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We explore the relation between quantum geometry in non-Hermitian systems and physically
measurable phenomena. We highlight various situations in which the behavior of a non-Hermitian
system is best understood in terms of quantum geometry, namely the notion of adiabatic potentials
in non-Hermitian systems and the localization of Wannier states in periodic non-Hermitian systems.
Further, we show that the non-Hermitian quantum metric appears in the response of the system
upon time-periodic modulation, which one can use to experimentally measure the non-Hermitian
quantum metric. We validate our results by providing numerical simulations of concrete exemplary

systems.

I. INTRODUCTION

Quantum geometry has become a fundamental frame-
work to understand various physical phenomena [1-6].
In Hermitian non-relativistic quantum mechanics, the
geometry of quantum states is usually associated with
geometric, path dependent phases acquired during the
adiabatic evolution along a closed loop in parameter
space[4, 7]. This geometric phase captures for example
the Aharonov-Bohm effect [8-10] and the investigation of
such geometric properties lead to the discovery of topo-
logical states of matter [11-13]. In topological band the-
ory the geometric Berry phase is accumulated by parallel
transport of quantum states along closed trajectories in
momentum space [10, 14]. The existence of such a ge-
ometric phase can be accredited to the existence of a
geometrical quantity called the Berry curvature [4, 9].
The Berry curvature was first employed in the explana-
tion of the anomalous Hall effect [15, 16], and has been
used since then in the description of atomic, molecular
and optical physics [17-19], high-energy physics [20, 21]
and the theories of polarization and magnetization [22-
24]. The Berry curvature is defined as the anti-symmetric
part of the complex-valued Hermitian quantum geomet-
ric tensor [25-28|. The remaining symmetric part of the
quantum geometric tensors is the quantum metric, which
reflects the distance between different quantum states.
Its significance for several physical phenomena recently
gained an increasing amount of attention, for example in
the theories of flat-band superconductivity [29-31], con-
ductivity in dissipative systems [32-36] and quantum in-
formation [37-40].

Topological band theory has been expanded to non-
Hermitian quantum mechanics, i.e. systems whose
states evolve under a Schrédinger equation with a
non-Hermitian Hamiltonian [41-43]. While such non-
Hermitian frameworks were originally proposed as de-
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scriptions of open quantum systems [44-47], they have
found many applications in classical systems, such as op-
tics and especially topological photonics [48-54]. The
Berry phase has been successfully generalized to non-
Hermitian quantum mechanics and its implications have
been studied both from the theoretical and experimental
side [55—59]. Currently there is a growing interest in ef-
fects arising from the quantum metric in non-Hermitian
systems [60-62]. It was shown that the quantum met-
ric appears in semiclassical wavepacket evolution in non-
Hermitian systems subject to complex-valued gradient
fields [63—65] and that it acts as indicator for topological
phase transitions in non-Hermitian systems [33, 62, 66].

In this paper we investigate several physical phenom-
ena related to the non-Hermitian quantum metric. These
phenomena have in common that their Hermitian coun-
terpart is well described in terms of quantum geometry,
as referenced below. We show how the adiabatic evo-
lution of non-Hermitian systems, separable into a fast
and a slow evolving system, can be described by adi-
abatic potentials [10, 67, 68], which are determined by
the non-Hermitian Berry connection and quantum met-
ric of the fast system. Further we analyze non-Hermitian
Wannier states and prove that their localization is gov-
erned by the non-Hermitian quantum metric [69, 70].
Finally we present an extraction scheme to measure
the quantum metric of non-Hermitian two-level systems.
We describe a generic protocol which relates the quan-
tum metric to the response to time-dependent pertur-
bations of non-Hermitian systems [71]. For this extrac-
tion scheme we derive the non-Hermitian generalization
of time-dependent perturbation theory, which to the best
of our knowledge has not been done for generic non-
hermitian discrete systems.
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II. FORMALISM AND DEFINITIONS:
QUANTUM GEOMETRY FOR
NON-HERMITIAN SYSTEMS

We consider generic linear systems whose dynamics are
governed by a Schrédinger equation

10, [0) = Hx [) (1)

The linear operator Hy # HI\ is referred to as non-
Hermitian Hamiltonian. We emphasize that even though
we are using terminologies from quantum mechanics,
Eq. (1) governs various physical systems, not limited
to the quantum realm. Examples of this include clas-
sical non-conservative mechanical systems and electric
field dynamics inside of complex refractive index mate-
rials [72-74], among others, and the physical interpreta-
tion of the wavefunction depends on the observed sys-
tem. For an in depth discussion on systems governed
by non-Hermitian Hamiltonians we refer to various re-
view articles [42, 43, 53]. The non-Hermitian Hamil-
tonian depends on the set of dimensionless parameters
A = {\;}}L, with N being the dimension of the param-
eter space. The right eigenstates of the non-Hermitian
Hamiltonian |¢})y are found from the eigenvalue equa-
tion

Hx [9X)r = en(A) [PX)k - (2)

The eigenvalues &,,(\) are generally complex-valued func-
tions of the parameter set. Due to the non-Hermiticity
of Hy the right eigenfunctions associated with differ-
ent eigenvalues are generally not orthogonal. Further
the adjoint of [¢})y is not a left eigenstate of the non-
Hermitian Hamiltonian. Instead we need to construct a
bi-orthogonal basis using the left eigenstates | (%] [75],
which are labeled such that

LRI Hx = en(N) 1 (¥3]- 3)

The right and left eigenstates form the bi-orthogonal ba-
sis | (VX]|YX) g X Onm- We will employ the bi-orthogonal
basis and extend the notion of quantum geometry to the
non-Hermitian realm.

