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Exactly solvable dissipative models provide an analytical tool for studying the relaxation dynamics in open
quantum systems. In this work, we study an exactly solvable model based on an anisotropic variant of the Yao-
Lee spin-orbital model, with dissipation acting in the spin sector. We map Liouvillian dynamics to fermions
hopping in a doubled Hilbert space under a non-Hermitian Hamiltonian, and demonstrate the model’s exact
solvability. We analyze the strong and weak symmetries of the model, which protect an exponentially large
manifold of non-equilibrium steady states, establishing the system as a physically feasible dissipative spin liquid.
Furthermore, we analyze the transient dynamics in a translationally invariant sector and discover that the single-
particle Liouvillian spectrum hosts an exceptional ring in momentum space. We map out a characteristic P7T
symmetry breaking transition driven by the dissipation strength, which governs the crossover from oscillatory
to decaying relaxation of physical observables. Our work provides a physically motivated, solvable setting for
exploring the coexistence of dissipative spin liquid physics and non-Hermitian spectral topology.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The non-equilibrium dynamics of quantum many-body sys-
tems coupled to an environment, through decoherence, dissi-
pation, or measurements, has emerged as a rapidly growing
frontier in condensed matter physics [1-8]. While the cou-
pling to an external environment has traditionally been viewed
as a source of detrimental noise, recent developments have es-
tablished dissipation as a powerful resource, particularly with
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advances in experimental control across atomic, optical, solid-
state, and superconducting platforms [9-15]. These devel-
opments have stimulated substantial interest in understand-
ing how system-environment couplings can be engineered to
shape relaxation dynamics, steady-state structure, and realize
topological phenomena in driven-dissipative settings [16-26].

Despite recent progress, the theoretical study of open many-
body quantum systems remains challenging due the exponen-
tial explosion of the operator space. Compared to closed
quantum systems, where the Hilbert space dimension scales
as 2% for a system with L qubits, open quantum systems re-
quire treating density matrices whose dimension scales as 4~ .
This scaling quickly renders exact numerical simulations un-
feasible beyond small system sizes. Tensor-network-based
approaches [27-33] and quantum-trajectory methods [34—38]
have extended our reach, but they remain numerically costly
and may obscure the underlying physics. In contrast, ex-
actly solvable Liouvillians [39-49] provide non-perturbative
insight into the complex behavior of relaxation and steady
states, and constitute valuable benchmarks for new numerical
techniques.

Recently, a notable development along this line of inquiry
is the dissipative spin liquids (DSL): exactly solvable Liouvil-
lians with an extensive number of symmetries, which protect
an exponentially large manifold of non-equilibrium steady
states [40-42]. However, existing DSL constructions are for-
mulated in terms of Gamma matrices acting on enlarged on-
site Hilbert spaces and lack a direct mapping to local spin de-
grees of freedom. This makes it difficult to assess how such
models might be connected to realistic materials or solid-state
platforms.

In this work, we introduce an exactly solvable dissipative
model that is both physically motivated and dynamically rich.
We consider an anisotropic variant of the Yao-Lee spin-orbital
model [50], a well-studied generalization of Kitaev’s honey-
comb model [51] that incorporates orbital (pseudospin) de-
grees of freedom while retaining its exact solvability. The
Yao-Lee model hosts a variety of interesting phenomena,
such as spin-1 fermionic excitations, vison crystallization, and
topological band transitions in the o sector [50, 52-54]. More
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recently, Ref. [55] presents a road-map to realizing the Yao-
Lee model in experiments. While non-Hermitian extension of
the model has been studied [56], how Lindbladian dissipation
affects its spin-orbital dynamics and steady state structure has
not been explored.

We solve the dissipative model through third quantiza-
tion [57], mapping the Liouvillian super-operator to a non-
Hermitian Hamiltonian that is quadratic in fermions hopping
on a bilayer honeycomb lattice. This mapping allows for an
analysis of the system’s strong and weak symmetries, from
which we obtain a systematic criterion for determining flux
sectors that contain non-equilibrium steady states (NESS). We
identify an exponentially large manifold of NESS, which con-
firms that the model realizes a DSL [40—42], but in a setting
where the local degrees of freedom are more closely con-
nected to experiments.

While the NESS manifold characterizes the long-time limit,
the relaxation to equilibrium contains rich transient dynamics.
To explore this, we focus on a translationally invariant flux
sector and compute the single-particle Liouvillian spectrum
analytically. We find that the single-particle spectrum hosts an
exceptional ring in momentum space: a continuous contour of
exceptional points (EPs), where eigenvalues and eigenvectors
coalesce [58-63].

As the dissipation strength increases, the system undergoes
a characteristic sequence of P7 symmetry breaking transi-
tions. P7T symmetry is preserved at weak dissipation: up
to an overall shift, all single-particle Liouvillian modes have
purely imaginary eigenvalues, leading to oscillatory dynam-
ics. Crossing the exceptional ring produces a P7 mixed
regime in which modes with imaginary and real eigenvalues
coexist, before the spectrum becomes fully P7T-broken and
dynamics are governed by real decay rates. This behavior
leads to a clear separation between two dynamical regimes, in
which observables relax with different rates. Our work there-
fore provides a physically motivated, exactly solvable setting
in which dissipative spin liquid physics and P77 symmetry
breaking coexist in different symmetry sectors and timescales.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we
review the mapping from the Lindbladian super-operator to a
non-Hermitian Hamiltonian in the doubled Hilbert space. In
Sec. III, we introduce our dissipative spin-orbital model and
demonstrate its exact solvability. Sec. IV details the model’s
extensive number of symmetries and the construction of the
NESS manifold. In Sec. V, we analytically compute the Liou-
villian spectrum in a specific symmetry sector, revealing a ring
of exceptional points and the P7 symmetry breaking transi-
tion. We conclude in Sec. VI with a summary and outlook.

