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Wave transport in disordered media is a fundamental problem with direct implications in con-
densed matter, materials science, optics, atomic physics, and even biology. The majority of studies
are focused on Hermitian systems to understand disorder-induced localization. However, recent
studies of non-Hermitian disordered media have revealed unique behaviors, with a universal prin-
ciple emerging that links the eigenvalue spectrum of the disordered Hamiltonian and its statistics
with its transport properties. In this work we show that the situation can be very different in
driven-dissipative lattices of cavities, where a uniform gain applied equally to all the components
of the system can act as a knob for controlling the wave transport properties without altering the
eigenvalue statistics of the underlying Hamiltonian. Our results open a new avenue for developing a
deeper insight into the transport properties in disordered media and will aid in building new devices
as well. Our work which is presented in the context of optics generalizes to any physical plat-
forms where gain can be implemented. These include acoustics, electronics, and coupled quantum
oscillators such as atoms, diamond centers and superconducting qubits.

I. INTRODUCTION

Wave transport in random and disordered media was
originally studied in the context of condensed matter
physics to explain electron transport properties [1]. The
notion of Anderson localization shaped the future of
solid-state physics and has been widely investigated both
theoretically and experimentally [2–8]. Over the past
decades, it was recognized that disorder plays a cen-
tral role in shaping wave dynamics in various platforms,
ranging from optics/photonics [9–18], quantum physics
[19, 20], and atomic systems [21–24] to acoustics [25–27]
and even biology [28]. Interestingly, it was also shown
that effects analogous to wave localization in disordered
media are linked to the failure of some quantum algo-
rithms [29]. With a few exceptions [30–32], a common
theme among all studies that considered localization in
linear and conservative media, thereby excluding random
lasers, is their focus on systems described by Hermitian
Hamiltonians having real-valued spectra.

However, recent interest in the physics of non-
Hermitian systems and its unique characteristics—such
as phase transitions between real and complex eigenval-
ues in parity-time (PT ) symmetric Hamiltonians [33],
the presence of non-Hermitian singularities known as
exceptional points (EPs), and the non-orthogonality of
eigenvectors [34, 35]—as well as potential applications
in optics and photonics [36–43], have led to more care-
ful investigations into wave transport in disordered non-
Hermitian media. In this context, the interplay of non-
Hermitian disorder and Anderson localization has been
recently theoretically investigated. More specifically,
among the key studies are the concept of constant inten-

sity waves, where propagation through disordered me-
dia is possible without any backscattering [44–47], An-
derson localization in two- and three-dimensional lat-
tices [48, 49], and transport discontinuities known as
“jumpy” propagation or Anderson jumps in such non-
Hermitian disorder lattices [50, 51]. These ideas of
constant-intensity waves (correlated disorder) and An-
derson jumps (uncorrelated disorder) have been recently
demonstrated experimentally in the acoustic domain, as
constant-pressure waves [52], as well as, in the optical
regime, as sudden jumps [53] and photonic constant-
intensity beams that induce non-Hermitian transparency
[54], based on fiber loop mesh lattices. These develop-
ments led to a revived interest in Anderson localization,
but from the non-Hermitian perceptive, resulting to in-
vestigations of topological effects, including impurities,
scaling theories, and topological Anderson transitions
[55–60]. Additional studies in non-Hermitian quasiperi-
odic systems, particularly in the non-Hermitian exten-
sion of the Aubry-Andre-Harper model, have revealed lo-
calization transitions and mobility edges in quasicrystals
[61–66]. Along these lines, further experimental studies
have examined chaotic disorder [67], open transmission
channels [68], and Anderson transitions in parity-time
symmetric systems [69].

Among the various mathematical techniques used to
study wave propagation in random media, a particular
organizing principle that plays a central role in classifying
different localization and transport schemes is eigenvalue
statistics, also commonly known as level spacing statis-
tics [70]. In Hermitian systems with real eigenvalues,
they are naturally defined as the spectral gaps between
consecutive eigenvalues. The significance of eigenvalue
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FIG. 1. Schematic representation of two distinct photonic systems. (a) An array of coupled waveguides and (b) an array of
coupled cavities. The spatial and temporal coupled mode equations governing each system are also shown. Usually, it is tacitly
assumed that the spatial coupled mode description of system of coupled waveguides and the temporal coupled mode description
of coupled cavities leads to similar results due to the close mathematical resemblance of the corresponding system matrices Hw

and Hc, respectively. However, the resulting dynamics can be quite different due to the presence of the driving term Γ |Sin⟩.

statistics is exemplified by the one-dimensional Ander-
son model [1], which is formally known to exhibit local-
ization for any level of disorder [2]. For weak disorder,
eigenstates overlap spatially, leading to level repulsion,
and the eigenvalue statistics resemble the Wigner-Dyson
distribution, which predicts that P (S = 0) = 0, where
P (S) refers to the probability of the level spacing S, a
situation analogous to a perfect lattice without disorder,
where eigenstates remain delocalized. For strong dis-
order, eigenstates become localized with smaller local-
ization lengths, minimizing spatial overlap with differ-
ent states occupying distinct regions across the lattice.
Consequently, they can have identical (or near-identical)
eigenvalues, i.e., P (S = 0) ̸= 0, and the eigenvalue statis-
tics follow a Poisson distribution, indicating the absence
of correlations between different states. The presence or
absence of localized states, in turn, affects the transport
properties of the system. For example, in uniform waveg-
uide arrays without disorder, light propagation follows
the well-known discrete diffraction pattern [7], whereas
in disordered arrays, light propagation can exhibit dif-
fusive behavior or even undergo a localization transition
[8].