Recall that for Hermitian systems the quantum geo-
metric tensor is defined as [6, 76]

= Tr [Pxn (0;Pan) (05 Pan)] (4)
= (0ixI1 — Pan|0jYX) (5)

with 0; = 0/0\; and the projector Py, = |[¢%) (¥}].
The quantum geometric tensor is Hermitian, and its
imaginary anti-symmetric part is the Berry curvature

Xij,n

Qijn =1[Xijn — Xjin] = Oidjn — 0;Ain, (6)

where the Berry connection is given by [7, 10]

Ajn = 1{Px10;93) (7)

with is real symmetric part being the quantum metric [23,
25, 26, 28]

Gijm = Re[Xij,n] = % [Xij,n + in,n] . (8)
Both Berry curvature and recently also the quantum met-
ric have been related to a plethora of topological trans-
port and response effects in Hermitian condensed matter
physics and optics, c.f. Ref. [1, 2, 6], for a review of the
field.

If the quantum geometric tensor is generalized to non-
Hermitian Hamiltonians, the choice of eigenstates from
the bi-orthogonal basis is important. The four possible
non-Hermitian quantum geometric tensors are defined as

o =T [P (0P80 (95P80)] @)
o (ORIL = PY510;4%)
=, (10)

with the bi-orthogonal trace Try;[]
and the bi-orthogonal projectors
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(11)

The non-Hermitian geometric tensor depends only on the
eigenstates of a single band and it is invariant under
gauge transformations of both left and right eigenvectors.
We note that throughout the paper we do not impose any
particular normalization for the left or right eigenvectors.
The main advantage of defining the non-Hermitian quan-
tum geometric tensor without imposing any kind of nor-
malization on the bi-orthogonal basis is that all different
choices of left and right eigenvectors can be treated si-
multaneously. The reason for this is that generically at
most two of the scalar products | (VX|VX) g, g (VXY R
and | (¢%|Y%); can be normalized at once. The anti-
symmetric parts of the non-Hermitian quantum geomet-
ric tensors yields the different non-Hermitian Berry cur-
vatures

Ol =[x — ol = oAsh - 0,400, (12)

17,m ,m )
with the non-Hermitian Berry connection [63]

aff . o¢<w§|8J¢§>ﬁ

e 13
= RN (13)

We define the remaining symmetric part of the non-
Hermitian quantum geometric tensor as the non-
Hermitian quantum metric

We stress that both non-Hermitian Berry curvature and
quantum metric are generally complex-valued. Further



we note that there have been different ways of defining
the non-Hermitian quantum metric as the real or even
real and symmetric part of the non-Hermitian quantum
geometric tensor [77-80]. We refer to Ref. [62] for an
excellent discussion of their distinction. The definition
presented above relates the non-Hermitian quantum geo-
metric tensor to the Berry curvature, independent of the
normalization. It further is the natural choice consid-
ering the physical implications of nontrivial Berry cur-
vature and quantum metric in non-Hermitian systems,
which will be discussed in the following.

The non-Hermitian Berry curvature has been stud-
ied before and has been related to adiabatic growth
of eigenstates [59] and the Peterman factor [81]. The
non-Hermitian quantum geometric tensor is employed to
describe semiclassical dynamics of wavepackets in non-
Hermitian systems perturbed by potentially complex-
valued gradient fields [63-65, 82]. Beyond semiclassical
dynamics many implications of a non-Hermitian metric
have not yet been investigated. In the following we de-
scribe three distinct situations in which non-Hermitian
quantum geometry plays a central role.

III. ADIABATIC POTENTIALS IN
NON-HERMITIAN SYSTEMS

In Hermitian systems which contain a fast and a slow
component, the quantum geometric effects influence the
evolution of the wave function [10]. If the fast compo-
nent adiabatically follows the slowly varying component,
the fast evolution can be integrated out resulting in effec-
tive scalar and vector potentials, which are given by the
quantum metric and Berry connection of the fast degree
of freedom. This has been used in recent years to create
and control artificial gauge fields in ultracold atom ex-
periments [67, 68]. Extending this to the non-Hermitian
realm allows us to treat fast-slow systems, which are dis-
sipative and thus have non-Hermitian contributions.

Consider the non-Hermitian Hamiltonian

Ho= (-3 4 V(@) 1o+ Helw). (19

where 1p is the identity operator on the Hilbert space of
the fast degree of freedom and Hp(x) # Hg(m) is the
non-Hermitian Hamiltonian of the fast degree of free-
dom. Note that the position x enters Hp(x) as a pa-
rameter, such that if Hg(x) contains spatial derivatives,
they will be not with respect to . The bi-orthogonal
eigenstates of Hp(x) are given by the sets {; (¢n(z)|}
and {[6,(@))g} With 1 (0n(2)[ém(@)y = dnm. Im-
posing that initially the fast degree of freedom is in a
non-degenerate stationary state, meaning in an eigen-
state Hr(x) |¢o(x))g = €o(x) |Po(x))g with Im[eg(x)] =
max, Im[e,,(z)], we can apply the adiabatic theorem
for the evolution of this non-Hermitian system [83, 84].
Generically there will be regions in the parameter space
x € R? with different stationary states, but we assume

that during the evolution we stay within one such re-
gion. We stress that the results derived here do not hold,
if the stationary states change during the evolution. Fur-
ther we note that in a generic non-Hermitian system the
stationary state is unique, with the notable exception of
pseudo-Hermitian systems, where in the unbroken regime
all eigenenergies are real thus all states are stationary.
Additionally we impose that the stationary state is non-
degenerate everywhere. Changes in the stationary state
and the implication of exceptional steady states are left
for discussion in future works. Within the additional con-
straint of a non-degenerate stationary state and given the
adiabatic evolution of the fast part of the system we can
treat both generic and unbroken pseudo-Hermitian sys-
tems on the same footing. The overall state of the system
can be written as

