arXiv:2112.05191v1 [cond-mat.mes-hall] 9 Dec 2021

Anomalous hybridization of spectral winding topology in quantized steady-state responses
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Quantized response is one distinguishing feature of a topological system. In non-Hermitian systems, the
spectral winding topology yields quantized steady-state response. By considering two weakly coupled non-
Hermitian chains, we discover that the spectral winding topology of one chain can be probed by a steady-
state response defined solely on the other chain, even when other important properties, e.g., energetics and
entanglement entropy, indicate that eigen-solutions are effectively not hybridized between the two chains. This
intriguing phenomenon, as carefully investigated in a large parameter space with a varying system size, not
only offers a new angle to understand interchain signal propagation in a non-Hermitian setting but also reveals
unexpected physics of spectral winding topology vs quantized response.

Introduction.— Rooted in their complex eigenenergies, the
spectral winding topology of non-Hermitian systems consti-
tutes a new aspect of topological physics with no Hermi-
tian counterpart [1H4]. Spectral winding is critical to pre-
dict the celebrated non-Hermitian skin effect (NHSE), as char-
acterized by the localization of all eigenmodes at the sys-
tem boundaries [SH16]. Nontrivial spectral winding has also
been experimentally observed in an optical ring resonator
with electro-optic modulators, where the complex spectrum
is reproduced by mapping the lattice momentum to a fre-
quency synthetic dimension [[17]. Further strengthening spec-
tral winding as an important type of topology with unusual
physical implications, quantized steady-state responses were
recently found in non-Hermitian chains, with the height of the
quantization plateaus determined by the winding numbers of
a complex spectrum [18]].

Spectral winding is usually investigated under the periodic
boundary conditions (PBCs), because it is simply prohibited
under the open boundary conditions (OBCs) [3} 4]. Near or
at the limit of OBCs, other properties of non-Hermitian sys-
tems may change drastically upon tuning on an extremely
weak boundary coupling [19H22]], or a coupling between two
chains with dissimilar skin localizations [23H25]]. Such hyper-
sensitivity to weak perturbations are of continued interest, es-
pecially in connection with sensor designs [19-28]]. Under
intermediate boundary conditions between PBCs and OBCs,
some aspects of complex spectrum and eigenmode localiza-
tion characteristics were also studied [10} (11}, 21] [22]]. This
work investigates an unexplored problem, namely, how spec-
tral winding features, as manifested in the quantized steady-
state response, react to weak interchain coupling when a sys-
tem is not under PBCs or OBCs.

Specifically, in examining quantized steady-state responses
in connection with the spectral winding topology of two
weakly coupled non-Hermitian chains, we discover a so-
called “anomalous hybridization” regime. In this regime, on
one hand the eigen-solutions are effectively not hybridized be-
tween the two chains in many aspects, e.g. vanishing entan-
glement between the two chains, quantized steady-state re-
sponses can be observed on either chain without complica-

tions due to the other; On the other hand, the spectral winding
topology associated with one chain can be captured through a
response defined solely on the other chain, indicating a non-
trivial hybridization. Such a counter-intuitive phenomenon is
explained by considering the propagation channels between
the two chains under resonance condition. We then care-
fully investigate the transitions of the system between dehy-
bridization, anomalous hybridization and strong hybridization
regimes, through different quantized steady-state responses as
well as an entanglement entropy analysis. Significantly, the
regime of anomalous hybridization, which is of most inter-
est here, occurs in a relatively large parameter space, with the
allowed interchain coupling much stronger than that to yield
critical behaviors for systems initially under OBCs [23]]. Our
extensive computational results show that this regime further
widens when increasing the system’s size, indicating that the
physics of anomalous hybridization uncovered here is even
more typical in the thermodynamic limit.