In non-Hermitian systems, the situation is complicated
by the fact that eigenvalues are generally complex. As a
result, there is no unique rule to organize the spectrum
to order the eigenvalues and define eigenvalue statistics.
For instance, one may consider the real (or imaginary)
parts of the eigenvalues as an ordering criterion. Alter-
natively, one may consider their absolute value, as has
been done in [48, 50]. However, to date, these choices
are arbitrary and do not arise from an underlying physi-
cal principle. This in turn raises the question of whether
eigenvalue statistics necessarily governs transport prop-

erties in non-Hermitian systems, as it does in their Her-
mitian counterparts.

In this work, we demonstrate that this widely held ex-
pectation does not always hold. Specifically, we focus
on driven non-Hermitian linear systems operating be-
low the lasing threshold. Such systems are described
by non-Hermitian Hamiltonians even in the absence of
coupling to input and output channels. Instead of the
standard initial value problem commonly studied in dis-
ordered systems, we adopt an input-output formalism for
our analysis. We show that in this setup, wave transport
can be independent of the level spacing properties associ-
ated with the underlying non-Hermitian Hamiltonian of
the system. These results open new directions in under-
standing and tailoring wave dynamics in disordered and
random media. While our analysis is generic and appli-
cable to any discrete disordered system described by a
tight-binding Hamiltonian, we focus on photonic setups
due to their well-established role in exploring exotic fea-
tures of non-Hermitian physics. However, our results also
apply to discrete atomic, electronic, and acoustic setups.

II. PHYSICAL MODEL OF COUPLED
CAVITIES

Discrete non-Hermitian optical systems have become
a focal point of theoretical and experimental research,
with implementations of these systems frequently utiliz-
ing waveguide or cavity arrays, as shown in Fig. 1(a)
and (b). Within the framework of coupled mode anal-
ysis, these systems can be described by the spatial and
temporal coupled mode theories (CMT), respectively:
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i
d |ψw⟩
dz

= Hw |ψw⟩ (1)

i
d |ψc⟩
dt

= Hc |ψc⟩+ Γ |Sin⟩ (2)

In the above, |ψw,c⟩ represent the field amplitude vectors
in the waveguide or cavity array, respectively and Hw,c

are the corresponding Hamiltonians. These Hamiltonians
describe an ideal one-dimensional system with nearest-
neighbor coupling and in the one-band tight-binding con-
text they are tridiagonal, encoding information about the
individual elements (propagation constants or resonant
frequencies in the diagonal) as well as their interactions
(coupling coefficients in the off-diagonals). Moreover, z is
the propagation distance along the waveguide array and
t denotes time.
Mathematically, our Hamiltonians can be described by,

Hw,c = κ

N−1∑
n=1

(
|n⟩ ⟨n+ 1|+ |n+ 1⟩ ⟨n|

)
+ ω̃

N∑
n=1

|n⟩ ⟨n|

(3)
where n is the index of the elements with n ∈ 1, 2, . . . N ,
κ denotes the coupling between the elements and ω̃ are
defined as, ω̃ ≡ ω0 − iγc − iγw(δn,1 + δn,N ) (in the case
of waveguides it is replaced with their propagation con-
stants β). Additionally, in the cavity array, when the
input and output ports are considered, we have two ad-
ditional terms entering as loss through the waveguides
(γw). In our setups we consider identical cavities with
the same resonant frequency and cavity losses. Finally,
Γ is the coupling matrix between the array elements and
the external excitation channels and |S⟩ is the excitation
vector. Additionally, in the case of cavity arrays, Eq. 2
is supplemented by the relation, |Sout⟩ = |Sin⟩− iΓ† |ψc⟩
that connects the internal fields |ψc⟩ to any relevant out-
put (|Sout⟩) and input (|Sin⟩) channels [71].
Given the mathematical analogy between spatial and

temporal coupled mode theories, it is tacitly assumed
that these two systems are equivalent. Consequently,
the results obtained for one platform are automatically
mapped on to the other. This mapping however, ig-
nores a fundamental difference between the two setups,
namely that the spatial CMT is an initial value problem
whereas the temporal CMT describes a driven-dissipative
system (see Fig. 1). Thus, while the two setups share
the same spectral features for identical arrays (i.e. when
Hw = Hc), there is no reason to believe that they must
exhibit identical wave transport dynamics. As we demon-
strate in this work, non-Hermitian effects can indeed lead
to very different behavior of these two systems even when
they have identical eigenvalue statistics. In what follows,
we focus only on cavity arrays.