(@, 1)) = ¢(z, 1) |po(®))g - (16)

Inserting this state in the Schrodinger equation Eq. (1)
and applying | (¢o(z)| from the left, we obtain

10y (x, t) = O +V(x)+eo(x)| Y(x,t)

2m
— - (Oat(@, 1)) 1 (00(@)|alo(@)), (17)
— (1), 0ol@) 020 @)
By introducing the left-right Berry connection of the sta-

tionary state as defined in Eq. (13) this equation can be
written as

0@, 1) = —ﬁ (00 — 1AM 1 V() + 2o(x) (18)
+ L<6:c¢0|aw¢0>R — A%R : A%R 7/’(3’% t).

2m
Using AR = (AFY)* and
(AGH)* - AG" = [(0200ld0)g - 1.(P0|0zdo)y  (19)

we find the simpler expression

10,0 (a, t) = f% (0 — 1AM 4 V(z)+  (20)

o) + 5 - Tr[g"] o2, ).

This shows that the slow wavefunction of a fast-slow
non-Hermitian system, in which the fast degree of free-
dom evolves adiabatically, is governed by a Schrédinger
equation where the left-right Berry connection and non-
Hermitian quantum metric appear as vector and scalar
potential.

We show the validity of the non-Hermitian adiabatic
potential for a non-Hermitian two level system placed in a
one-dimensional harmonic potential V (x) = 22/2, where
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Figure 1. Comparison between the numerical solution of the non-Hermitian two-level system and the solution obtained from
the non-Hermitian Schrodinger equation with adiabatic potentials in Eq. (20). In panels (a) and (d) the evolution of the
wavefunction of the two-level systems are shown, where in each case the initial wavefunction (highlighted as black dashed line)
is 1(z,0) [¢o(z))g, with 1 (z,0) = {/2/mexp(—(z+2)?) and |¢o(x))y the respective non-decaying eigenstate of Hp(z) and
Hr(z). Shown in both panels are the projection to the non-decaying state defined by 1o (z,t) = | (¢o|1(t)). Panels (b) and (e)
show for both systems the solution of ¥(z,t) obtained by considering the adiabatic potentials. Panel (c) compares the norm
neoy(t) = [, [y (z,t)|* and the first three central moments of [ (z,t)|> during the evolution governed by Hr(z). Here the
expectatlon value is defined at (f(z)) = 1/n(t) [, f(z)|t(0)(z,t)]>. The variance is given by Var(z) = ((z — (z))?) and the
skewness by Skew(z) = ((z — (x))® )/(Var( ))3/2. The values obtained from the solution of the two-level system are shown
in blue (dashed) and are compared to the values derived from the adiabatic potential solution in red. In panel (f) the same
properties are compared for the evolution governed by I:IF(a:)

we set the mass m = 1. The fast degree of freedom is projected to the non-decaying state of the non-Hermitian

governed by two-level system 1)o(t) = 1 (¢o|t(t)). The shape of the
evolving wavefunction and its first three central moments
_ 40(1 +1) 80(3';1) show very good agreement between the numerical solu-

He(w) = o e ¢
80(2 —1i)(1 +2*) —40(1 + 3i) tion of the full non-Hermitian two-level system and the

solution obtained from the adiabatic potentials. The
The eigenenergies are given by state is not decaying but instead the norm shows oscil-
latory behaviors. This periodic gain and loss is a result
of the complex non-Hermitian Berry connection, where
the sign of x determines whether the system experiences
gain or loss. The quantum metric, on the other hand, is
real and therefore does not result in additional decay of
the wavefunction.

go(x) = —80 and &1(x) =80 — 80i. (22)

The system is initialized in its non-decaying state and
the evolution is compared to the solution of the non-
Hermitian Schrédinger equation in Eq. (20), with the
adiabatic potentials

We consider a different non-Hermitian fast system

1—-i)x
A%R(.’IJ) = _(]_4»7‘%)2 and (23)
222 - 160 — 804
LR] _ LR _ _ bt = C14a? 25
Tr[g6"] = g2z0 I (24) 2 (—80(2—1)(1+x2) —240i (25)

In Figure 1(a)-(c) the exact evolution and the solution ob-

tained from the adiabatic potentials are compared for an  to highlight a qualitatively different behavior of the slow-
initial Gaussian probability density centered at x = —2  fast system. The eigenenergies are identical to the other
with spread ¢ = 0.5. The adiabatic assumption holds for system

the two-level system and the occupation of the decaying

state is negligible. To compare the full solution to the one

obtained via the adiabatic potentials, the state |¢(t)) is Eo(x) =—80 and &;(z)=80—80i, (26)



however the adiabatic potentials are given by

2z
LR\ _
Agit(z) = — 522 and (27)
. - 4(1 +1)a?
Tr [g‘%R] — g};ﬁo = 77(1 + x2)2 y (28)

with complex quantum metric. We initialize the system
again in the non-decaying state with a Gaussian density
at © = —2 with 0 = 0.5. We expect the imaginary part
of the non-Hermitian quantum metric to result in a de-
cay of the wavefunction. Figure 1(d)-(f) confirm again
the agreement between solution of the two-level system
and the Schrédinger equation with adiabatic potentials.
Further, they show exactly this steady decay of the norm
expected from the complex non-Hermitian quantum met-
ric.