Model.— We consider probing response on two weakly cou-
pled Hatano-Nelson chains with different asymmetric nearest-
neighbor (NN) hoppings, as shown in Fig. [[(a). The model
system is described by the following tight-binding Hamilto-
nian:
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with c;a the creation operator at the x-lattice site on chain-a,
1%, the asymmetric hopping amplitudes and V the on-site po-
tential in chain-a, and f, the interchain coupling at each lattice
site. When 7y = 0, the non-Hermitian asymmetric hoppings
of each chain leads to a directional amplification of a signal
entering the system [29431]], and in the following discussions
we shall mainly focus on cases with the two chains having op-
posite amplification directions [as indicated in Fig[I{a)]. The
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FIG. 1. (a) A sketch of the coupled-chain system. (b) The PBC
spectra of the system with ¢, = 107> (blue dots) and #, = 0 (col-
ored loops), which are almost on top to each other. The PBC spectra
of uncoupled chains in (a) with the same colors (z, = 0, solid loops),
and that of the coupled system with #, = 1072, The spectral winding
numbers W(E,) = (w,(E,), w_(E,)) for E, in different regions are in-
dicated in the figure. (c) and (d) The quantized steady-state response
quantities defined on chain A (at f, = 107%%), for the three chosen
points labeled by stars with different colors in (b). Other parameters
are N =50, =5 =1, =5=05,V, = -V =05.

boundary conditions in this model can be tuned from PBCs
to OBCs by increasing 8 from O to infinity. Under PBCs, i.e,
B = 0, the Bloch Hamiltonian is given by

214 cos(k — iny) + VA to
B . s |,(2)
to 2t cos(tk —ing) + V

with k the quasi-momentum, 774,z = In ,/zf/ B /f_‘{B the non-

Hermitian inverse localization length, and /8 = |[rl/?%.

For either 14,5 # 0, the Hamiltonian is non-Hermitian and
point gapped with a topological winding number defined w.r.t.
a reference energy E, in the complex energy plane,

h(k) =

W(Ey) = wi(E)) + w_(E,), 3)

with

wiE) = [ 3 amiE0 - E) @)
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the single-band spectral winding numbers, + the band index,
and E. (k) the complex eigenenergies of the Hamiltonian.
Figure [1]| depicts the PBC spectrum of our system and its
corresponding two-component winding numbers

W(E,) = (Wi (Ey), w-(E})).

Assuming an ultra-weak interchain coupling 7y < ¢, it is pos-
sible that the eigen-solutions of Eq. (2) are effectively not hy-
bridized between the two chains. Note that the two bands are

seen to cross each other in the complex plane, yet we have
E. (k) # E_(k) for every lattice momentum k, thus the the no-
tion of energy bands can still be well defined. As seen in Fig.
Ekb), the two PBC bands with a small #; are virtually identical
to the spectrum of the two uncoupled chains respectively. We
simply have W(E,) = (w4(E,),wp(E,)) at tp = 0. As such,
the single-band winding number w.(E,) (w_(E,)) is expected
to reflect only the spectral winding topology of chain A (B)
under a weak interchain coupling. The complex energy plane
is hence divided into four regimes, corresponding to different
combinations of single-band winding numbers respectively.

Anomalous hybridization regime.— To physically manifest
the spectral winding topology, we consider steady-state re-
sponses in a directional signal amplification process [18]. The
quantized coefficient is established from taking derivatives of
a quantity involving Green’s function w.r.t. the boundary tun-
ing parameter 3,

VE(E,) = dIn|Garonl/dB,vE(E,) = dIn|Ganeil/dB, (5)

with @ representing either of the two chains, and Gy, oy an
element of the Green’s function

G = 1/(E, - H)

associated with the x-th and x’-th site in chain-a. Gy, can
describe a signal amplification between two sites on the same
chain [18} 29-31]). The reference energy can be expressed as

E, =w+1iy,

with w the frequency of an input signal and y an extra uniform
gain or loss adding to the system. According to early results of
quantized steady-state responses vs spectral winding topology
on a single chain [[18]], one expects to have v¢ (E,) = w(E,)
for w(E,) = 1, or v*,(E,) = —w(E,) for w(E,) = —1. These
coefficients shall be non-positive otherwise, e.g. v*,(E,) < 0
for w(E,) = 1, and always zero for large enough 8 when the
response itself becomes constant [32].