Before we continue, we comment here on the choice
of the values of the parameters. In this work, we con-
sider arbitrary units, normalizing the parameters of the
coupled resonator optical waveguide (CROW) system for

simplicity and generality. The resonant frequency is con-
sidered to be ω0 = 0 and the coupling constant between
the cavities is set to κ = 1, representing typical coupling
in such systems. The inherent cavity losses are assigned
a value of γc = 0.1, while the loss parameter due to the
coupling to the waveguides is set to γw = 2, reflecting
that the waveguide coupling generally introduces larger
losses compared to the inherent cavity losses. As a re-
sult, the coupling to the waveguides is higher than the
coupling between the cavities, indicating stronger inter-
action with the external ports than between the cavities
themselves. We emphasize that the values of the above
parameters are chosen for illustration purposes, without
any loss of generality or physical relevance. These nor-
malized values correspond to actual physical conditions
in CROW systems.

III. EIGENSPECTRA ANALYSIS OF THE
PERIODIC ARRAYS

We start our analysis by first characterizing the spec-
tral features associated with a passive (i.e. without any
gain) discrete one dimensional non-Hermitian array sim-
ilar to that depicted in Fig. 1(b) under various types
of Hermitian and non-Hermitian perturbations. To do
so, we use a computational framework based on pseu-
dospectra [72]. The most basic definition of the ε-
pseudospectrum of a non-Hermitian matrix Hc , with
σ(Hc)-spectrum, is the union of all spectra of the ma-
trices Hc + Z, where Z is a complex random matrix,
with ||Z|| < ε, where ||..|| is the matrix norm, defined by

||A|| = sup
x ̸=0

||Ax||
||x|| [72–76]. In other words, we study the

spectrum (Ω) of the perturbed Hamiltonian Hc + Z for
many different realizations (l) of the matrix Z. Impor-
tantly, to ensure that the comparison between different
realizations is meaningful, the matrix Z is normalized
according to:

Z = ε
Z

∥Z∥ (4)

where ε indicates the perturbation strength and Z is the
perturbation matrix prior to normalization. At this point
we note that, when the perturbation matrix Z has a
particular structure, then we refer to structured pseu-
dospectra [72, 77], in contrast to complex pseudospec-
tra, where Z is a full complex random matrix. Here
we focus our attention on structured pseudospectra only,
meaning diagonal (Znm = δn,m · zn) and off-diagonal
(Znm = δn+1,m · zn + δn,m+1 · zm) perturbations where
the matrix elements of Z (znm) are drawn from a nor-
mal distribution with zero mean and standard deviation
equal to one. Notably, our results are independent of the
specific choice of distribution, such as uniform instead of
normal. In the case of diagonal perturbations, the non-
zero elements of matrix Z correspond to deviations in
the resonant frequencies of individual cavities, whereas,
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(d)

Re( )Ω
N = 41

(c)

Re( )Ω
N = 41

(b)

Re( )Ω
N = 21

(a)

Im
(
)Ω

Re( )Ω
N = 21

Diagonal

Perturbations

Off-diagonal

Perturbations

Diagonal

Perturbations

Off-diagonal

Perturbations

FIG. 2. Spectra (red dots) and structured pseudospectra (black and green dots) of our systems. (a), (b) The array consists
of N = 21 cavities with diagonal and off-diagonal perturbations, respectively. Black dots represent real perturbations, while
green dots correspond to imaginary perturbations, both with strength ε = 0.1. We consider l = 1000 different realizations.
(c), (d) Similar results for N = 41 cavities. Notably, the perturbations produce contrasting effects near the central eigenvalues
(Re(Ω) = 0), where a sharp line emerges, as shown in the inset of (a). This behavior directly follows from particle hole symmetry
and for diagonal perturbations, the sharp line appears when the perturbations are imaginary, whereas for off-diagonal ones, it
forms when the perturbations are real.

in off-diagonal ones, they represent perturbations in the
couplings between the cavities. We investigate both real
(znm ∈ R) and imaginary (znm ∈ iR) perturbation sce-
narios, or equivalently Hermitian and non-Hermitian sce-
narios, respectively, to fully explore the system’s behav-
ior.

Figures 2(a) and (b) depict the distribution of com-
plex eigenvalues (Ω) for an array made of N = 21 sites
for diagonal and coupling perturbations, respectively, for
both real (black dots) and purely imaginary (green dots)
perturbations. In all cases, the perturbation strength is
ε = 0.1. Similarly, in Figures 2(c) and (d), but for an
array of N = 41 sites. In all subplots, red dots represent
the spectrum of the ideal system and since, the number of
sites was taken to be odd, there is always a zero mode in
the absence of perturbations [78–80]. From Figs. 2(a),(c),
we observe that for real perturbations (black dots), the
eigenvalues spread over a cloud-like structure in the com-
plex domain. A similar behavior is observed for imagi-
nary perturbations except for the central eigenvalue (the
eigenvalue of the zero mode), where the distribution un-
der such perturbations spreads over a sharp line on the
imaginary axis. Close inspection shows that using only
one non-zero element along the diagonal of the matrix
Z actually produces an eigenvalue perturbation along a
line in the complex domain (see also Appendix A). Each
diagonal element, however, corresponds to a line of differ-
ent slope. Together, these different lines form the cloud.
However, in the case of imaginary perturbations, all the
diagonal elements have the same slope leading to the cre-
ation of the line. The opposite behaviour can be observed
for the coupling perturbations (Figs. 2(b),(d)) where real
perturbations (black dots) form the sharp line on the
imaginary axis.