The two examples above highlight the flexibility of this
approach to design non-Hermitian potentials with desired
properties. By carefully choosing the fast system one
can tune between decaying states and oscillating norm
of the wavefunction. This opens a new avenue for shap-
ing wavefunctions using non-Hermitian internal degrees
of freedom.

IV. LOCALIZATION OF NON-HERMITIAN
WANNIER STATES

In Hermitian systems the connection between Bloch
states and tight-binding descriptions of solid is made by
employing Wannier states [70]. These states are con-
structed from the Bloch basis and form an orthonormal
basis. The key property of Wannier states is their sharp
localization within a single unit cell, thus forming the
natural basis for any tight-binding description. Their lo-
calization and spread is in turn governed by the quantum
geometry associated with the Bloch states [6, 70]. In the
following we derive similar results for the properties of
non-Hermitian Wannier states.

Consider a continuous periodic non-Hermitian systems
governed by the non-Hermitian Hamiltonian

Ho- L [52 Ca@)| +ve. e
== om | oz T &)
It is defined in terms of the mass m = m®*, the vector
potential A(x) # A*(x) and the scalar potential V(x) #
V*(x), resulting in H, # HJ,, and the vector and scalar
potentials obey the same periodicity
A(x+ R)=A(x) and V(zx+ R)=V(x), (30)
for all real-space lattice vectors R. Bloch’s theorem
hold for non-Hermitian Hamiltonians, therefore the bi-
orthogonal eigenstates are found from

Hy [ (®))g = en(k) [Yg(2))g  and  (31)
LUk (@) He = en (k) (V) (2)] - (32)

Both left and right Bloch eigenstates can be written as

é*Tlu(z))y and  (33)

e (up()], (34)

|uge(®)) g

LUk (2)]

with the plane-wave contribution e and the periodic
part |ug(x)), = |ug(x + R)), for all lattice vectors R.
The periodic parts are eigenstates of the Bloch Hamilto-
nian Hy = e’*®H e "**® which parametrically depends
of the quasi-momentum k € RY. Similar to their Her-
mitian limit, these models are often discussed using a
tight-binding approximation. The connection between
continuous model and the tight-binding description can
be made by constructing localized bi-orthogonal states,
called non-Hermitian Wannier states [85], defined by

Iwn> _/ ddk eikm |,¢);;L>
R/R Bz (27)¢ r{URUR) R

n ddk ik- nl,.n n
L(wrl = /BZ (2F)dekR\/R<uk|uk>R LYkl (36)

They are bi-orthonormal | (wgk|wig ) = dnmdrr and
the right Wannier functions of the same band are nor-
malized p(wh|wg)g = 1. The Wannier functions of
different lattice vectors R are translational images of
one another, meaning for wi(x) = (x|lwg)y we find
wh(x) = wy(x — R) A state of the system is usually
described in terms of the right eigenstates, thus we are
interested in the localization of the right non-Hermitian
Wannier states. First we relate the position matrix ele-
ments between right Wannier functions to the right-right
Berry connection. By rewriting

ik-x

and (35)

(Z — R) |wgr)r

dik ik
_ &N ik(z—R) |
BZ (27T)d ‘ {15‘;@ <

|UZ>R

)] e

AP 1) ddk —ik-
whlalwR)n = [ s PR (AT, (39
pz (27)

where we used the definition of the right-right Berry con-
nection Eq. (13). For the details of the derivation we
refer to Appendix A. The special case R = 0 simplifies
Eq. (38) to

. dk
i (wl@wl )y, = o = / _Re (ARR) | (39)
BZ (277)

This integral over the right-right Berry connection deter-
mines the center of the Wannier state xg around which
it is localized. We can show, that the average position
is gauge-independent. Non-Hermiticity allows for gauge
transformations |u) — €'*(®) |u}) with a complex-valued
¢(x). The gauge transformation needs to be periodic
with respect to the reciprocal lattice vectors G, thus we
find

pk+G)=¢(k)+G-R. (40)



It is clear that any non-Hermitian gauge transformation
can be split into a shift ¢(k) = k- R, a periodic gauging
of the phase Re[¢p(k + G)] = Re[¢(k)] and a periodic
rescaling of the Bloch states Im[¢(k + G)] = Im[p(k)]
Crucially the rescaling of the Bloch states, which carries
no physical meaning, yields only changes in the imaginary
part of ARR thus the normalization of the Bloch states
does not effect the central position of the Wannier states.
The shift ¢(k) = k - R results only in a relabeling of the
Wannier states, hence it only changes the assigning of the
R = 0 Wannier states. Lastly the change of the Berry
connection due to periodic real part of ¢(k) vanishes after
integrating over the Brillouin zone. Therefore the center
of the Wannier states x. is gauge-invariant.
The spread of the Wannier states is given by

R (WG [(AZ)*Jwh ) = g (w2 |wg )y (41)
— (g (wg|&wg)g)?
The expectation value g (wi|&?|wf)g is given by

(w |27 |wg) g

R
:/ d?k / Ak =R o wlvE)
Bz (2m)* Jz (2m)* Vo (uui) e VR U [ui )
:/ A4k <5k r{ug )'<5k [ui) r )
BZ(QZ)CI Vg (uplup)g Vg (Ui ug) g
[ % Ol 2
L™ e~ (mlAx)
- / 'k Te[ghR] + (Re[ARR))? . (42)
BZ(27T)d " "
From this is is clear that
n R " dk
(gl (A8) )y > [ oy Tl ()

Therefore the spread of non-Hermitian right Wannier
states is bounded from below by the right-right non-
Hermitian quantum metric integrated over the Brillouin
zone. We note, that analogous results can be obtained
if the left Wannier states are considered instead. Their
center and spread are determined by left-left Berry con-
nection and non-Hermitian quantum metric respectively.