We investigate the response on chain A alone for our sys-
tem. Indeed, we obtain a plateau at vﬁ = 1 and non-
positive v4, when E, falls in the region with w(E,) = (1,0)
(e.g. the blue star in Fig. b)), as shown by the blue lines
in Fig. [[fc) and (d). This result is identical to the case
when eigen-solutions are not hybridized. Next, for E, with
Ww(E,) = (0,—1) (e.g. the purple star in Fig.[I(b)), we see non-
positive v in Fig.[Ifc), and a plateau at v4, = 1 in Fig.[1(d)
appear only after the boundary tuning parameter 8 exceeds a
certain value B.;. This tells that the response v4, defined on
chain A can only reflect the spectral winding related to chain
B when 8 > .1, since negative winding is contributed from
chain B. It should not be taken as a violation of the correspon-
dence between winding topology and quantized steady-state
response when 8 < .1, because here the response function
is defined on chain A only (instead of involving both chains).
We thus do not expect it to predict the total winding number
or w_(E,) (from chain B) immediately away the PBCs, when
the eigen-solutions are effectively not hybridized between the



two chains yet. In other words, w_(E,) inherits the spectral
winding topology of chain B only and is not captured by the
response v, defined on chain A for E, with w(E,) = (0,-1)
unless the eigen-solutions are hybridized when § > B.. It
seems suggesting that the eigen-solutions in our system un-
dergoes a sharp transition from not hybridized to hybridized
at 8 = B.1, and we will justify this conjecture from entangle-
ment analysis between the two chains later.

Now let us consider E, falling in the central region with
w(E,) = (1,—-1) (e.g. the red star in Fig. Ekb)). First, as seen
in Fig. c), v4 shows a plateau at v4 = 1 when 8 < B, in
agreement with the single-band winding number w,(E,) = 1.
For 8 > f3.1, v drops to non-positive values due to hybridiza-
tion of the eigen-solutions, also in agreement with a total
winding number w(E,) = O for the entire system. Surpris-
ingly, unlike for E, with w(E,) = (0,—1), we find that the
response ¥4, now gives rise to a plateau at v4, = 1 for 8 < .1,
as shown by the red line in Fig.[T(d). This is unexpected since
a positive v4, reflects a negative winding number which orig-
inates only from chain B in our system. It unveils that the
response v, defined on chain A can reflect the spectral wind-
ing topology of chain B for E, with w(E,) = (1, -1), though
the eigen-solutions are effectively not hybridized between the
two chains when 8 < .1 in our model. Our results uncover
another subtle aspect of coupled non-Hermitian chains: it is
highly nontrivial to tell how the eigen-solutions cooperate in
the steady-state response even when the interchain coupling
is weak. Specifically, with several aspects in our system re-
sembling to that of dehybridized eigen-solutions, a response
defined on one chain can reveal the winding topology of the
other for certain frequency of the input signal, clearly indicat-
ing a hybridization behaviour. To highlight this dual feature
of dehybridization or hybridization in different measures, we
dub it as “anomalous hybridization” hereafter. Similar behav-
iors are also seen in interchain response functions, associated
with G, gy and G,y 51 Where @ # @, as shown in the Supple-
mental Materials [33]].