The occurrence of the eigenvalues in a line with Re(Ω)
for real off-diagonal perturbations in Figs. 2(b),(d) is a
result of the chiral symmetry of the system. On the other

hand, the sharp line on the imaginary axis related to the
imaginary diagonal perturbations of Figs. 2(a),(c) can be
explained by the particle-hole-symmetry (also known as
charge conjugation symmetry) associated with the sys-
tem under consideration. While this terminology origi-
nates from condensed matter physics, where it describes
the relationship between electron and hole states in tight-
binding models, here we use its mathematical formula-
tion in the photonic context. More specifically, we note
that the Hamiltonian matrix H associated with the bi-
partite lattice structure of Fig. 1 can be expressed in
different bases that clusters the two different sublattice
groups (even and odd sites), i.e. in the form

Heo =

[
iZo K
K iZe

]
, (5)

where the block diagonal matrices Zo,e contain the imag-
inary perturbations at the odd and even sites, respec-
tively, as defined in Eq. 4. The coupling between neigh-
boring odd and even sites is represented by the block
diagonal matrix K = κI, where I is the identity ma-
trix of appropriate dimension. It is straightforward to
check that χ−1Hχ = −H∗, with the block diagonal chi-

ral operator χ =

[
1

−1

]
[78–80]. As a side note, we re-

mark that the above relation can be also cast in the form
C−1HC = H where the anti-unitary charge conjugation
operator C is given by C = χK with the conjugation op-
erator K [81]. This relation shows that the eigenvalues of
H must be symmetrically distributed around the imag-
inary axis. This in turn implies one of two possibilities:
either the eigenvalues are paired symmetrically around
the imaginary axis or they lie on the imaginary axis. Re-
member that, in the example we considered, the number
of sites was taken to be odd which implies the presence
of a zero mode. Given that small perturbations can only
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change the eigenvalues by a small amount, this zero mode
will remain isolated even after introducing the pertur-
bation and will thus be pinned by symmetry to change
only along the imaginary axis. We further explore this
for small systems in appendix A.

IV. SPECTRAL ANALYSIS OF THE
DISORDERED ARRAYS

We now turn our attention to the spectral properties
and the corresponding eigenvalue statistics of the disor-
dered arrays. Disorder is introduced either in the reso-
nant frequencies, resulting in a total Hamiltonian:

Hc =

N−1∑
n=1

(|n⟩ ⟨n+ 1|+ |n+ 1⟩ ⟨n|)+
N∑

n=1

(ω̃n+ϵn) |n⟩ ⟨n|

(6)
or in the coupling coefficients, expressed as:

Hc =

N−1∑
n=1

(
(1 + ϵn,n+1) |n⟩ ⟨n+ 1|+ (1 + ϵn+1,n) |n+ 1⟩ ⟨n|

)
+

N∑
n=1

ω̃n |n⟩ ⟨n| (7)

In both cases, the strength of disorder is characterized by
the random variable ϵn, that takes random values drawn
from a rectangular distribution as,

Re(ϵn) ∈
[
− WR

2
,
WR

2

]
, Im(ϵn) ∈

[
− WI

2
,
WI

2

]
, (8)

where WR and WI denote the strengths of the real and
imaginary components of the disorder, respectively. For
simplicity, we assume these strengths are equal (WR =
WI =W ). Two levels of disorder strength are examined:
W = 0.2 and W = 1, with results averaged over 5000
disorder realizations.

To quantify the eigenvalue statistics, P (s), we follow
the criterion outlined in [48]. Specifically, we compute
the normalized minimum distance between two eigenval-
ues in the complex plane, defined as s = min

∣∣Ωj − Ωj′
∣∣.

Our results are shown in Fig. 3 for the case of coupling
disorder. In Fig. 3(b), the red line represents the Wigner-
Dyson distribution, PWD(s) = πs

2 exp (−πs2/4) [70].
It is important to note that for weak disorder (W =

0.2), the eigenvalue statistics deviates from the Wigner-
Dyson form. This behavior is attributed to the relatively
small system size (N = 41), which is insufficient to cap-
ture the universal statistical properties of random matrix
ensembles. In this regime, the eigenstates remain delocal-
ized, and finite-size effects dominate the eigenvalue statis-
tics. For weak disorder (W < 0.5), larger system sizes
(N > 100) are typically required for the eigenvalue statis-
tics to converge to the Wigner-Dyson form. In contrast,

(a) (b)

P(s
)

P(s
)

ss

PWD(s)
W = 0.2 W = 1

FIG. 3. (a), (b) Eigenvalue statistics for 5000 realizations of
coupling disorder for two different strengths: W = 0.2 and
W = 1, respectively. Red line in (b) represents the Wigner-
Dyson distribution. The statistical behavior of the eigenval-
ues remains the same for other types of disorder.

for stronger disorder (W = 1), the eigenvalue statistics
exhibit the expected Wigner-Dyson distribution even for
N = 41, because the increased disorder strength induces
significant eigenstate localization and suppresses finite-
size effects. Additionally, for disorder strengths exceed-
ing W > 1, the eigenvalue statistics retains its Wigner-
Dyson form, while the spectrum extends further into the
complex plane.