II. MAPPING BETWEEN LINDBLADIANS AND BILAYER
HAMILTONIANS

We first briefly review Lindbladian dynamics and the map-
ping from Lindbladians to non-Hermitian Hamiltonians on a
doubled Hilbert space. Given a Hamiltonian /7 and a set of
Markovian jump operators {L;}, the density matrix p of an
open quantum system evolves according to the Lindblad mas-

ter equation [64, 65]:
. 1

where [,-] and {-,-} denote the commutator and anti-
commutator, respectively.

The Liouvillian £ is a completely positive, trace-preserving
(CPTP) super-operator, mapping between bounded operators
on the original Hilbert space i.e. £ is a map from B(H) —
B(H). If we treat the space of operators B(#) as a Hilbert
space by itself, equipped with the inner product (p,o) =
Tr(p'o), then £ can be viewed as an operator acting on this
space.

In this representation, the density matrix p is vectorized by
the Choi—Jamiotkowski isomorphism [66, 67]:

p=2 ril)l = o) =D eyl eli), @

and super-operators are mapped to operators on the doubled
Hilbert space:

ApB = (A® BT)|p). 3)
The Liouvillian (Eq. (1)) is represented by:
iL—H =Hl-Ie HT

1
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That is, the Liouvillian £ is mapped to 7', a non-Hermitian
Hamiltonian living on two copies of the original Hilbert space
coupled by the jump operators, as illustrated in Fig. 1(a). In-
deed, the non-Hermitian terms in H arise from the jump op-
erators and encode the non-unitary part of the open quantum
system’s dynamics.

Both frameworks give identical description of the dynam-
ics, since time-evolution of the density matrix is identical,
namely:

p=Llpl = |p)=—iHlp)- (5)

In this representation, the Liouvillian spectrum {\,} is
mapped to the energies of H via {E,, = —i\,}, so steady
states of the open quantum system Lpg = 0 are mapped to
zero-energy eigenstates of H, H|ps)) = 0.

Beyond the correspondence between spectra and steady
states, the mapping is especially useful for organizing the
symmetry structure of Liouvillians. The doubled-Hilbert-
space representation provides a natural framework to classify
and analyze symmetries of the Liouvillian [59, 68-71]. For

! Throughout this paper, H denotes the Hamiltonian part of the open system,
while H denotes the non-Hermitian Hamiltonian in the doubled Hilbert
space. More generally, we use calligraphic symbols to denote super-
operators.



FIG. 1. (a) Illustration of the mapping between an open system de-
scribed by the Liouvillian £ (left) and the non-Hermitian bilayer
Hamiltonian H (right). In the doubled Hilbert space, the jump oper-
ators couple the bra and ket spaces. The two sublattices A and B are
labeled by blue and red dots, respectively. (b) A hexagonal plaquette
in the honeycomb lattice. There are three types of bonds: z, y, and
z. (c) The Brillouin zone of the honeycomb lattice.

example, breaking of parity—time (P7) symmetry in the Li-
ouvillian [59, 72, 73] appears as the emergence of exceptional
points (EPs) in the non-Hermitian Hamiltonian, where eigen-
values and eigenvectors coalesce [14, 74-77]. In Sec. IV,
we detail how symmetries of our model are interpreted in the
doubled-Hilbert-space formalism.

III. EXACTLY SOLVABLE DISSIPATIVE SPIN ORBITAL
MODEL

We consider a spin—orbital model on the honeycomb lattice
with two spin-1/2 degrees of freedom per site: a “spin” o and
an “orbital” (pseudospin) 7. The Hamiltonian is

H = % Z (TZ-/\TJ-)\) (UZ‘U]”-“' + Gfoj) , (6)
(i5) 5

where (ij), (A = x,y, 2) denotes the A\-type bond between
two nearest sites ¢ and j, as shown in Fig. 1(b). The ¢ and 7
variables act on distinct Hilbert spaces on each site and com-
mute with each other.

Our model is a variant of the Yao-Lee (YL) model [50],
which generalizes Kitaev’s honeycomb model [51] to a spin-
orbital setting. The YL Hamiltonian reads:

J
HYL:ZZ (Ti)\Tj‘)\)(o'i'Uj)- (7)

(i5) x

Compared to YL Hamiltonian (Eq. (7)), our model (Eq. (6))
explicitly breaks the SU(2) symmetry of the o degree of free-
dom by dropping the o a;’ channel. The remaining contin-
uous symmetry is U(1), as the Hamiltonian is invariant un-
der global rotations exp (i0 Y, 7). This anisotropic choice
could be realized by an easy-plane anisotropy in the spin sec-

tor and will be essential for the solvability of the Liouvillian.

On top of the Hamiltonian Eq. (6), we apply two jump op-
erators on each site, {,/y07, /707 }. The local dephasing
terms only act on the o-sector and leave the orbital structure
unchanged. Following Eq. (4), we map the open system to the
following non-Hermitian Hamiltonian A acting on the dou-
bled Hilbert space:

W= SR (ot + i) - (502 +.505)
(33) 5
+ivy (0767 +0757) — 207N, ®)

where IV is the number of sites in one layer. Throughout this
paper, the overhead tilde will denote operators that act on the
ket copy of the Hilbert space, A := 1 ® AT [66, 67].

To solve this model H, we introduce two types of Majorana
fermions ¢ and d via the transformation that has been used in
the solution of the Yao-Lee model [50]:

By By

off = — 5 icfc?, T = —T'dfdz,
ofr) =ictd], ©)

where «, 8,y = z,y, z and € is the Levi-Civita symbol. There
are six Majoranas per site, forming two triplets ¢; and d;, and
similarly for the ket copy.