V. MEASUREMENT OF NON-HERMITIAN
QUANTUM METRIC THROUGH PERIODIC
DRIVING

For Hermitian systems it has been demonstrated that
the quantum metric can be extracted from the excita-
tion rate of a quantum system under time-periodic mod-
ulation of the parameters. This result is largely based
on time-dependent perturbation theory, which up to our
knowledge has not yet been fully generalized to generic
non-Hermitian systems. The perturbation of a Hermitian

system with a non-Hermitian time-dependent perturba-
tion has been studied before [86-88] and high-order per-
turbative expansions have been used to approximate the
short-time dynamics [89]. Additionally, the response of
non-Hermitian wavepackets to time-dependent perturba-
tions has recently been derived [82]. However, transitions
between the states of a generic non-Hermitian system
induced by time-dependent perturbation have not been
described and there is not yet a non-Hermitian analog
of Fermi’s golden rule [90]. Here, we derive the time-
dependent perturbation of a generic non-Hermitian sys-
tem with a unique steady state. In Appendix B we ex-
tend this to non-Hermitian systems with multiple non-
degenerate stationary states. We use this method to ex-
tract the non-Hermitian right-right quantum metric from
a generic two-band system.

Consider a non-Hermitian system governed by a
time-independent Hamiltonian H, # Hg and the
bi-orthogonal basis sets { (¥n|} and {|¢n)g} with
Hy |¢n>R = (Wn _Z"Yn) |wn>R and L<'¢)n"¢)m>R = Onm. We
assume that the system has a unique stationary state
n = 0 with vy = min,(y,) and 79 < 7, ¥n # 0. For sim-
plicity we set 79 = 0. For systems with multiple nonde-
generate stationary states, for example pseudo-Hermitian
systems in the unbroken regime, we repeat the derivation
in Appendix B. Independent of how the system was ini-
tiated at time ¢ = —oo it will be in the state {|¢)g)} for
finite time ¢t < 0. At time ¢t = 0 a time-dependent non-
Hermitian perturbation ef(t)H; is turned on, where H;
is a possibly non-Hermitian operator, ¢ < 1, f(t) € R.
Our goal is to derive the occupation of all decaying "ex-
cited" states {|t,)g} to first order in 7.

We start by expanding the state of the system in right
eigenstates of the unperturbed Hamiltonian

W}n>R .
\% R<wn|wn>l{

For t < 0 the system is in the steady state thus ¢, (t) =
0no- After turning on the time-dependent perturbation
the system evolves according to the Schrodinger equation

() =D ea(t)e ot (44)

10y [9(t)) = (Ho + ef (t) Hn) [¢(2)) - (45)

By acting with [ (¢,| from the left, we find for the
complex-valued amplitudes ¢, (t) the differential equa-
tion

iOcm(t) =S [e

n

ol (| H[dn)y  (46)
X ca(t) f(E)ellem —enltem =)t

The solution of this equation yields a power series in e,
which usually is truncated to achieve the desired pre-
cision. We are interested in the linear response of the
system o €, thus we insert the unperturbed amplitudes
¢n(t) = dno in Eq. (46). The first order corrections to the



amplitudes of the excited states m # 0 are given by

em(t) = —iey [ Bpmtaln |y [ Hildo)y  (47)
t
></dtf(t)ei(“m_”")te'ymt.
0

Note, that while for large ¢ the amplitudes may diverge
o et this divergence is exactly canceled, by the decay
of the excited states in the non-Hermitian case. Therefore
we expect that any periodic time-dependent perturbation
will result in a non-zero, periodic occupation of the ex-
cited states. The physical interpretation of this is, that
the excitation due to the time-dependent drive and the
the decay rate of the excited state are balanced for some
non-zero time averaged occupation. Experimentally this
can be accessed by measuring as the time averaged occu-
pation of an excited state given by

() = [Pt [9(1)) 2 = lem ()%™, (48)

where we used a bi-orthogonal projector to extract the
occupation of [¢,)g in the non-orthogonal right ba-
sis. In the long-time limit for periodic perturbations
f(t) x cos(wt) the occupation is oscillating around a con-
stant value (n,,(t))r. This is drastically different to the
Hermitian case or to a non-Hermitian system with mul-
tiple steady states. There the occupation grows linearly
in time and only the excitation rate can be meaning-
fully discussed, which results in Fermi’s golden rule. We
stress, that the linear response of non-Hermitian system
cannot be obtained by using Fermi’s golden rule derived
for Hermitian systems. In addition, due to the decay of
the excited states, we do not obtain an exact resonance
condition here. Any time-dependent perturbation will
result in finite occupation of all excited states. However,
for periodic perturbations f(t) o cos(wt) the largest oc-
cupation of an excited state is still found for resonant
driving w = |w,, — wp|. For non-Hermitian systems with
multiple steady states there will be linear growth of the
occupation of a initially empty steady states and this re-
quires exact resonance.