V. WAVE TRANSPORT IN
DRIVEN-DISORDERED ARRAYS

In this section, we investigate the wave transport in
the driven-dissipative array described in Fig. 1(b). Here,
however, we consider passive and active linear arrays that
operate below the lasing threshold. The latter are simply
the same as the passive arrays, but with an additional
uniform gain g, meaning the same identical gain value is
applied to every cavity in the array as described in [82].
The total Hamiltonian for such systems is given by,

H = Hc + ig

N∑
n=1

|n⟩ ⟨n| (9)

The parameter g represents the uniform gain added to
the system. In general, this gain can be combined with
the inherent losses of the cavities (γc) resulting in a total
effective shift to the spectrum of the system. When g
equals zero, the system corresponds to the passive array
discussed up to this point. If g is negative, it effectively
increases the cavity losses, as the term can be absorbed
into γc. This framework allows g to be treated as a uni-
form parameter that is the same for each cavity, repre-
senting either gain (g > 0) or increased loss (g < 0).
A critical observation here is that, regardless of how

complex eigenvalue statistics are defined, this uniform
gain does not alter this statistics, since it introduces a
constant imaginary shift to the entire diagonal of the
matrix H and hence a constant and identical imagi-
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(a) (b)

(c) (d)

N = 21
N = 41

N = 21
N = 41

Off-diagonal

Disorder

Diagonal

Disorder

η

g

η

η
η

g g

g

W = 0.1

W = 0.2 W = 0.2

W = 0.1

W = 0.2

W = 0.1 W = 0.1

W = 0.2

FIG. 4. Wave transport in disordered cavity arrays with
N = 21 (red line, blue dots) and N = 41 (green line,
black dots) cavities under different types of disorder: (a)
Non-Hermitian diagonal disorder and (b) non-Hermitian off-
diagonal disorder. In both cases the disorder strength is
W = 0.2 for g ≤ 0.07 and then reduced to W = 0.1 for
0.07 < g < 0.102. (c), (d) Zoom in of (a) and (b), respec-
tively, highlighting the effects of different disorder strengths.
The green dashed line indicate the lasing threshold forN = 41
cavities, while the red dashed line indicates the lasing thresh-
old for N = 21 cavities.

nary shift to all eigenvalues. Intuitively, one might ex-
pect that such a trivial shift (which is an imaginary
gauge) would not significantly influence the wave trans-
port dynamics, since in the case of waveguides we can
easily express the field amplitude at any distance z, as
|ψw(z)⟩ = egze−iHwz|ψw(0)⟩. However, our results indi-
cate that this is not correct in a driven-dissipative array.
In Fig. 4, we plot the ratio between the power at the
first and last elements of the array, namely the trans-

port η ≡
∣∣ |ψc,1⟩ / |ψc,N ⟩

∣∣2 (inverse of transmission), as
a function of the applied uniform gain g. We consider
both the periodic and the disordered arrays while en-
suring that the system remains below the lasing thresh-
old. The array is excited from the left waveguide with
|Sin⟩ = |S0⟩ e−iω0t (remember though that in the numer-
ical simulations we take ω0 = 0, which is a trivial shift
to a rotating frame that does not affect the power cal-
culations). In performing these simulations, we used the
same numerical values of the array parameter as before.
Hence, the coupling between the edge cavities and the
waveguides is

√
2γw = 2.

Figures 4(a) and (b) depict the transport behavior as a
function of g for systems with diagonal and off-diagonal
disorders, respectively, with a disorder strength of W =
0.2 up to g = 0.07 and W = 0.1 for 0.07 < g < 0.102.
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(c) (d)g = 0.05 g = 0.1

nn

| ψ
c,n

⟩2

| ψ
c,n

⟩2

(a)g = − 0.1

| ψ
c,n

⟩2

n

(b)g = 0

n

| ψ
c,n

⟩2 Exp. fitExp. fit

Exp. fit

FIG. 5. Intensity distribution across each cavity for a system
with N = 41 cavities under varying levels of uniform gain, g
and no disorder. (a) g = −0.1 corresponding to higher cavity
losses, (b) g = 0, (c) g = 0.05, and (d) g = 0.1. Note that
for small values of g the amplitudes exhibit an exponential
decay (red line). As the uniform gain increases, the behavior
changes significantly and the decay is no longer exponential
(c).

This adjustment is necessary because increasing g brings
the system closer to its lasing threshold, which occurs at
g ≈ 0.102 for N = 21 and at g ≈ 0.1002 for N = 41. To
ensure that the disordered arrays remain below the las-
ing threshold, the disorder strength must be sufficiently
low. In both cases, the red line represents the transport
behavior of a system of size N = 21 in the absence of
disorder, while the green line corresponds to a disorder-
free system with N = 41 cavities. The blue and black
dots indicate the results of l = 1000 disorder realizations,
where blue corresponds to a lattice size of N = 21 and
black to N = 41. From these plots, we observe that the
transport behavior exhibits a nontrivial dependence on
the applied uniform gain g. Additionally, in the passive
system (g = 0), the transport η > 1, signifies that the
power in the first cavity exceeds that in the last. This
is expected since our system is excited from the left port
adjacent to the first cavity. As g increases, η decreases
monotonically until it reaches unity, where the power in
the last cavity becomes equal to that in the first cav-
ity, adjacent to the excitation waveguide. Interestingly,
for certain disorder realizations, it is clear that η < 1
indicating that more power is in the last cavity, an ef-
fect achieved solely by tuning the uniform gain. It is
important to note that for higher disorder strengths, the
range of accessible uniform gain values is limited, as the
system reaches the lasing threshold. Nevertheless, we
observe the same overall transport behavior, confirming
that transport η can be controlled by adjusting the uni-
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form gain.
While the plots in Fig. 4 clearly demonstrate that the