The Majorana fermions satisfy mutual anticommutation re-
lations, {c§", '} = {d¢",d]} = 627, {cg,d]} = 0. Similar
decompositions are performed on ¢ and 7. Compared to other
exactly solvable dissipative models involving Gamma matri-
ces [40—42], the Majoranas in this model has a more direct
connection to the physics variables: namely, the ¢ and d Ma-
joranas are associated with the spin (o) and orbital (7) degrees

of freedom, respectively.

Since above decomposition into Majoranas (Eq. (9)) is
over-complete [51], we need to project back to the physical
space by imposing the local constraint:

Dj = —icjcicididydz, (10)
where j is the site index. lA)J7 can be defined similarly for sites

in the other layer. A state |¥) is only physical if and only if it
is an eigenstate of all local projectors with eigenvalue 1 [50]:

D; W) = D; [¥) = &), V. (11)

In the Majorana basis, the non-Hermitian Hamiltonian be-
comes:

J . T o
=7 [idfd;(ic;c; +iciel) — id) (i E + i E)
(i5) 5

+y > (il &) (icf & + icie;) — 2iyN. (12)



We can further define bond operators:

wij = id}dy, iy =idyd}, v =ic/e,  (13)
which are defined for all three bond types A = z,y, 2. The
bond operators are static Z, gauge fields and have eigenvalues
+1. Since the bond operators commute with the Hamiltonian
[wij, H] = [vi,H] = 0 and among themselves [u;;, uy /] =
[uij, v;] = 0, the Hilbert space is split into sectors labeled by
their eigenvalues. Note that H is invariant under a local Z,
gauge transformation:

a a s« A s«
= N, & — Nt

Ujj — AiuijAj R fLij — /&ZU;J]\] , Vg — AiviAi; (14)

where A; and A; are +1. The gauge-invariant quantities
are therefore plaquette fluxes i.e. products of bond operator
around plaquettes [50, 51]; see Sec. IV for a more detailed
discussion.

Finally, we introduce two species of complex fermions, de-
fined as

1 . ~ 1 e

fi= i(cf—l—ch), fizi(cf—i—ch), (15)
which live on two layers in the doubled Hilbert space. In terms
of these fermion operators, the Hamiltonian becomes

H :% Z U (f;rfj - fjfv) — Uij (ﬁfg - f;ﬁ)
(i5)
+2v Y wilflfi - £ i) = 29N, (16)

H is exactly solvable, since it is quadratic in the fermionic
operators. Fixing the bond variables (u;;, u;;, and v;) thus
reduces the problem to a quadratic non-Hermitian fermion
model on a bilayer honeycomb lattice, which can be diago-
nalized exactly in each flux sector. The Hamiltonian on the
bilayer has many interesting symmetries that can considerably
simplify the problem, as we will analyze in the next section.

IV. SYMMETRY ANALYSIS AND STEADY STATES

In this section, we first analyze the strong and weak sym-
metries of the dissipative spin-orbital model, Eq (8). We then
outline the criterion for choosing flux sectors that contain non-
equilibrium steady states (NESS). From this, we show that
there are exponentially many NESS in this model, which real-
izes a dissipative spin liquid.

A. Strong and Weak Symmetry

In closed quantum systems, the Hamiltonian H is Hermi-
tian and generates unitary time evolution. Symmetries are rep-
resented by unitary operators U that commute with the Hamil-
tonian, [U, H] = 0. This commutation relation implies the

existence of a conserved “charge” (), namely the generator of
this symmetry. () also commutes with H, and its expectation
value is therefore conserved in time:

@) = (H.Q) =0, a7)
As a consequence, the Hilbert space decomposes into sectors
labeled by eigenvalues of (). Under the evolution operator
U(t) = e ", transitions between different sectors are for-
bidden, and an initial eigenstate |1)o) with eigenvalue ¢ under
the charge operator () will remain an eigenstate of () with the
same eigenvalue:

Q (U(1) [v0)) = U()Q |1o) = q (U(2) [tho)) - (18)

In open quantum systems, symmetries are defined with re-
spect to the Liouvillian £, and the above notion of symmetry
can be generalized. There are two types of symmetries: strong
and weak symmetry [78, 79]. The interplay between these
two types of symmetries, such as spontaneous strong-to-weak
symmetry breaking, has drawn lots of recent interest [80-85].

When an open quantum system has a strong symmetry,
there exists an operator S that commutes with both the Hamil-
tonian and the jump operators,

On the other hand, a weak symmetry is satisfied when there
exists a super-operator S that commutes with the Liouvillian,

[S.L] =0, 8(p) = S(p)ST (20)

for some operator S. Note that [S, L;] = [S,H] = 0 im-
plies [S, £] = 0, but not vice versa; a strong symmetry there-
fore necessarily implies a weak symmetry, but the converse
is not true. While both types of symmetries allow for block-
diagonalizing the Liouvillian, a strong symmetry has an asso-
ciated conserved charge, while weak symmetries do not [78].

One can also understand the difference between strong and
weak symmetries in the bilayer picture, in which £ is mapped
to a non-Hermitian Hamiltonian H in the doubled space. Both
types of symmetries leave # invariant. However, weak sym-
metries must act jointly on both copies of the doubled Hilbert
space to preserve H, whereas strong symmetries only act on
either copy independently [86]. Consequently, charges asso-
ciated with strong symmetries are conserved on each layer
independently. In contrast, weak symmetry only implies con-
servation of the difference between charges on the two layers,
which do not translate to conserved observables of the original
single-layer system [80].