Propagation channels between two coupled chains.— The
seemingly self-contradictory phenomenon above may be
qualitatively understood as the following: though the eigen-
solutions are effectively not hybridized, propagation channels
between the two chains are always present, allowing the infor-
mation to possibly “propagate” from one chain to the other. To
verify this picture, we first consider the system under OBCs
with 8 — oo, and employ the Green’s function to examine the
interchain propagation in the bulk of the system, instead of
the end-to-end response on one chain alone. Note that when
the two chains are uncoupled, spectra of the two chains un-
der OBCs are real and partially overlapping due to their on-
site potentials V4 [see Fig. a)]. Upon turning on the in-
terchain coupling #y, a signal at one chain with frequency w
might propagate to the other chain. Such propagation is fa-
vored when both chains have eigenmodes sharing almost the
same eigenenergy close to w, satisfying the resonance condi-
tion. Therefore, an element from the Green’s function related
to the interchain response shall be much larger for the input
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FIG. 2. (a) OBC spectra with #, = 0 (colored) and #, = 107%°
(black). Red and green colors correspond to the spectra of two un-
coupled chains respectively, overlapping in the central part of the
spectrum. (b) Gipop = Gax,pv Gy ax for reference energy E, chosen
as eigenenergies of the system with a small imaginary energy de-
tuning in calculating the Green’s function. Parameters adopted are
N =50, x = 20,x" = 30. (c) Gioop for several different eigenenergies
labeled in (a) with the same symbols and colors. Legend shows the
orders of the eigenenergies sorted in their real parts. Parameters are
chosen to be the same as for Fig.

frequency w falling in the central part of the spectrum than
that for the frequency at the tails. This argument is confirmed
by our numerical results for a loop response defined by

Gloop = GAx,Bx’GBx’,AXa

representing the product of two amplification ratios, one for
a signal traveling from site x in chain A to site x" in chain B
and the other vice versa, as shown in Fig. @Kb). More im-
portantly, once a signal propagates to the other chain, it can
be directionally amplified there, thus carrying over the wind-
ing topology of that chain before propagating back. Besides,
these interchain propagating channels effectively form a prop-
agation loop, and the signal travelling along the loop can be
amplified repeatedly. This amplification mechanism can be
interpreted as instabilities as well, hence the emergence of
complex eigenenergies in the central part of the OBC spec-
trum, as shown in Fig. [2J[a).

We now discuss why the boundary tuning parameter 8
makes a difference in our observations for Gioep, as seen in
Fig. gkb) and (c). First note that Gioop is related to signal
amplification between two distanced lattice sites, which shall
vanish under the PBCs [30, [31]]. Intuitively, boundary cou-
plings ti’lBe’ﬁ connecting each chain head to tail also pro-
vide intrachain propagation channels, which may be enhanced
by the non-reciprocal pumping and overwhelm the interchain
ones under weak interchain coupling, i.e. 7 < tf’lB e®. In-
deed, we see Gioop is almost vanishing when the system is
under the PBCs (8 = 0), as shown in Fig. b). On the
other hand, when the system is tuned away from the PBCs
(i.e. increasing 8 from zero), Gioop becomes larger only for
w falling in the central part of the spectrum, where inter-



chain propagations are favored due to resonances. In Fig.[2{c),
we present Gioop for several different eigenenergies, and it is
clearly seen that Gjoop increases rapidly with g, for eigenen-
ergies in the central part of the spectrum. That is, for the pa-
rameters we consider, the propagation channels start to play a
role when the system is slightly tuned away from the PBCs.
The existence of such propagation channels allows the spec-
tral topology of one chain, which is essentially a property un-
der PBCs, to be unveiled from the steady-state response de-
fined on the other chain for certain energy window, even when
the eigen-solutions are effectively not hybridized between the
two chains.

Topological response and entanglement entropy.— It re-
mains to study in more depth the properties of the interchain
propagation channels in the competition between interchain
coupling 7y and the boundary tuning parameter 3. Figures [3[a)
and (b) present the steady-state response defined in Eq. (3) on
chain A alone for the reference energy E, = 0, i.e. the cen-
ter of the spectrum with w(E,) = (1,—1). One sees v4 = 1
(yellow regime) for a wide range of #; when g is below cer-
tain S, in Fig.[3{a). This suggests that the eigen-solutions are
effectively not hybridized between the two chains. The other
response v*,, shown in Fig. b), is also quantized at v4, = 1
(yellow regime), reflecting that the spectral winding of chain
B can be probed from chain A in a subregime of the yellow
regime in Fig. [3[a). We term the yellow regime in Fig.[3(b) as
anomalous hybridization, which covers a rather large param-
eter space. Anomalous hybridization signifies that interchain
propagation channels are in favor, though eigen-solutions are
effectively not hybridized between the two chains. Besides,
note that with a larger 3, the system approaches the OBC limit
with trivial spectral winding, and hence always gives trivial
steady-state response. With this insight and previous results
[21,34,[35]], we infer that the steady-state response considered
here can distinguish between dehybridization and anomalous
A