transport dynamics in these driven non-Hermitian ar-
rangements can vary significantly for systems with the
same eigenvalue statistics, they do not fully capture the
steady-state optical power distribution in the array un-
der the prescribed excitation scheme. To address this,
we plot the intensity distribution inside the array for
different values of the uniform gain g, in Fig. 5. For
a passive linear array and relatively moderate gain val-
ues, the steady-state optical power predominantly local-
izes near the excitation site, as shown in Fig. 5(a) and
Fig. 5(b). Note that in Fig. 5(a), g = −0.1 indicates
that the array experiences greater loss than in the case
of g = 0. This behavior is consistent with systems ex-
periencing minimal gain, where energy remains concen-
trated around the initial excitation point due to limited
coupling efficiency. Notably, these intensity distributions
align well with exponential functions, highlighted by the
red line, emphasizing the localized nature of energy prop-
agation at these gain levels. Near the lasing threshold
(g ≈ 0.1002) the intensity distribution undergoes a tran-
sition, becoming evenly distributed across the odd and
even array elements. At this point, gain plays a domi-
nant role in determining the transport dynamics. When
considering the potential impact of disorder on these dis-
tributions, small values of g result in behavior that re-
mains largely unchanged, with the exponential fit still
holding. However, at higher gain values, disorder can
cause notable variations, with some realizations showing
increased power in specific regions of the array. In partic-
ular, disordered lattices may, in certain cases, transition
into the lasing regime, which could explain these devia-
tions. For low levels of disorder, carefully chosen to avoid
the lasing regime, the distribution changes slightly but re-
mains broadly consistent. Instead of a perfectly uniform
profile, subtle enhancements may appear either at the
edges or near the center of the array. These results clearly
demonstrate that the transport dynamics in driven non-
Hermitian systems can be dramatically altered without
varying the eigenvalue statistics. This rather surprising
conclusion shed more light on the intriguing behavior of
non-Hermitian random media and may open the door to
devising new methods for controlling light transport in
disordered structures.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

In this work, we have explored the impact of disor-
der and gain on wave transport and intensity distribu-
tion in a driven-dissipative coupled optical resonator ar-
ray. We have first analyzed the spectral characteristics
of the array under different types of disorder, present-
ing a theoretical framework to explain some of the ob-
served spectral features. Next, we have investigated the
wave transport dynamics and optical power distribution
across and inside the array under a steady-state excita-

tion, and have demonstrated that both features can vary
widely as a function of the uniform gain factor. Remark-
ably, our results have shown that transport dynamics can
vary significantly even for arrays with identical eigenvalue
statistics. Additionally, we have found that the optical
power distribution, when side-excited, has been localized
in systems operating below the lasing threshold but has
become completely spread across the array as the system
has approached the lasing threshold.
The observed exponential power decay and its subse-

quent transition to a uniform distribution with increasing
uniform gain have borne notable parallels to behaviors
in topological systems. For instance, in [83, 84], it has
been demonstrated that directional amplification in non-
Hermitian topological systems has been characterized by
exponential gain scaling with system size, governed by a
non-trivial winding number of the dynamic matrix. Al-
though our system lacks topological invariants, the expo-
nential power decay along the resonators at low gain lev-
els has closely resembled the suppression of reverse gain
reported in these works. This has suggested that simi-
lar mathematical principles might govern these dynam-
ics, even in the absence of topological protection. More-
over, at high gain levels, we have observed a transition to
a nearly uniform power distribution along the resonator
array. This behavior can be compared to the uniform am-
plification achieved in topologically non-trivial regimes,
where topology ensures robustness against disorder and
system imperfections. In contrast, our system has relied
purely on the interplay between uniform gain and cou-
pling dynamics, making it potentially more sensitive to
parameter variations or perturbations.
These comparisons have highlighted the versatility of

non-topological systems in exploring gain-loss phenom-
ena while also emphasizing the robustness and control
afforded by topological designs. These results not only
have challenged some of the conventional wisdom in the
field of wave physics in random media, but also have pro-
vided more insight into the interaction between disorder
and non-Hermiticity in the context of wave propagation,
which may lead to developing new strategies for control-
ling light transport and trapping.
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Appendix A: Spectra and transport analysis of small
arrays

To illustrate the spectral and transport properties of
small photonic arrays, we start with a pedagogical exam-
ple of a 2× 2 photonic system. The Hamiltonian for this
system can be expressed as,

H =

[
iγ κ
κ −iγ

]
(A1)

where γ represents the gain/loss amplitude and κ the
coupling coefficient between the photonic elements. This
simple system respects parity-time (PT ) symmetry, and
when the gain/loss amplitude matches the coupling coef-
ficient (γ = κ), it exhibits a second-order exceptional
point. At this EP, both the eigenvalues and eigen-
vectors coalesce, indicating a critical phase transition
and demonstrating the fundamental behavior of PT -
symmetric systems.