The dissipative spin-orbital model we study has an exten-
sive number of strong and weak symmetries. Indeed, sim-
ilar to Kitaev’s honeycomb model [51], it is precisely the
model’s extensive symmetries that allow for its exact solvabil-
ity. To understand the strong symmetries, we first consider the
dissipation-less limit, v = 0. The model reduces to a variant
of the Yao-Lee model [50], whose SU(2) symmetry is explic-
itly broken. In this (closed) system, the conserved fluxes are



products of bond operators around each hexagon [50]:

W, = [T wr 1)

(jk)€p

where p denotes a hexagonal plaquette, and (jk) runs over
each of its six bonds. The operators W), are gauge-invariant
under the local Z, transformation in Eq. (14) and commute
with the Hamiltonian, [W,,, H] = 0 Vp.

In this model, the W), operators take a particularly simple
form in the spin language. Consider a hexagon p whose sites
and bonds are labeled as in Fig. 1(b). We have:

Wp = u12U23U34U45Us6U16
— (il ) (il i35 il ) (il (i)
(i ) (k3 ) (il ) (i) (i 2~

Y 2z _x Y, _z_x
=T ToT3TLTE Tg s 22)

where we have used the anticommutation relation between
Majoranas. Thus, although W, is defined as a product of bond
operators in the fermionic description, it can be viewed as a
product of on-site Pauli operators around the hexagon.

When dissipation is turned on (v # 0), the hexagonal pla-
quette operators remain conserved. Since W), act on the or-
bital sector, while the jump operators {o?¥ } act on the spin
sector, they commute trivially. Thus

(2 ’L

[WpaLi} = [WpaH} =0, (23)

and the set of {I¥,} constitute strong symmetries of the
model. In the doubled Hilbert space representation, one can
likewise define plaquette operators W), acting on the other
copy; see Fig. 2.

Next, we turn to the model’s weak symmetries. Following
Refs. [40-42], we consider the vertical plaquettes V, that link
the two layers, as illustrated in Fig. 2. Let ¢ and j denote two
nearest neighbors on the original layer, connected by a bond
of type A € {z,y, z}. We define:

Vp = uijvivjﬂij. (24)

Similar to the hexagonal plaquettes W,,, V,, also admits a
clean interpretation in the spin variables. The vertical plaque-
ttes can be written as:

Vp = (zd’\d/\)(zc &) (iched )(szd/\)
= —(zcyd?‘)(zcyd%‘)(zciyd?‘)(icgd;‘)
Y S U AT AGY YA

= —0;0;T{T;0;0;TT;. (25)

One can similarly check that [V, H] = 0, so V,, generates a
weak symmetry. In the single-layer picture, this corresponds
to a super-operator that performs a unitary conjugation:

Sz,(-) = (oVolm} ) () (ot alr) ), (26)

which commutes with the Liouvillian super-operator L.
Compared to previously studied exactly solvable DSL mod-

idyd3)

FIG. 2. Tllustration of the strong and weak Zo symmetries of the
model in the bilayer framework. The hexagonal plaquettes W), and
Wy (Eq. (21)) constitute strong symmetries of the model, while the
vertical square plaquettes V},’s (Eq. (24)) are the weak (Z2) symme-
tries.

els [40-42], our system hosts an additional, weak U(1) sym-
metry under the following super-operator:

Su(1) = exp (z@ Z —a?) ) (27)

where 6 € (0,27) is a phase. The weak U(1) symmetry is
inherited from the U(1) symmetry of the Yao-Lee variant H
(Eq. (6)). It is straightforward to verify that [Sy(y), H] = 0.
Note that since S = €?2: 7/ does not commute with the
jump operators { L; }, this is not a strong symmetry.

A direct consequence to this (weak) U(1) symmetry is con-
servation of the generator @ = . o/ —&7. Interestingly, this
can be translated into the conservation of the total number of
fermions on the bilayer. Using the Majorana decomposition
(Eq. (9)), we can write the local fermion number as:

= fifi= (c —ic? )(c§+ic§):%(1+af), (28)

while on the other layer

1
ﬁi=H®(ni)T:H®< +

Y
59

t N\,
5+3 ) =51-3a1). @)

Therefore, conservation of the weak U(1) charge becomes
the weak conservation of the total fermion number, ;M +
N4, This conservation is precisely why there are no BCS-
like pairing terms in the fermionic non-Hermitian Hamilto-
nian, Eq. (16). Instead, the allowed processes are number-
conserving: namely, hoppings on each layer, as well as in-
terlayer conversions between the two species of fermions. In
Table. I, we summarize the strong and weak symmetries of
our model.



Symmetry Fermion Picture Spin Picture

Strong W, rirsriririTe
Strong W, T T TETE
Y YU A NAY YA A
Weak Zo Vi —0;0;T{T;0;0;T{'T
Weak U(1) > (ng + 1) Yo (o? —&7)

TABLE I. Summary of strong and weak symmetries of the dissipa-
tive model. The relevant quantity for each symmetry can written
in terms of fermionic and spin variables, both in the bilayer picture.
The strong and weak Z, symmetries are extensive, whereas the weak
U(1) symmetry is global.

B. Steady States

Unlike closed (Hermitian) systems, where Lieb’s Theo-
rem [87] dictates that the ground state lies in the sector with
zero flux, there are no generic principles for choosing flux
configurations in open quantum systems. Nevertheless, strong
and weak symmetries still provide useful guidelines for count-
ing non-equilibrium steady states (NESS) of the system.

Let us first analyze the steady states in the two limits, v = 0
and v = oo. In the absence of dissipation, the dynamics is
unitary under the Hamiltonian in Eq. (6). For a system with
N sites and on-site Hilbert space dimension 4 (spin and or-
bital), the total Hilbert space dimension is D = 4V. If H is
nondegenerate, there are D orthogonal energy eigenstates and
therefore D linearly independent projectors {|v,, ) (¢ |}2_,
that all commute with the Hamiltonian. The space of steady
states is therefore the D = 4'V-dimensional space of operators
that are diagonal in the energy basis.