To further justify the dehybridization of the eigen-solutions
in the anomalous hybridization regime and verify our conjec-
ture on the emergence of .;, we investigate the interchain
entanglement entropy (EE) and compare the results with the
quantized responses obtained. Specifically, we compute the
biorthogonal EE for an entanglement cut chosen between the

two chains, defined as [23],[36, [37]

Sn == Z Mn,m In Mnn + (1 - Un,m) ln(l - n”’m)’ (6)

hybridization regimes when 8 < SBopc = N In

where 17, ,, is the m-th eigenvalue of the correlator matrix C,
for the n-th eigenmode,

(Co)ny = (PLIETE,|PRY (7)

with x,y from only chain A. In Fig. [3[c) we show the EE
for the Nth eigenmode (sorted in its real energy), which cor-
responds to the most pronounced Gioop in Fig. Ekb) and (c).
The regime with Sy =~ 0 coincides well with the dehybridiza-
tion regime, whereas the regime with Sy = In2 corresponds
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FIG. 3. Quantized steady-state responses defined on the A chain (a)
vA and (b) vA,, for a reference energy at E, = 0. The yellow area
in (a) has a steady-state response with v4 = 1, reflecting only the
single-band winding number w,(0). Eigen-solutions are effectively
dehybridized between the two chains, which is further verified by the
vanishing EE in (c). In (b), a subarea (yellow) of the dehybridization
regime gives a steady-state response with ¥4, = 1, suggesting an
anomalous hybridization behavior with resonant interchain propaga-

tion channels. (c) Entanglement entropy (EE) for the Nth eigenmode

sorted in its real energy. Other parameters are 1 =5,= 1,4, == 0.5,

Vi = —Vp = 0.5, and the system’s size is chosen to be N = 50.

to the hybridization regime found in Fig. [3(a). Notably, these
two said regimes are seen to have sharp boundaries. That is,
in the anomalous hybridization regime identified as the yel-
low area in Fig. 3(b), entanglement between the two chains
is vanishing. This confirms again that the eigen-solutions are
effectively not hybridized.

Phase diagram.— We finally present a phase diagram of our
system based on steady-state response and entanglement anal-
ysis in Fig.[#{(a). The dehybridization regime is represented by
the green area, where single-chain spectral winding topology
manifests itself as a quantized steady-state response on that
chain alone. The anomalous hybridization regime is marked
by the orange area, where eigen-solutions are effectively not
hybridized (vanishing entanglement between the two chain),
while importantly interchain propagation channels allow the
spectral winding topology of one chain to be detected from
the response defined on the other chain alone. The pink area
represents a strong hybridization regime, where the interchain
EE is saturated, and the steady-state response in this regime
reflects the total spectral winding of the system for a reference
energy when 8 < Bopc. Last, the blue area depicts a weak hy-
bridization regime, where EE decreases with #y as shown in
Fig. B[c).

Our phase diagram highlights several transitions when in-
creasing 8 from 0, e.g. with t) = 107 for E, with w(E,) =
(1,-1), (i) a transition between anomalous hybridization
regime and strong hybridization at 8. (ii) a transition between
dehybridization regime and anomalous hybridization at 5.
Another critical value Bogc is known to be proportional to the
system’s size N [21], [35]], which indicates the system be-
haves more like under OBC with spectral winding vanishing.
Interestingly, 8., and 8., are found to exhibit markedly differ-
ent scaling with the system’s size N, as shown in Fig. f|b) and
(c). That is, B.; remains a constant as N varies, whereas S
decreases when increasing N (see the Supplemental Materials
[33] for more details). In summary, it is now evident that as
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FIG. 4. (a) A phase diagram of the system read out from the quan-
tized response quantities and EE in Fig. [3] Colors indicate differ-
ent phases as labeled in the figure. (b) and (c) show how the phase
boundaries of 8., and B, varies with the system’s size N, with the