In order to examine the spectral features of this system,
we consider three different kinds of structured perturba-
tions and analytically derive their eigenvalues,

Z1 =

[
z1 0
0 0

]
, Z2 =

[
0 0
0 z2

]
, Z3 =

[
z1 0
0 z2

]
(A2)

It is straightforward to show that at the EP (γ = κ) the
eigenvalues of our perturbed Hamiltonian H + Zn with
n = 1, 2, 3 are,

Ωj =
z1 ±

√
z21 + 4iz1
2

Ωj =
z2 ±

√
z22 − 4iz2
2

Ωj =
z1 + z2 ±

√
(z1 + z2)2 + 4i(z1 + z2)

2
(A3)

respectively. In the above expressions we set γ = κ = 1
(in normalized units) for simplicity and the indices j =
1, 2 denote the two eigenvalues. Since zj ≪ 1 we can
simplify them with approximate relations as,

Ωj ≈
z1
2

±√
z1
√
i

Ωj ≈
z2
2

± 2
√
z2
√
−i

Ωj ≈
z1 + z2

2
±√

z1 + z2
√
i (A4)

Note here that the considered perturbations are either
real (zj ∈ R) or purely imaginary (zj ∈ iR). In the case
of real perturbations, the eigenvalues of H +Z1 and H +
Z2 are always complex, indicating that the particle-hole
symmetry (PHS) is not respected. However, when the
perturbations are purely imaginary, we must examine two
distinct scenarios: positive and negative perturbations.
When the perturbations are positive, i.e., zj > 0, the
eigenvalues of H + Z1 are purely imaginary, respecting
the PHS, while the eigenvalues of H + Z2 are complex.
Conversely, when the perturbations are negative (zj < 0),
the behavior is reversed.
Our results are shown in Figs. 6(a)-(d) on the complex

plane, where black dots correspond to real perturbations
and green dots represent purely imaginary perturbations.
Fig. 6(a) shows the eigenvalue spectra of H + Z1 for
l = 1000 realizations, Fig. 6(b) for H + Z2, and finally,
Fig. 6(c) for H + Z3, with a perturbation strength of
ε = 0.01 in all cases. Fig. 6(d) zooms into the blue dashed
areas of each subplots, where the color in Figs. 6(a),(b)
has been changed from green to blue for improved vi-
sualization and to avoid any potential confusion. When
there is only one perturbation, the dependence remains
a line, despite the breaking of PHS. However, when per-
turbations are applied to all elements, an elongated cloud
forms in the regions where PHS is broken. In the former
case, the dependence on perturbations is described by an
invertible function, whereas in the latter, it is not. We
emphasize here the formation of such clouds when the
combined effect of perturbations arises from lines with
different slopes. It is important to note that the pure
imaginary line remains a straight line when both per-
turbations (Z3) are considered. This is a consequence
of PHS, as previously explained, since it is conserved in
these cases.
Additionally, we examined a 3× 3 photonic system, as

shown in Figs. 6(e)-(h). Similar to the 2× 2 system, we
applied a perturbation strength of ε = 0.01 and l = 1000
realizations. Figs. 6(e)-(g) correspond to perturbations
applied to a single element of the diagonal, while Fig. 6(h)
represents the case where the full diagonal is perturbed.
As observed previously, whenever we have lines with dif-
ferent slopes, an elongated cloud forms, while the pure
imaginary straight line is preserved.
Having understood the behavior of the eigenvalues in

the complex plane for both Hermitian and non-Hermitian
perturbations, we now study the transport properties of
the system. We consider a configuration consisting of ei-
ther two or three coupled cavities, each subjected to the
same uniform gain. In this scenario, we can derive analyt-
ical expressions for the transport η both in the presence
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FIG. 6. Demonstration of particle hole symmetry in (a)-(d) a 2 × 2 non-Hermitian system and (e)-(h) a 3 × 3 system. The
perturbation strength is ε = 0.01 in all cases. Black dots correspond to real perturbations, while green dots represent purely
imaginary ones. In (a) and (b), a single diagonal element of the Hamiltonian is perturbed, while in (c), both diagonal elements
are perturbed, leading to the formation of extended cloud regions. (d) A zoomed-in view of the blue dashed lines further
illustrates the cloud formation. In (e)-(g), only one diagonal element is perturbed, whereas in (h), all three diagonal elements
are perturbed simultaneously, resulting in cloud regions when different curvature lines combine. Note that for purely imaginary
perturbations, the distribution remains a straight line.
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FIG. 7. Wave transport dynamics for a 3 × 3 system under
different types of disorder. The red line represents the theoret-
ical relation. (a), (b) Hermitian disorder (black dots) applied
to the diagonal and off-diagonal elements, respectively. (c),
(d) The same analysis for non-Hermitian disorder (blue dots).

and absence of disorder. The dynamics of the system are
governed by Eq. 2, with

Hc,2×2 =

[
ω0 − iδ κ
κ ω0 − iδ

]

Hc,3×3 =

ω0 − iδ κ 0
κ ω0 + ig κ
0 κ ω0 − iδ

 (A5)

where ω0 is the bare resonant frequency of the degen-
erate modes of the cavities in the absence of coupling.
Parameter δ = γw − g is a non-Hermitian term that ac-
counts for material gain g and radiation loss through the
waveguides γw. All the cavities consist of lossy materi-
als, so an additional lossy term, denoted as −iγc, can
be added in all the diagonal elements. However, in the
subsequent analysis, we omit this term without loss of
generality, as it can be removed through a simple gauge
transformation.