In the opposite limit v = oo, the bilayer Hamiltonian
(Eq. (8)) reduces to:

WZ oi o} +

Since the sites are decoupled in this limit, it is helpful to
instead analyze the single-site Liouvillian £;:

Li(-) =7lof()oi +oi()of —2()]. €20

One can check that £;(0¥) = —2vo7F; L;(07) = —2v0Z,
while £;(0!) = —4~07, and L;(I3) = 0 x Iy = 0. Therefore,
the only zero mode (steady state) in the o sector is identity, the
maximally mixed state, while all traceless components decay.
In this limit, steady states factorize as:

HQ RN
Pss = (2) @ Pry (32)

where p, is an arbitrary density matrix in the 7 sector. Since
the 7-sector Hilbert space dimension is 2N the dimension of
the space of steady states is therefore also (27V)2 = 4.
Beyond the two limits, we need to analyze using symme-
tries. As shown in Ref. [78], the number of NESS is at least

07G7) — 2iNy.  (30)

the number of distinct eigenvalues of strong symmetries in the
system. Indeed, the Liouvillian is block-diagonalized under
left and right actions by strong symmetries, and steady states
live in the “diagonal” blocks where the left and right labels
coincide. In the bilayer representation, this enforces matched

hexagonal fluxes, W,, = W), for every plaquette p, so each
steady sector is labeled by a common flux pattern across both
layers. Note that each of the hexagonal plaquettes W), can be
+1 or —1; the only requirement is a matched pattern on the
two layers.

Next we analyze the weak symmetries.  Following
Ref. [78], we will assume that each sector labeled by eigenval-
ues of the weak symmetries contains at most one NESS. This
behavior is typical in local dissipative models [78]. Under this
assumption, a sector can host an NESS only if it transforms
trivially under all weak symmetries (i.e. all weak symmetries
have eigenvalue 1). To see this, let U/ be a weak symmetry
acting as Up = VpVT, where V is a unitary operator. If pg is
the unique steady state that satisfies Lpgs = 0, then:

0= u(ﬁ(pss)) = ‘C(upss)~ (33)

By uniqueness, Upss = upss for some eigenvalue u. Tak-
ing the trace on both sides yields Tr(V p,sVT) = Tr(pss) =
uTr(pss) — u = 1. For our model, these constraints select
weak-symmetry sectors with a uniform interlayer flux parity
V, = —1 on every plaquette. Note that an eigenvalue of 1
under the weak symmetry in Eq. (26) implies V,, = —1 due to
the minus sign in the definition of V,, in Eq. (25). It also con-
straints steady states to sectors with zero relative U(1) charge,
;0! — &/ = 0. In terms of the fermionic variables, the
requirement for zero relative U(1) translates to:

ni+ i =N, (34)
>

i.e. one fermion per site shared across the two layers on aver-
age.

We can count the number of NESS following the above
analysis. On a honeycomb lattice with N sites and periodic
boundary conditions, there are E = %N edges. Using Euler’s
formula for planar graph V + E — F = 2, where V, E, F'
denote the number of vertices, edges, and faces respectively,
we see that there are N /2 hexagonal plaquettes. The plaquette
fluxes satisfy the global constraint Hp W, = 1, leaving % -1
independent fluxes. In addition, there are two independent,
non-contractible Z, Wilson loops. Hence the number of di-
agonal sectors under decomposition under the strong symme-
tries is 2V/2~1 x 22 = 2V/2+1 Imposing the weak-symmetry
constraints yields exactly one NESS per (weak symmetry)
sector. Therefore, the number of NESS is 2/V/2+1; this may
reduce to 2V/2-1 if global Wilson loops are pinned by bound-
ary conditions. The resulting exponentially large number of
NESS demonstrates that our model realizes a type of “dissi-
pative spin liquid”, as discussed in Refs. [40—42].



V. PT-SYMMETRY BREAKING AND LIOUVILLIAN
EXCEPTIONAL RINGS

In the previous section, we analyzed strong and weak sym-
metries to pin down sectors that support non-equilibrium
steady states (NESS), namely with W, = W,,V, = —1.
However, the transient dynamics outside those sectors remains
rich. In fact, the NESS-supporting sectors constitute but an
exponentially small fraction of all flux sectors.

In this section, we deliberately break away from sectors that
govern long-time dynamics, and study relaxation restricted to
a flux sector that does not contain NESS. We first analyti-
cally compute the single-particle spectrum of the Liouvillian
by choosing a translation invariant flux configuration. This
amounts to diagonalizing the non-Hermitian Hamiltonian H
in the bilayer picture. We discover that the exceptional points
(EPs), at which eigenvalues and eigenstates coalesce, form a
ring in momentum space. Eigen-modes inside and outside the
ring are P77 preserving and broken, respectively. We discuss
the qualitative consequences of P7 symmetry breaking on
observable relaxation dynamics.

In addition to unitary symmetries, open quantum systems
may also exhibit an anti-unitary parity-time (P7) symme-
try. Intuitively, an open quantum system is P7 symmetric
if the combined action of a unitary super-operator P and anti-
unitary super-operator 7 leaves the dynamics unchanged, up
to a uniform shift in the Liouvillian spectrum.

Interestingly, our dissipative model is P77 symmetric, ac-
cording to the criteria by Prosen [88]. We will take P to be

P(p) = UpU", (35)

where the unitary U is:

N
U= (H of) ®l,, (36)
=1

i.e. U is a parity operator on the ¢ channel and acts trivially on
the 7 sector. On the other hand, 7 is taken to be conjugation
on operators and imaginary numbers:

T)T ' =p =p"; TOT " =—i, (37)

where that we have implicitly used the fact that p is Hermitian.
In Appendix. A, we detail the criteria for a Liouvillian to be
PT symmetric [59, 88] and prove that our model satisfies the
conditions, for the above choice of P and 7. Therefore, under
the mapping ¢£ — H, the traceless part of the non-Hermitian

Hamiltonian, defined as H' = H — cl with ¢ = TTrr((HH))’ is PT

symmetric in the usual sense for a non-Hermitian Hamilto-
nian.

