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In this work, we have studied the non-Hermitian nonlinear LZSM interferometry in a non-Hermitian N-body
interacting boson system in which the non-Hermicity is from the nonreciprocal tunnelings between the bosons.
By using the mean-field approximation and projective Hilbert space, the effect of nonreciprocity and nonlin-
earity on the energy spectrum, the dynamics, and the formation of the interference fringes have been studied.
The different symmetries and the impact of the two different types of reciprocity, i.e. the in-phase tunneling and
anti-phase tunneling, on the energy spectrum and the phase transition between the Josephson oscillation and the
self-trapping have been investigated. For the LZSM interferometry, the strength of the nonreciprocity is found
to take an essential role in the population of the projective state and the strengths of the interference patterns in
the projective space. While the conditions of destructive and constructive interference under the weak-coupling
approximation still only depend on the strength of nonlinearity. Our result provides an application of the non-
linear non-Hermitian LZSM interferometry in studying the parameters of a non-Hermitian nonlinear two-level
system which related to the nonlinearity and the non-Hermicity.

I. INTRODUCTION

The quantum two-level system (TLS) is the most basic part
of physical systems. Among them, the Landau-Zener (LZ)
transition between two levels at an avoided crossing [1–3]
has received widespread attention. When these two-level sys-
tems are under a strong periodic driving field, a series of
LZ transitions occur and the transitions probability exhibit a
periodic dependence on the phase (Stückelberg phase) accu-
mulated between transitions [1, 4]. The periodic change is
called Landau-Zener-Stückelberg-Majorana(LZSM) interfer-
ometry [5, 6]. With the development of research, LZSM inter-
ferometry has become an important phenomenon in quantum
science and technology. On the one hand, LZSM interfer-
ometry is used for ultra-fast universal quantum control of a
quantum-dot charge qubit [7] and characterized qubit dephas-
ing [8], etc. On the other hand, it has involved many fields
so far, such as molecular nanomagnets [9, 10], quasi-one-
dimensional layered materials [11, 12], ultracold molecules
[13], quantum noise [14], Bose-Einstein condensates [15–19],
Rydberg atoms [20], etc. Interestingly, if a two-level system
takes account of the nonlinear interaction, it may produce un-
expected interference features [21–26]. For the non-linear LZ
model, the self-trapping phase transition may occur in LZSM
interferometry [27–31], and there may be exceptional ring
structures in the energy spectra [32, 33].

In recent years, the non-Hermitian quantum systems with
real energy spectra received widespread attention in the-
ory and experiment [34–41]. There are two kinds of non-
Hermicity, asymmetric coupling strengths in nonreciprocal
systems and the gain-loss in reciprocal system. There are
two kinds of non-Hermitian Hamiltonians, describing nonre-
ciprocal systems with asymmetric coupling strengths [42–46]
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and gain-loss systems [37–41]. Bender and Boettcher dis-
covered a series of parity-time (PT) -symmetric Hamiltonians
[47], which could result in real energy spectra. Mostafazadeh
generalized this type of Hamiltonian to a η-pseudo-Hermitian
quantum theory which explains the conditions for the non-
Hermitian system to have the real energy spectra (η is a pos-
itive Hermitian operator) [48–50]. The theory has been ap-
plied in many fields for more than ten years of development,
such as quantum field theory [51–55], super-symmetric quan-
tum mechanics [56, 57], non-commutative field theory [58],
quantum information [59], etc. Especially, there always ex-
ists some exceptional points (EPs) in the real energy spec-
trum of the non-Hermitian system [60, 61], at which two or
more eigenstates of the system coalesce. These EPs of the en-
ergy spectrum in the parameter space are closely related to the
symmetry, topological properties, and phase transitions of the
system [34–36]. Consequently, efforts have been put forward
to extend the study of LZ problem to non-Hermitian system
[6, 62–65]. Therefore, for non-Hermitian systems and nonlin-
ear LZSM interference, it is natural to ask how will the en-
ergy spectrum of the nonlinear LZ system changes if the non-
Hermiticity emerges? Will non-linearity affect EPs? Since
the populations of the bare states on the adiabatic eigenstates
normally can not be normalized by a time-independent coeffi-
cient [66]. Can the interesting self-trapping effect in the case
of nonlinear non-Hermitian still be observed? We shed lights
on these questions in this paper. By setting up the projec-
tive Hilbert space, we show that the populations of the projec-
tive quantum states can still achieve LZSM interferometry and
analyzed the influence of non-Hermicity and nonlinearity on
the energy spectra and the interference. Then, we discussed
the influence of non-Hermitian on the self-trapping effect. Fi-
nally, under the weak-coupling approximation of the projec-
tive quantum states, we further demonstrated the validity and
accuracy of the proposed method.

The structure of the paper is as follows. In Sec.II, we
introduce a non-Hermitian N-body interacting boson system
which is equivalent to a nonlinear nonreciprocal two-level
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system with periodic driving in the mean-field approxima-
tion, and discussed the energy spectrum of this two-level sys-
tem, In Sec.III, the influence of nonlinear strength and non-
Hermiticity on LZSM interferometry and the self-trapping ef-
fects has been studied. Under the weak-coupling limit, the
non-Hermicity does not affect the conditions of destructive
interference and constructive interference. Finally, the con-
clusions are summarized in Sec.IV.

