the kx-resolved spectrum of the damping
matrix in Fig. 3(a)-(b). The imaginary part of the
spectrum reflects the band-structure of the Hofstadter
model. Topological edge states crossing the band gaps
are clearly visible in Fig. 3(a) around kx ≈ −0.8 and
kx ≈ 2.4. The real part of the spectrum depicted
in Fig. 3(b) shows that edge-only dissipation induces a
damping gap for these edge states. A simple perturbative
argument indicates that the edge-state damping gap is of
order γ, in agreement with our numerical findings.
Due to this damping gap, the edge states govern

the long-time dynamics. We show this using two
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(a)

(b)

(c)

(d)

(e)

(f)

FIG. 3. Dynamics: coexistence of topological edge modes and skin-localized bulk modes. (a,b) Imaginary and
real parts of λm (eigenvalues of X). Colors indicate the site index expectation value of the corresponding right eigenstates,
vertical lines mark kx = −1.2 and kx = 0.8. (c,d) Spatial profile of the eigenstates for kx = −1.2 and kx = 0.8. (e) Dynamical
polarization as a function of time. (f) Dynamical polarization as a function of damping at fixed time t = 200. Here, γl = 0.2
except for (f), γg = 0, ϕ/ϕ0 = 1/4, tx = ty = 1, and Ly = 40.

representative momenta: well-defined topological edge
states exist for kx = −1.2, while they are not well-
separated from bulk states for kx = 0.8, as visible
from Fig. 3(a)-(b), and further illustrated in Fig. 3(c)-
(d) showing the spatial profile of the right eigenstates
of X. Note that for a fixed kx, different edge states
in general have different distances to the bulk states.
This results in different localization lengths and different
damping gaps. The long-time dynamics for fixed kx
is governed by the single edge state with the lowest
damping. Fig. 3(e) presents the time-dependence of
PD. We find that the chiral damping rooted in the
NHSE of X leads to an initial linear evolution (here:
decrease) of the dynamical polarization. In contrast,
the long-time dynamics depends on whether well-defined
edge states with a damping gap are present or not: if
present, such edge states induce edge-selective extremal
damping. To assess the robustness of this effect with
varying dissipation, we plot the polarization at the late
time t = 200 as a function of the damping γ in Fig. 3(f).
For kx = −1.2, we find that PD first settles to 1,
heralding edge-selective extremal damping, but decreases
as the NHSE becomes stronger at larger γ, which reduces
the localization of the edge state. For kx = 0.8, on the
contrary, edge-selective extremal damping is absent due
to the absence of well-defined damping gap for the edge
states. This demonstrates that well-defined topological
edge states are indeed resilient against skin localization,
and that they facilitate edge-selective extremal damping
due to their damping gap. Particles will consequently

predominantly remain at the edges at late times.

The momentum-resolved analysis of Fig. 3 can be
generalized to more accessible observables. For the
setting of Fig. 1, the momentum-summed local densities
n(jy, t) =

∑
kx
n(kx, jy, t), summed over 40 equidistant

kx-values, exhibit two different regimes. After preparing
the system in a fully occupied state, the short-time
dynamics is governed by an emptying of the bulk states
via a chiral damping wavefront, see Fig. 1(c). The
topological edge states, however, govern the long-time
dynamics due to their damping gap: only particles at
the edges remain in the system at long times. This
illustrates that local particle densities are a convenient
probe for the coexistence of spectral topology and band
topology.

Magnetic field-dependence of skin localization. The
NHSE is known to be suppressed by weak magnetic
fields because spatially localized Landau level states
differ dramatically from extended Bloch states [40],
which also affects chiral damping [36]. In agreement
with this result, we observe that PS,average, the spectral
polarization averaged over 40 equidistant kx-momenta,
rapidly increases as the magnetic field is switched on,
see Fig. 4(a). When the flux per plaquette reaches
intermediate values, however, the localization profile of
eigenstates changes, see Fig. 4(b)-(d). We find that an
extensive skin effect is recovered at intermediate fluxes,
rendering chiral damping observable again.
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(a) (b)

(c) (d)

FIG. 4. Magnetic suppression and recovery of skin
localization. (a) Static polarization averaged over kx at
fluxes ϕ/ϕ0 = 1/ν with ν = 2, . . . , 100 and ϕ = 0. Dashed
lines indicate ϕ/ϕ0 = 1/23, 1/4. (b,c,d) Spatial profile of
the right eigenstates of X for all momenta in the average.
The fluxes are ϕ/ϕ0 = 0 in (a), ϕ/ϕ0 = 1/23 in (b), and
ϕ/ϕ0 = 1/4 in (c). We use γl = 0.2, γg = 0, tx = ty = 1, and
Ly = 40.

Conclusions. We find that the dynamics of particle
densities in open quantum systems enables a direct
visualization of coexisting spectral and band topologies.
In particular, we show that the non-Hermitian skin
effect, a paradigmatic example of spectral topology,
can dominate the short-time dynamics, while band
topology can protect topological edge states governing
the long-time dynamics. The measurable consequence
thereof is a combination of chiral damping at short
times and edge-selective extremal damping at long
times. We explain that the decoupling of chiral damping
and edge-selective extremal damping in time is due to
their separate origins (non-reciprocal hopping vs. edge-
specific damping). While we discuss these results with
the example of a dissipative Hofstadter model, in which
the individual analysis of spectral and band topologies
is particularly illuminating, our findings provide insights
into the interplay of spectral and band topologies in the
dynamics of open topological quantum systems broadly.
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