black dash lines indicating Bopc ~ NIn /ri'/t*,, where the system

approaches the OBC limit. The data points are read out from the
jumps of the quantized response quantities v4,. Red dash lines are
the numerical fitting of the data points. The three critical values for a
fixed N roughly cross each other at the same point, as further shown
in the Supplemental Materials [33]. Parameters are #} = % = 1,
=1 =05, and V4 = -V = 0.5. Numerically we obtain
B = Inty, which is also independent from the reference energy E,
[33].

system’s size increases, the anomalous hybridization regime
(orange regime) bordered by the lines ., and B.; widens.
Hence the anomalous hybridization regime is approachable
in a larger parameter space when the system is taken to the
thermodynamic limit. Indeed, it cannot be stressed enough
that non-Hermitian systems can be extremely sensitive to cou-
plings between boundaries or between different subsystems.
The Supplemental Materials [33]] contains more detailed anal-
ysis of B, and S, by considering different specific values of
the reference energy E,.

Conclusion.— Topological physics in non-Hermitian sys-
tems continues to bring us surprises. In investigating the
probe of spectral winding topology through quantized steady-
state responses to changes in boundary coupling, we unveil
a counter-intuitive phenomenon in a non-Hermitian coupled
chain setting. Even when the observed energetics and the en-
tanglement entropy clearly indicate that the eigen-solutions
are effectively not hybridized, the spectral winding topology
of one chain can be probed by a response defined on the other
chain alone for certain frequency of the input signal. Termed
as anomalous hybridization, this was explained by the domi-
nance of the resonant interchain propagation channels over the
intrachain ones. While enhancing the notion that the topol-
ogy of spectral winding on the complex energy plane can be
physically manifested as quantized steady-state responses, our
results have revealed unexpected possibilities in connecting
spectral winding topology with physical measurements.
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Supplementary Materials

1. FURTHER RESULTS OF THE QUANTIZED STEADY-STATE RESPONSE

In Fig. 1 in the main text we have shown the behavior of the quantized quantities v (E,) and v4,(E,) in the so-called anomalous
hybridization regime, indicating the domination of interchain propagation channels even when the eigen-solutions of the system
are seemingly dehybridized. By definition, these two quantities correspond to the elements G4; 4, and Gapa1 of the Green’s
function, reflecting the signal amplification between the two ends of chain A. For completeness, in this supplemental material
we shall display more results in different scenarios and compare them with the results in the main text.
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FIG. S1. The quantized steady-state response for two decoupled chains. (a) The four response quantities defined for chain A and B respectively
at the PBCs with 8 = 0. In (al) we also demonstrate the spectra of the two chains (orange and green loops for chain A and B), and the three
reference energies for obtaining the results in (b) to (e), £1 = —1.5 + 0.124, E; = 0.5 + 0.05, and E5 = 1.5 + 0.12i. (b)-(e) the four response
quantities as functions of 8. In each panel, the three sub-panels labeled with numbers show the results obtained for the reference energies with
the same subscript numbers in (al). Other parameters are N = 50, ## =% =1, 4, =F= 0.5, V4, = —Vj = 0.5, the same as those in Fig. 1 in the
main text.