To show how accurate the linear response of a non-
Hermitian system to the time-dependent perturbation is
described by Eq. (48), consider the system

~glT

V2
perturbed by ef(t)H;, with

i—1
Hoy = ( 11_1) +Im[v1—i)1 (49)

F(t) = 2cos(wt) and Hy = (? _1). (50)

This model is solved numerically for e = 0.02 and w = 2.2
for the initial state being the ground state of Hy given by
l(t=0)) = ((1-1)/v2++v1—1,-1)T. In Figure 2 the
exact time evolution of the occupation of the excited state
is compared with the result derived from non-Hermitian
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Figure 2. Comparison of occupation of the excited state
of the non-Hermitian system defined in Eq. (49) and the
time-dependent perturbation given by Eq. (50). The numer-
ical solution ni"™(t) (red) is compared with the result ob-
tained by non-Hermitian time-dependent perturbation theory
nY®" () (blue), calculated from Eq. (47). Below the difference
Anq (t) = ni"™(t) — ny*" (¢) is shown.

time-dependent perturbation theory. The oscillatory be-
havior of the occupation is clearly visible.

Using the time-dependent perturbation theory devel-
oped above, we propose a measurement scheme to extract
the right-right non-Hermitian quantum metric. We con-
sider a generic non-Hermitian 2-band system described
by the parameter dependent Hamiltonian H(X). Assume
that the system has a unique stationary state |¢)p. For
simplicity we assume that the [¢)y is not decaying. Ini-
tially the system is prepared in its stationary state at
X = A, and to measure the quantum metric at that point
in parameter state we modulate one parameter \; as

Aj(t) = Aj + 2ecos(wt) . (51)
Given that € < 1 we Taylor-expand the Hamiltonian
H(X(t)) = H(X) + 2¢ cos(wt) (@H(A)}/\:x) . (52)

Using the time-dependent perturbation theory derived
before, we find in the long time limit the time-averaged
occupation of the excited state given by

(mw ))r _ 2rWil¥r)g |4 (4110 Hvo)g ?
<a(w’t)>T R<¢O|¢O>R |(W1 - i'Vl) - WO‘Q ’

where the a(w,t) depends on the eigenenergies of the
unperturbed system and its temporal average is given by

(53)

1 _ V2 4+ w? + (wp — wy)?
(alw, )  2((wo —w1)? +77)
2w (wp — wy)?
(7f +w? + (wo — w1)?)((wo —w1)? +17)

(54)
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Figure 3. Numerically extracted non-Hermitian quantum metric g;;5 via time-dependent perturbation. The driving frequency
is w = 2.2, the perturbation strength is € = 0.02 and the time averaging is done over the time interval ¢ € [24,24 + 27 /w].

RR

On the left, the measured values of gﬁzpjo (blue dots), g?l}fo (red dots), and g,y (black dots) are compared with analytically
determined exact values (solid lines) for two lines in parameter space. On the right the upper row shows the measured values
as density plots and the comparison with the analytical values in the lower plots shows good agreement.

To relate the measured occupation to the quantum metric

we use L <¢1|8jH|¢0>R = —(81 —EQ) L<¢1|6j¢0>R and the
relation

R (olto) g RR
=22 (1P 55
|’(/J1>L L<w1| det(I) ( 0 ) ) ( )
where we introduced the positive definite Gramian ma-
trix Inm = g{¥n|m)g. Inserting both relations in

Eq. (53) results in

W — 2 KygR (56)
where we identified the Peterman factor
Ko = g{¥olto)g 1,(¥olto), = R(%W(ﬁ;(#)@@lh_
(57)

Note that Eq. (55) is vital for the connection between
measurement and quantum metric and that this con-
struction only works for non-Hermitian two-band mod-
els. Even though the proposed schemes are identical our
results differ from Ref. [62], where the authors assumed
that Fermi’s golden rule derived for Hermitian systems
holds for non-Hermitian systems in the bi-orthogonal for-
malism.

Similar to the Hermitian case simultaneous in phase
variation of two parameters

Ai(t) = \i + 2¢ecos(wt) and (58)
A (t) = Aj £ 2¢ cos(wt) (59)

allows us to measure off diagonal elements of the quan-
tum metric by measuring

(nf (W, t)r

2 RR RR , RR
= ¢ K T+ 2 B . 60
{aw, )y € Ko [9ii0 + 29i0 + 95.0] (60)

ij

and subsequently taking the difference

ni (w — i W
e —aesl}. (o

We apply this scheme to the two-band non-Hermitian
Hamiltonian

i-1 —x

H(xz,y) = (ﬂzey 716_71 ey> +Im [\/ 1- 1629} 1. (62)

€ 72

The eigenenergies are given by

~Re {\/ 1- ieﬂ (63)

Ep =
e =+v1—ie® +Im [\/1—1624. (64)

To test the validity of the proposed scheme numerically,
the system is prepared in its ground state [(0)) =

1Yo)r / /& (@ol¥0) g, With

= (FTITT) )

The subsequent time evolution of the driven system is
simulated numerically while modulating z(t) = z +
2e coswt. The population nq(t) of the excited decaying
state [1)1)g is measured after the transients decay and
regular oscillation of ni(t) is observed. From this the
product of non-Hermitian quantum metric element gfgfo
and Peterman factor K is determined. Contrary to the
Hermitian extraction scheme, where measurements for
many {requencies are required [71], a single measurement
is enough to measure K gg?o for non-Hermitian systems.



Similarly y and then z and y are modulated to extract
both Kog?l}yl?o and Kogg‘;‘o. In Figure 3 the numerical
results are compared with analytical calculations of the
non-Hermitian quantum metric as functions of the initial
values Z,y. All plots show good agreement between the
measured non-Hermitian quantum metric and the exact
value. The slight deviations for small 7 originate in the
exponentially growing Peterman factor for small 7.