When excitation is applied from one of the ports, the
steady-state field components and the asymmetric power
distribution between modes (transport) have been calcu-
lated and are given as,

η2 =
δ2

κ2
, η3 =

(κ2 − δg)2

κ4
(A6)

where the subscript indices indicate the size of the sys-
tem, as shown in previous studies [82]. It is evident that
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the strength of the uniform gain parameter, g, signif-
icantly influences the transport dynamics between the
cavities. Unlike an array of waveguides, where a uniform
gain or loss distribution typically results in power ampli-
fication or dissipation, we observe a completely different
outcome in this setup. Here, the uniform gain not only
enhances the system’s response but also fundamentally
alters the optical energy distribution within the struc-
ture. This behavior is not dependent on the engineering
of the refractive index profile or a specific set of design
parameters; rather, it is consistently observed across dif-
ferent configurations, regardless of the chosen design pa-
rameters and uniform gain distribution.

We now introduce disorder into the system and exam-
ine two scenarios: diagonal disorder and off-diagonal (or
coupling) disorder. The corresponding matrices for the
2× 2 and 3× 3 systems are,

Zd =

[
z1 0
0 z2

]
, Zc =

[
0 z1
z1 0

]
,

Zd =

z1 0 0
0 z2 0
0 0 z3

 , Zc =

 0 z1 0
z1 0 z2
0 z2 0

 (A7)

respectively, where “d” denotes diagonal and “c” refers
to coupling. By recalculating the transport properties for
these modified Hamiltonians and modes, we observe that
the transport behavior varies depending on the nature
and strength of the disorder as follows,

η2,d =
δ2 + z22
κ2

, η2,c =
δ2

(κ+ z1)2

η3,d =
(κ2 − δg − z2z3)

2 + (z2δ − z3g)
2

κ4

η3,c =
(κ2 − δg + 2z2κ+ z22)

2

(κ+ z1)2(κ+ z2)2
(A8)

Our results for the transport behaviour of a 3 × 3
non-Hermitian disordered array of cavities are shown in
Fig. 7, where we plot the transport as a function of the
uniform gain for the same values of the parameters as
in the main text. It is important to highlight that our
system operates below the lasing threshold which is at
g ≈ 1.11. In all subplots, the red line represents Eq. A6,
and the disorder strength is of the order of W = 0.01 for
l = 1000 realizations for each value of g. Notably, the
average of all realizations yields the red line. Further-
more, the impact of diagonal non-Hermitian disorder is
found to be greater than that of Hermitian disorder, as
indicated by Eq. A8 when zn ∈ iIR. Our results remain
quantitatively consistent for both weaker and stronger
disorder.
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FIG. 8. Wave transport on a logarithmic scale for a system of
N = 101 coupled cavities under (a) diagonal disorder and (b)
off-diagonal disorder of strength W = 0.1. Even for such large
arrays, the behavior is consistent with the results presented
in the main text.
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FIG. 9. Intensity distribution across each cavity for a system
with N = 101 cavities under varying levels of uniform gain, g
and no disorder. (a) g = −0.1 corresponding to higher cavity
losses, (b) g = 0, (c) g = 0.05, and (d) g = 0.1. Note that
the exponential decay (red line) persists even at higher values
of g than in the case of N = 41 cavities, until just before
the lasing threshold, where the optical power becomes evenly
distributed throughout the lattice.

Appendix B: Transport in large arrays

In this appendix, we analyze a large array consisting of
N = 101 coupled cavities, using the same parameter val-
ues as outlined in the main text. We calculate the trans-
port properties under both diagonal and off-diagonal dis-
order, with a perturbation strength of W = 0.1. Ad-
ditionally, we examine the intensity distribution within
the cavities for varying levels of uniform gain, g. This
analysis extends the insights gained from smaller arrays,
allowing us to explore the behavior of the system on a
much larger scale.
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Figures 8(a),(b) show the transport η, on a logarithmic
scale as a function of the uniform gain g for both diagonal
and off-diagonal disorder, respectively. The results align
with those observed in smaller arrays, showing that as
the system approaches the lasing threshold, the transport
value converges to one. It is important to note that the
high values of η observed when g = 0 are expected due
to the highly localized modes at the edges of the array,

which are a consequence of parameter γw.
Finally, in Fig. 9 we compute the intensity distribution

using the same parameters as in Fig. 5. For larger arrays,
we observe that the exponential decay persists even for
higher values of uniform gain, until the system eventu-
ally reaches a steady-state distribution. This behavior
indicates that the effects of gain on the intensity profile
are consistent across varying array sizes.
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