Steady-state response for decoupled chains

We first consider the quantized steady-state responses, defined in Egs. 5 in the main text, for two decoupled chains at fy = 0.
In Fig. [ST[a) we illustrate the four response quantities at 8 = 0 (under the PBCs), which shall correspond to the spectral winding
topology under the periodic boundary conditions (PBCs). It is seen that v4 (E,) = 1 in the area enclosed by the PBC spectrum
of chain A [orange loop in Fig. [ST[al)], corresponding to its spectral winding number, wa(E,) = 1 for E, within this area.
Meanwhile, the other response quantity ¥4 (E,) in (a2) does not reflect this positive spectral winding number [18]. When g
increases, the response quantity v2 gives a plateau at v2 = 1 before it jumps to zero at a critical value of 8, only for reference
energies E, enclosed by the PBC spectrum of chain A, as shown in Fig. b). Otherwise v4 remains non-positive for arbitrary
B (except at some critical values), and so does v*, shown in Fig. c). Since the two chains are now decoupled, v and v4, do
not tell the spectral winding topology of chain B, whose spectrum is given by the green loop in Fig. [ST|al).

Similarly, the response quantities defined on chain B, v and v2,, indicates only the spectral winding topology of chain B, as
shown in Fig. [ST[a3), (a4), (d), and (e). Note that compared to chain A, the results of the these two quantities exchange since
the spectral winding of chain B is wg(E,) = —1 for the parameters we choose, which is reflected by v2, [18].

Steady-state response between the two chains

Following the discussion in the main text, the discovered anomalous hybridization can be understood as a result of the domi-
nation of resonant propagation channels between the two effectively decoupled chains. Therefore we also expect to see similar
behavior of the response associated with the elements G4, and Gang1 With @ # @, which describes the end-to-end signal
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FIG. S2. (a) the same PBC spectra as that in Fig. 1 in the main text, with f, = 107> (blue dots) and #, = 0 (colored loops). The PBC
spectra of the two decoupled chains in (a) with the same colors (¢, = 0, solid loops), and that of the coupled system with #, = 10723, The
spectral winding numbers w(E,) = (w.(E,), w_(E,)) for E, in different regions are indicated in the figure. (b) and (c) the quantized steady-state
response quantities between the two chains, defined as in Egs. [S1] for the reference energies E, at the stars with the same colors in (a). Other
parameters are N = 50, 1 =% = 1,14, == 0.5, V4, = -V = 0.5.

amplification between different chains. To this end, we define response quantities as
VIU(E,) = dIn|Garanl/dB, v (E,) = dIn|Ganail/dB, (S1)

and display our numerical results in Fig. [S2] It is seen that for a reference energy with w = (1, —1) (red star in the figure), these
interchain response quantities exhibit the same plateaux at 1 in the anomalous hybridization regime with small 8. They jump to a
non-positive value (—1) afterward, where the eigen-solutions of the two chains are strongly hybridized, and the responses reflect
the total winding number w(E,) = 1 — 1 = 0. For the other two regimes where E, enclosed by the spectrum of one band [e.g. the
blue and purple stars in Fig. [S2[a)], the interchain response quantities are seen to reflect corresponding winding numbers. That
is, ¥% (y*%) gives a quantized plateaux at 1 only when the winding number is 1 (1), and jumps to non-positive value when the
system is strongly hybridized.

Note that here the interchain response never reflects the dehybridized behavior discussed in the main text, where the intrachain
response of one chain does not reflect the winding number of the other chain (see the discussion about the purple star for Fig. 1 in
the main text). This is because for the interchain response defined here, a signal has to travel through the interchain propagation
channels to get to the other end. In other words, in this treatment we have post-selected only the signal propagating between the
two chains, and hence the response quantities alway reflect the winding numbers of the system.

Steady-state response in other parameter regimes

In the main text we have consider a case with # = 1% and | = 1%, i.e. the two chains have the same non-Hermitian pumping
strength, but toward opposite directions. In Fig[S3|we display several examples with parameters tuned away from this symmetric
regime, and the quantized steady-state responses can also be clearly seen in these cases. In Fig[S3|(a), the response quantities
of purple and blue stars behave similarly, as they are both enclosed only by the same spectral loop and have w(E,) = (1,0). In
Fig[S3] (b) and (c), the purple and blue stars correspond to different spectral winding numbers, which are also reflected by the
response quantities. In either case, when E, falls in the area enclosed by both loops, the response defined on chain A reflects
both single-band spectral winding numbers w.(E,) = +1 when § is small, in consistent with our results presented in the main
text.