For Hermitian systems this scheme of extracting the
quantum metric was introduced for higher-band mod-
els [71]. However, for non-Hermitian systems it is not
possible to extend it to more than two band. The rea-
son is, that when multiple bands are involved the non-
orthogonality prevents us to identify the measured occu-
pation with the right-right non-Hermitian quantum met-
ric. In both cases we find sums over excited states

N

Hermitian: Z (0o |thn) (W¥n|050) , (66)
n#0
N

non-Hermitian: Z r(Oito|n)1, 1 (¥n|0jv0)g - (67)
n#0

While for Hermitian orthonormal eigenstates

N

Z ‘wnan‘ =1- D, (68)
n#0

we find for a bi-orthogonal basis

N
D a1 (W] % 1= PR YN > 1L (69)
n#0

Thus, we cannot relate the measured occupation of ex-
cited states to the non-Hermitian quantum metric, even
though in the Hermitian limit we recover the quantum
metric for multi-band systems.

An open question for future research is whether the
quantity similar to Eq. (67) should be included in the
list of possible definitions of a non-Hermitian quantum
geometric tensor given by

Xij,n = Z R<82wn‘wm>L L<wm‘8jwn>R . (70)

m#n

The Hermitian limit correspond to the proper quantum
geometric tensor and it appear in non-hermitian experi-
ments. Determining the properties of X;;, is left to fu-
ture work.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

We have explored several non-Hermitian systems in
which the geometry of quantum states results in mea-
surable physical phenomena. Our investigation revealed
how evolution of fast-slow non-Hermitian systems is gov-
erned by an effective Schrédinger equation acting on the

state of the slow system, in which the Berry connection
and quantum metric of the fast system appear as vector
and scalar potential, respectively. These adiabatic poten-
tials may be non-Hermitian and we showed qualitatively
different evolution for real and complex quantum metric,
resulting in oscillation or decay of the norm of the wave-
function. For continuous periodic non-Hermitian systems
bi-orthogonal Wannier states may be constructed and
we derived the relation between their localization and
the quantum geometry associated with the Bloch states,
proving that their spread is limited by the quantum met-
ric, similarly to Hermitian Wannier states. Finally we
proposed a scheme to extract the quantum metric from
two-level non-Hermitian systems by periodically perturb-
ing the system. We showed how a time-dependent pertur-
bation excites a non-Hermitian system from its station-
ary non-decaying state to decaying excited states, derived
by considering the linear response of the system. Con-
trary to Hermitian systems, in which Fermi’s golden rule
results in a constant excitation rate but requires precise
frequency matching, no exact frequency matching is re-
quired in non-Hermitian systems and the decay of the
excited states results in a finite occupation of the excited
states. After some initial transient the occupation os-
cillates around a constant value. We employed this to
determine the quantum metric of a two-level system, by
periodically varying the parameters of a two-level sys-
tem and measuring the time-averaged occupation of the
excited state.

Our results highlight the importance of quantum geom-
etry in non-Hermitian settings. Non-Hermitian quantum
geometry has proven before to be an indicator signaling
topological phase transitions, but here we showed mea-
surable effects based on quantum geometry, which can be
used as a resource to probe and design systems. Going
beyond semiclassical wavepacket dynamics, the notion of
non-Hermitian adiabatic potentials enables the usage of
artificial gauge fields for non-Hermitian systems. Ad-
justing both Berry connection and quantum metric of
the system evolving on the fast time-scale, enables us to
shape the desired potentials, controlling the evolution of
slow system. This may be used as a non-Hermitian re-
source for controlling ultracold atomic gasses, in which
internal degrees of freedom of the atoms act as fast sys-
tem. Furthermore, the proposed experimental extrac-
tion scheme of the quantum metric can be applied to
topological photonic settings with multiple control pa-
rameters. This makes the quantum metric accessible in
a setting, for which non-Hermitian topology has recently
found many applications.
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Appendix A: Derivation of Eq. (38)

To calculate the central position of non-Hermitian
Wannier states we derive the matrix elements of the po-
sition operator . (wf’ |a§}w}‘{>R, where we set one lattice
index R’ = 0 without loss of generality due to the trans-
lational properties of the Wannier states. To evaluate
this matrix element we consider

(z - R) |wTIL%>R
_ -/BZ (;ijr];d (_iakeik(mfR)) |<U;i>|Rn> (Al)
VR \Uk|UE/R
— d’k lk (x—R) L
_/BZ (27T)d [ak (v rUR|U) R ﬂ (42)
Y e Y G Y
_/Bz @m)? © <\/ (WU (43)

_ i‘u@R (Ok R<“Z|u2> )
2 <“k|“k>3/2

where we used integration by parts. The periodicity of

|ug)r cancels all boundary terms appearing in the inte-

J
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gration by parts.

By reordering the equation we arrive
at
\uﬁ)R

dik
#lup)= [ aipeme (R Lkl
RIR T Jgg (2m)d Ve (U ul) g

1|8kuZ>R 7i|Uz> akR<UZ|uZ> >
Velglegyy 2 p(up|upy¥?