Like other symmetries, P7 symmetry can be sponta-
neously broken. This can be diagnosed directly from the
eigenvalue structure of 7', Consider an eigenstate |¢) of H’,

H'|Y)y = El). If H' is PT symmetric, [PT,H'] = 0, then

PT 1) is also an eigenstate of H':

H(PTI) = PT(H'W) = PT(EW) = EPTI),
where we used the anti-unitarity of P7, which complex-
conjugates eigenvalues, in the last step. Thus P7 maps an
eigenstate with eigenvalue F to an eigenstate with eigen-
value E*. If the eigenvalues are real, £ = E*, it implies
PT) o |), so |¢) is also an eigenstate of PT and the
mode |¢) is said to be PT preserving. In contrast, if E is
complex (E # E*), then [¢)) and PT|¢)) are linearly inde-
pendent eigenstates with different eigenvalues, so [¢)) cannot
be an eigenstate of P7T; PT symmetry is then spontaneously
broken for that particular mode [89-91].

To best leverage the solvability of our model, we choose
a translation-invariant flux configuration, which allows for
computing the eigenvalues of ' in momentum space analyt-
ically. Specifically, we fix the intralayer plaquette fluxes to
W, = W, = 1, and the interlayer plaquettes to V,, = 1. Im-
portantly, this sector does not host NESS; the NESS reside in
sectors where V}, = —1. Nonetheless, the choice of this sector
is ideal for studying the Liouvillian single-particle spectrum
analytically.

In order to realize this flux configuration, we set the bond
variables to:

Uq5 = 'aij = V; = 1 VZ,] (39)

We then implement the Fourier transformation by introduc-
ing fjca = Tlﬁ Spe®dag and ficp = \/% >y €9 by, for
sublattices A and B respectively, with analogous expressions
for the other fermion species f. In momentum space, H' can
be written as

H = Ui (k)h(k)¥(k), (40)
k
where
0 JiA(k) 4y 0
1| —Jia(k)* 0 0 4ry
hik) = 2 —4y 0 0 —JiA(k)

0 —4y  JiA(k)* 0

(41)

is the Bloch Hamiltonian, ¥ (k) = (ag, bk, @k, bx)”, and

1 4 2¢%%=/2 cos (ﬁky)] (42)

A —_ —iky v=
(k) = e .

is the structure factor on a honeycomb lattice, where we have
set the lattice spacing a = 1.

Diagonalizing Eq. (41), we obtain two doubly degenerate
bands,

Bu(k) =+ VPRRE- 167 @)

The eigenvalues E. (k) are purely real when J2|A(k)|> >



FIG. 3. Real (a) and imaginary (b) parts of the energy gap £ — E_.
The exceptional points are highlighted in yellow contours and form
aring in momentum space. Parameters: v = 0.4, J = 1.

1672, corresponding to P7 preserving modes and purely
imaginary Liouvillian eigenvalues \(k). When J2|A(k)|? <
1672, E+(k) are imaginary and the corresponding Liouvil-
lian modes are decaying in time. The critical points (k}, k)
at which £ = 0 define the boundary between these two qual-
itatively distinct regimes. At the critical points, the spectrum
exhibits a singularity and eigenvalues coalesce in pair, ren-
dering them exceptional points (EPs) of the model [14, 75—
77, 92, 93]. The location of EPs can be solved as

V3 3 V3 08
2 * * *
1+4+4cos <2ky +4cos <2k‘$> cos 7ky = 16ﬁ.

(44)

In Fig. 3, we plot the real and imaginary parts of the en-
ergy gap, By — E_, over the Brillouin zone for the dissipa-
tion strength v = 0.4, with J = 1. The set of EPs in mo-
mentum space forms an “exceptional ring”, as shown in the
yellow contours. The exceptional rings encircle the I' point
(ks,ky) = (0,0). Inside the ring, the gap is purely real, in-
dicating PT preserving modes, while outside the rings it is
purely imaginary, corresponding to P77 broken modes.

Note that the P77 symmetry breaking threshold is differ-
ent for modes labelled by different momenta. In particular,
let Apax = maxgi A(k) = 3 denote the maximum of the
structure factor over the Brillouin zone. For v > ~* =
V2| Amax (k)[2/16 = 3.J/4, all eigenvalues become entirely
imaginary. The momentum-resolved P77 symmetry break-
ing is similar to the exceptional rings emerging from interac-
tions and disorders in a Kitaev spin liquid [92]. However, the
non-Hermitian Hamiltonian in our model arises from an exact
mapping from the Liouvillian, as opposed to an effective de-
scription incorporating effects of the interactions. Therefore,
the dissipation strength + can serve as a tuning parameter for
the shape and size of the exceptional rings.