2. FURTHER RESULTS ABOUT THE PHASE BOUNDARIES OF g.,; AND g,

As shown in the main text, the anomalous hybridization with interchain propagation channels occurs in the regime with
B2 < B < Bei. In Fig. a) and (b), we illustrate the two quantized response quantities ¥4 and v*,, with the same parameters as
that in Fig. 3 in the main text. The single-band winding numbers w = (1, —1) are reflected by the two response quantities in the
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FIG. S3. PBC spectra and the quantized steady-state responses for more general cases. Parameters are #,
B=0,8=09Vi=-Vy=050r =175 =105F=0,5 =12V, =-Vy =05 (c) &}
VA = —iVB = 05

1073, and (a) 4 = 2, 14, = 1.1,
L4 =051 =05 =1,

(@)
30

20
Q

10"

40 60 80 100
N N

FIG. S4. Size-dependence (-independence) of 8., (8.1). The two quantized response quantities v and v*, with #y = 107" are displayed in (a)
and (b), for different values of 5 and the system’s size N. The reference energy is chose as E, = 0, the same as the red star in Fig. 3 in the main
text. Combining these results, there are four phases with different (v4 ,14,). separated by the three boundaries of B.,, 8.1, and Bopc. (c) The
three boundaries versus N for different f,. The blue dash and doted lines are read out from (b), and the others are read out from similar results
with different interchain coupling strengths. Other parameters are #{ =% =1, 4, =f=0.5, V, = -V = 0.5,

yellow areas in the two panels respectively, and the one in Fig. [S4|b) gives the anomalous hybridization regime. Three phase
boundaries are clearly seen in Fig. [S4(b), corresponding to B, B.1, and Bosc from lower to top respectively, as discussed in the
main text. Fitting of these numerical data points for these boundaries are shown in Fig. [S4(c), displaying the size-dependence
(-independence) nature of 3., (8.;. Notably, for different strengths of the interchain couplings, the three boundaries are always
seen to cross each other at the same point.

In Fig. [S3] we display the numerical results of 8.y and B, for different reference energy E,. Specifically, we have chosen
E, along the two dash lines in Fig. a), and display the corresponding response quantity v*, in Fig. bl) and (cl). The
anomalous hybridization regime is given by the central yellow area in each figure, where the reference energy E, falls in the
central ring of the OBC spectrum in Fig. |S_3ka). The two critical values 3. and B, are thus read out in these areas, and 8. is
seen to be independent from E,, as shown in Fig. [S3[b2) and (c2).
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FIG. S5. E,-independence (-dependence) of 8. (B.2). (a) PBC (green and pink loops) and OBC spectra of the system. (b) The response
quantity v4, for E, along the vertical dash line in (a). (b2) shows the critical values 8., and S, read out from (b1). (c) The response quantity
VA for E, along the horizontal dash line in (a). (c2) shows the critical values 8., and 8., read out from (cl). The left yellow area in (c1)
corresponds to where the coupling is strong enough to hybridize the two chains, and the winding numbers are w = (0, —1), so that v*, reflects
the absolute value of the total winding number w =0 -1 = —1.

To give an explanation of why the anomalous hybridization occurs only for E, enclosed by the central ring of the OBC
spectrum, we note that the it is rooted in the interchain propagation channels, which forms a closed path for a signal to grow or
decay exponentially when traveling along it. The growing/decaying rate of the signal correspond to the imaginary part of the
OBC eigenenergies. However, for E, outside the central ring of the OBC spectrum, its imaginary part has a larger amplitude than
the OBC eigeneneriges (with the same real part as that of E,), effectively describes a system with a local gain/loss rate stronger
than that of the closed path formed by the interchain propagation channels. In other words, the system is now dominated by this
local gain/loss, overwhelming any signal traveling through the interchain propagation channels, and hence the system behaves
as not hybridized.
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