(A4)

To obtain the final result we need to make use of of
the orthogonality of Bloch functions, which hold for non-
Hermitian Bloch functions. It is derived in Ref. [70] as
Eq. (A.13) and for two generic Bloch functions

k) = €* T lug) and  |xg) = * o), (A5)
where |ug) and |vg) are both periodic for all lattice vec-
tors R, it is given by

(e [xk) = (2m)6(k — k') (upe Vi) - (A6)
We emphasize that this hold for any Bloch state, thus
we can apply it the right-right expectation values. We
stress that this result does not apply orthonormality of
the non-Hermitian right eigenvectors. Bloch functions
of different bands may still have non-vanishing overlap
even though the inner product is diagonal in momentum
space. The position operator matrix elements are given
by

d d 1./ . n |y : u? i(k—k') )
R<wév & w?z>R :/ d kd/ d kd e—1k<R<R r(Vk V)R + g (ujle P0pug) g (A7)
Bz (2m)? Jpz (27) Ve up) g glugludyy vV (uk,\uk, R R URIUE) R
R (Vi [Vp)s ne g (uf R)
2V (u [up ) g r(WRluR) g R uk‘“k
:/ ddkde—ik-RR+ o—ik-R <1R<uk|nak:k>R _ iak R<::'k|:k>R) (A8)
BZ (27T) R<uk|uk>R 2 R<uk‘uk>R
oy .
=do,rRR+ /BZ (27T)de_1k ERe (AFR). (A9)

The first term in Eq. (A9) never contributes and thus
we arrive at the expression found in Eq. (38) in the main
text. The central position is then found by setting R = 0,
which results in

w (el =20 = [
BZ

which is given as Eq. (39) in the main text.

dk
(2m)

Re (ARR) | (A10)

Appendix B: Time-dependent perturbation theory
for non-Hermitian systems with multiple
non-degenerate stationary states

Here we present a generalization of the time-dependent
perturbation theory introduced in the main text cover-
ing systems with multiple stationary states. Prominent
examples of such systems are pseudo-Hermitian systems
in the unbroken regime.

Consider a non-Hermitian system governed by a



time-independent Hamiltonian Hy # H; " and the
bi-orthogonal basis sets { (¢y|} and {|wn> } with
Hy |wn>R = (Wn - i’Yn) |wn>R and <¢n|wm>R = Onm-
For a non-Hermitian system with N states labeled n €
{1,...,N} we assume that the first M < N states are
stationary, ie.

Ym = Yo = min(y,) V1<m < M. (B1)

For simplicity we set 79 = 0 without loss of general-
ity. Further we assume that all states are non-degenerate
Wy, — 1Y, # wy — iy for n # 1, because otherwise the sys-
tem is generally at an exceptional point where perturba-
tion theory may break down. The state of the system at
t = 0 depends now on the initialization of the system at
t = —o0, but still only stationary states can be occupied.
Expanding the initial state in the right-eigenstates of the
unperturbed Hamiltonian results in

N L)

B
o P

)= ealt)e

After ¢ = 0 the system evolves according to the time-
dependently perturbed Schrédinger equation

10, [1h(t)) = (Ho + ef () Hy) (1)) - (B3)

By acting with [ (;| from the left, we find for the
complex-valued amplitudes ¢;(t) the differential equation

R("/’l W’l

Lot LGl Hiln)g (B4)

i) =Y [e

n

X Cn(t)f(t)ei(wzfwn)te(%,%l)t} .

The linear response of the system o ¢ is obtained by
inserting the unperturbed amplitudes ¢,(t) = ¢,(0) in
Eq. (B4) and integrating over time. For generic initial
conditions the resulting occupation of excited and sta-
tionary states will have many contributions. However
since the solution is linear in the initial conditions ¢, (0)
we can focus on the situation where only one of the sta-
tionary states is occupied. We will show that for this
initial condition stationary and decaying excited states
behave qualitatively differently.

We assume that initially ¢, (0) = 01,. The amplitudes
of the other stationary states m # 1 with m < M are

11
given by

% (V| Hiltb1)g (B5)

t
X / dtf(t)el@wm=wnt
0

We consider now a periodic perturbation f(t) = cos(wt).
The occupation of a stationary state is then given by [90]

em(t) = —1ie

TZm(t) = 62PW|L<¢W|H1|Z/)1>R2 (BG)
2
/dt ei(wm—wi— w)t+ 2 ol wm —wi+w)t
t—oo TTE 2t R{(WVm|tm)
g | iR (B
X [0(wim — w1 —w) + 6(wm — w1 +w)] .

Thus the occupation of stationary states m # 1 grows
linearly in time and we can only meaningfully discuss
transition rates

P = fim "ml®) "9
t—o0 t
2
- nlimday e (@9)

X [0(wm — w1 —w) + §wm — w1 +w)] .

Note that the transition between stationary states re-
quires matching of the driving frequency to the energy
difference of the initial state n = 1 and the final state
m # 1. This is identical to Fermi’s golden rule, however
one has to carefully treat the prefactor which depends on
the right-eigenstate of the initial state and both the left
and the right eigenstate of the final state. This eigenstate
dependence prevents the immediate generalization of the
results from Ref. [71] to extract the quantum metric of
unbroken pseudo-Hermitian systems. Instead similar to
the discussion in the main text only the right-right quan-
tum metric can be extracted for two-level systems.

The first order corrections to the amplitudes of the
excited states m > M are given by

rRAYm|¥m)r
r (V1Y)

t
/dtf() wm—wl)te'ymt

em(t) = —1ie

L (Uml Hi Y1) (B10)

This is identical to the result in the main text and the
discussion of this equation will not be repeated here.
For a general initial state all contributions fall in ei-
ther of the two categories presented above and the full
linear response is obtained by summing over all initially
occupied states. The dependence on the matrix element
L (¥n|H1|tm)g contributes linearly in both cases and this
might result in unidirectional excitation as discussed for
Hermitian Hy and non-Hermitian H; in Ref. [86].
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