To corroborate our analysis in momentum space, we com-
pute the Liouvillian spectrum \,, in real space, for different
dissipation strengths v = 0.01,0.5, and 0.8. We present the
spectrum for a 10 x 10 lattice in Fig. 4(a). When there is a
small but finite dissipation v < ~pr, the eigenvalues of H'
are all real, and therefore \,,’s are purely imaginary, corre-
sponding to P7T -preserved modes (left panel of Fig. 4(a)).
As -y increases above 7pr, some modes become P7T -broken
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FIG. 4. (a) Real-space Liouvillian spectrum for v = 0.01, v = 0.5
and v = 0.8. All eigenvalues are shifted by a constant +Tr(L) /Tr(I)
for plotting purposes. The real-space lattice size is 10 x 10. (b)
Estimated ~pr and v* for systems with different linear sizes L. The
total number of sites is N = L?. v* approximately remains constant
at 3J/4 for all system sizes, while vpr decays as 1/L, as predicted
in Ref. [59]. Parameters: L = 4,8,16,32,64;.J = 1. (c) Fraction
of modes that are P77 broken. The ratio smoothly crosses over from
0 for v < ~pr to 1 for v > ~*. Parameters: L = 20, J = 1.

and associate with complex E., while other modes (within
the exceptional rings) remain eigenstates of P7 and corre-
spond to real F.. The A,’s are therefore a mixture of real
and imaginary values (middle panel of Fig. 4(a)). Finally, for
v > v* = 3J/4, all E4 (k) become imaginary, leading to an
entirely real Liouvillian spectrum (right panel of Fig. 4(a)).
Each mode therefore decays with a distinct rate, i.e. are all
PT broken. Our finding of a three-stage crossover as dissipa-
tion strength is turned up has also been analyzed in dissipative
fermionic settings [61, 62].

The two thresholds, ~pr and ~*, correspond to dissipation
thresholds above which some modes become P7T broken and
all modes are PT broken, respectively. v* is only related to
the other energy scale in the system, hopping strength J, and
the lattice geometry. In contrast, vpr should depend on the
system size N. We see from Eq. (43) that ~pr is proportional
to the minimum of A(k) over the (discrete) Brillouin zone,
ver = J/4ming A(k). In the thermodynamic limit, k be-
comes continuous, and ming A(k) — A(K) = 0, therefore
pushing ypr — 0. In finite systems, however, there is usually
a small but finite ypr. In Fig. 4(b), we examine the scaling
of vpr and y* with system size. Our numerical results indi-
cate that v* saturates at 3.J/4, while ~pr decreases with the
system size, consistent with the inverse level-spacing scaling
presented in Ref. [59].

Two remarks are in order regarding the spectrum of H’ and
L. First, while we worked with the traceless part H' = H — I,
all discussions above apply to the full Hamiltonian 7. Indeed,
since H and H' are related by a constant offset and share the
same set of eigenvectors, the two Hamiltonians have the same
PT breaking threshold and therefore the same set of EPs.

Secondly, we emphasize that all results presented above are

within a single flux sector W, = W,, = V,, = 1, chosen for



its analytical tractability. The full, many-body spectrum of £
is the union of eigenvalues in all of the (exponentially many)
flux sectors. However, since the Liouvillian is block-diagonal
under strong and weak symmetries, dynamics is restricted to
the initial sector. Using this observation, we could probe the
dynamical consequences of P77 symmetry breaking.

To this end, we first need to prepare an initial density matrix
po that lies in the flux sector of interest. This can be achieved
by applying projectorswthat enforce the flux configuration. In
particular, since W,,, W,,, and V,, mutually commute, we can
define projectors

1+wW, 1+W,

Py =]]—" —5% (45)
p
14V,

Py =[[—" (46)
p

which project onto the subspace in which all hexagonal fluxes
on both layers and all verticle plaquettes satisfy W), = W), =
1, V, = 1. Then we can define the (properly normalized)
initial density matrix as:

Py Py (p)

= WV 47
TPy Py () @7

Po

where p is any initial density matrix. It is easy to check that
Wypo = poWp = Vppo = po. In practice, one can choose p to
be a simple translation-invariant state, such as the maximally
mixed state p = T or a pure state p = [¢) (¢)|.

Since the initial density matrix is prepared in this sector,
and both strong and weak fluxes are conserved quantities, the
dynamics remains confined to the sector. Therefore, the Bloch
Hamiltonian (Eq. (41)) governs the dynamics of observables
and the exceptional ring structure has a tangible consequence
on the relaxation dynamics. For example, consider the ob-
servable M = Zl a%’, the magnetization in the y-direction.
Under Liouvillian dynamics, the expectation value of M is:

(M(t)) = Te(Mp(t)) = Tr(Me " po). (48)

This expectation value can also be computed in the bilayer
picture. Recall that upon vectorization, M — M ® I, pg —
lpo)), and £ — —i#H. Therefore:

(M(t)) = (M @1]e=""*| p)). (49)

In terms of complex fermions, the magnetization can be
written as M = ), f;r fi — N, i.e. it is the fermion occu-
pation number on the original layer, up to a constant. Note
that while the roral fermion number is conserved, the number
on each layer can change due to the hopping term in Eq. (16).

We can extract the qualitative behavior of this expecta-
tion value by computing in momentum space. Importantly,
since both pg and M are translation-invariant, only the uni-
form (k = T = (0,0)) mode of the Bloch Hamiltonian
contributes to (M (t)). All other momenta average to zero
when summed over the Brillouin zone. From the spectrum

Eq. (43) and the fact that A(k = (0,0)) = 3, we see that
for v < 3.J/4, the eigenvalues of h(k) are entirely real, cor-
responding to oscillatory dynamics. On the other hand, for
v > 3J/4, Ex(k = (0,0)) becomes imaginary, leading to
decaying Liouvillian modes. Finally, reinstating the constant

shift of Liouvillian spectrum (which we denote as c;, = %
and manifests as a rescaling of the observables [62]), we ex-

pect the magnetization to scale as:

Cert cos(4/9J% — 16v2t),v < %J;
(M(t)) ~ e " x { e VIR %J’ (50)

There is a clear, qualitative difference in the dynamics.
Specifically, up to a decaying envelope, (M (t)) remains os-
cillatory throughout the P77 mixed phase and transitions to
decaying when v > ~*. This could in principle be observed in
experimental platforms where both the spin-orbital Hamilto-
nian and local spin dissipations could be engineered. To probe
other points in momentum space, one could measure spatially
modulated observables.

Our analysis, therefore, provides a qualitative description of
the relaxation dynamics for any state prepared within this spe-
cific sector. This demonstrates that P77 symmetry breaking is
a genuine dynamical feature of the model, existing alongside
the dissipative spin liquid physics (i.e., the NESS) found in
other sectors.

VI. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

In this work, we study a dissipative variant of the Yao-Lee
spin-orbital model. By vectorizing density matrices, we map
the Liouvillian to a non-Hermitian Hamiltonian acting on two
copies of the original Hilbert space. We decompose the spin
and orbital operators into Majoranas, followed by rewriting in
terms of complex fermions. Since the Liouvillian is quadratic
in the fermion operators, the model is exactly solvable. We
analyze the model’s (extensive number of) strong and weak
symmetries and demonstrate that it hosts an exponential large
manifold of non-equilibrium steady states.

Furthermore, we break away from sectors that host NESS
and analytically compute the Liouvillian eigenvalues in a
translationally-invariant symmetry sector. We discover a
three-stage behavior of the eigenvalues as the dissipation
strength ~ is increased: first, below a system-size dependent
threshold ~pr, all eigenvalues are imaginary, corresponding to
a PT preserving phase. For ypr < v < 7%, the spectrum
contains both purely real and purely imaginary eigenvalues,
and the system is in a P77 -mixed phase [62]. Finally, when
the dissipation strength is larger than ~*, all modes have real
eigenvalues and decay with distinct rates, i.e. the system is
PT broken. We are able to obtain a qualitative (from oscil-
latory to decaying) crossover of observable dynamics, up to a
decaying envelope.

We supplement our analysis with numerical calculations in
both real and momentum space. In k-space, we discover that
the exceptional points form an exceptional ring [92]. In real



space, we calculate the Liouvillian eigenvalues and demon-
strate that the scalings of ~pr and v* with system size are in
agreement with our analysis.

There are a few interesting directions for future exploration.
First, in the long-time limit, the relaxation timescale is deter-
mined by the Liouvillian gap, which is the slowest non-zero
decay rate and governs relaxation dynamics at long times in
the system [94]. More precisely, since every eigenvalue \,, of
L has a non-positive real part [57], we can order the Liouvil-
lian spectrum by its real part as 0 = |[RX\g| < [RA\1] < -+ <
|RA,.|. The Liouvillian gap is defined as [94]

g = RAl. (51

One can analyze “excitations” on top of the sectors that host
steady states: in particular, the model hosts distinct excitations
in the Liouvillian spectrum, corresponding to flipping a verti-
cal plaquette V,,, flipping a hexagonal plaquette W), or creat-
ing/removing fermions. Note that since the fermion number,
instead of parity [40, 41], is conserved, there is an extensive
number of distinct excitations in the fermionic degree of free-
dom.

Another quantity that one could study in the long time limit
is the purity of steady states, defined as:

P =Tr(p?%). (52)

From Sec. IV B, when we analyzed the nature of steady states
for v = 0 and v = oo, we have already seen a hint of this.
Without dissipation, the system’s steady states are pure states;
at very large dissipation, py are fully mixed (i.e. identity) in
the o sector. Therefore, there might be a purity transition of
the steady states as the dissipation strength increases [58].

Finally, it is known from non-Hermitian physics that ex-
ceptional points in two dimensions and above have distinct
topology compared to those in 1D [95]. While exceptional
points in the Liouvillian spectrum have been studied in one-
dimensional spin and fermionic systems, their nature has not
been elucidated in a two-dimensional, dissipative setting. Our
exactly solvable dissipative model, therefore, provides a play-
ground for exploring the topology of Liouvillian exceptional
points in a higher dimension.
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Appendix A: Conditions for P77 Symmetric Liouvillian

On the super-operator level, a Liouvillian £ is P77 symmet-
ric if it satisfies [59]:

(PTL (PT)™ ' =L, (A1)

under the combined action of two super-operator P and 7,

where

Tr(L)
Tr(I)

L =L-— (A2)
is the traceless part of the Liouvillian.

The parity operation P is unitary and squares to identity,
P? = I. It acts on operators as

P(p) =UpUT, (A3)
where U is a unitary operator satisfying U2 = 1. On the other
hand, T is anti-unitary, but also squares to identity 72 = I.
A common choice for 7 is the complex conjugation (Eq. 37),
which we adopt in this work.

The above definition is generic on the super-operator level.
On the operator level, it turns out that £ is P77 symmetric if
the Hamiltonian H and jump operators {L;} satisfy the fol-
lowing conditions [88]:

1. {L,,, L}, } = c,,1 for some real c,y,.

2. UH*UY = H, where H is the Hamiltonian, and U
is the unitary operator that implements parity as in
Eq. (A3).

3. The set of jump operations {L;} is closed under PT
symmetry. In particular:

ULUt = =" vi;Ll, (Ad)
J

where V is a unitary matrix. Intuitively, the negative
sign comes from the anticommutator in the Lindbla-
dian, and this condition ensures that the jump terms
¥ LiL;r in £ remain invariant under P77 symmetry.

Our dissipative spin-orbital model satisfies all of the above
conditions. The first condition is immediately met, as
{02, (0%)T} = {07, (07)"} = 2I for all sites i. Under con-
jugation by the unitary U defined in Eq. (36), the Hamilto-
nian (Eq. (6)) (which is real, H = H™) remains invariant.
While conjugation by U flips the sign of individual o} and
o7, H only contains two-body terms o707 and o707 in the
spin channel, and therefore condition (2) is satisfied. Finally,
since Uo?UT = —0?, Uo?U' = —0?, and the jump opera-
tors are Hermitian, L; = L;L, condition (3) is satisfied, with
V' = 1. Therefore the Liouvillian in our model is indeed PT
symmetric.
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