II. NONLINEAR NONHERMITIAN TWO-LEVEL MODEL

The second quantized Hamiltonian of a nonreciprocal
interacting-boson system is

Ĥ0 =
γ

2
(â†â− b̂†b̂) +

∆2

2
â†b̂ +

∆1

2
âb̂† −

c
4N

(â†â− b̂†b̂)2, (1)

where annihilation operators â, b̂ and generation operators
â†, b̂† are for the different quantum states that are the left and
right well in the double-well BEC system. γ = A sin(ωt) + ε0
is the monochromatic driving field with amplitude A, fre-
quency ω, and offset ε0. c is the interaction strength between
bosons, ∆i (i = 1, 2) is the tunneling amplitude. When the
total number of bosons N → ∞, all particles are assumed to
be in the same spin coherent state in the mean-field approx-
imation [67, 68]. Considering that the quantum states of the
non-Hermitian system are in a dual Hilbert space to keep the
normalize condition [50], the selected coherent states need to
be defined by both left and right states as

|Ψr
sc〉 =

1
√

N!
(α1â† + β1b̂†)N |∅〉,

|Ψl
sc〉 =

1
√

N!
(α2â† + β2b̂†)N |∅〉,

(2)

Based on this, we derive the semi-classical Hamiltonian (see
Appendix. A)

ĤM =
〈Ψl

sc|Ĥ0|Ψ
r
sc〉

N

=
γ

2
(α1α

∗
2 − β1β

∗
2) +

∆2

2
α∗2β1 +

∆1

2
α1β

∗
2 −

c
4

(β1β
∗
2 − α1α

∗
2)2,

(3)
by the dynamical evolution of the semiclassical Hamiltonian
[67]

iα̇1 =
∂Ĥm

∂α∗2
, iβ̇1 =

∂Ĥm

∂β∗2
, (4)

we can construct the following dimensionless Schrödinger
equation

i
∂

∂t

(
α1
β1

)
= ĤmF

(
α1
β1

)
, (5)

with the MF Hamiltonian

ĤmF =

( γ
2 + c

2 (β1β
∗
2 − α1α

∗
2) ∆1

2
∆2
2 −

γ
2 −

c
2 (β1β

∗
2 − α1α

∗
2)

)
, (6)
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FIG. 1. Time evolution of the energy levels for different offsets: (a)
ε0 = 0 and (b) ε0 = 5, where A = 10, ω = 1 and ∆1∆2 > 0. The
time-dependent adiabatic energy levels (i.e., ∆ = 1) are shown by the
red (c = 0) and black (c = 3) dashed lines, while the diabatic energy
levels (i.e., ∆ = 0 ) are shown by the blue (c = 0) and green (c = 3)
solid lines.

and state |ψr〉 = (α1, β1)T . Therefore, the model Hamiltonian
under periodic driving can be described by a nonlinear nonre-
ciprocal two-level Hamiltonian

Ĥ =
∆1 + ∆2

4
σ̂x+

∆1 − ∆2

4
iσ̂y+

γ(t) + c(β1β
∗
2 − α1α

∗
2)

2
σ̂z (7)

where σ̂x,y,z are the Pauli matrices, α1, α2, β1, β2 are the prob-
ability amplitudes. The dynamic equations of the system are
[50]

i
∂

∂t
|ψr〉 = Ĥ|ψr〉, i

∂

∂t
|ψl〉 = Ĥ†|ψl〉, (8)

where 〈ψl|ψr〉 = 1 and the quantum states

|ψr〉 = α1 |↑〉 + β1 |↓〉 , |ψ
l〉 = α2 |↑〉 + β2| |↓〉 (9)

are represented under the diabatic basis {|↑〉 , |↓〉} with spin
eigenstates |↑〉 and |↓〉.

For the adiabatic basis, the left and right instantaneous
eigenstates of the time-dependent Hamiltonian Ĥ are derived
by[50]

Ĥ|φr
n〉 = En|φ

r
n〉, Ĥ†|φl

n〉 = E∗n|φ
l
n〉, (10)

where 〈φl
m|φ

r
n〉 = δnm (n = 1, 2), the eigenenergies En(t) are

determined by the quartic equation (see Appendix. B)

E4+cE3+
1
4

(c2−γ2−∆1∆2)E2−
c∆1∆2

4
E−

∆1∆2c2

16
= 0. (11)

By solving equation (11), we draw the energy spectrum of the
system (7) (see Fig.1 and Fig.2). The two parameters

∆ ≡
√
|∆1∆2|, k ≡

√
|∆1/∆2| (12)
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FIG. 2. Time evolution of the energy levels for different offsets: (a)
ε0 = 0 and (b) ε0 = 5, where A = 10, ω = 1 and ∆1∆2 < 0. The
time-dependent adiabatic energy levels (i.e., ∆ =

√
|∆1∆2| = 1) are

shown by the red (c = 0) and black (c = 3) dashed lines, while the
diabatic energy levels (i.e., ∆ = 0 ) are shown by the blue (c = 0) and
green (c = 3) solid lines.

are introduced to describe the mean tunneling amplitude and
the nonreciprocity.

In the in-phase tunneling case ∆1∆2 > 0 as shown in Fig.1,
the energy spectrum of the system (7) is the same as the Her-
mitian Hamiltonian Ĥh = ∆

2 σ̂x +
γ(t)+c(|β|2−|α|2)

2 σ̂z. Therefore,
the Hamiltonian Ĥ and quantum states |ψr〉 of the two non-
reciprocal systems can be related to the Hermitian system by
following relation

Ĥh = Ŝ ĤŜ −1, |ψ〉 = Ŝ |ψr〉 =

(
α1
kβ1

)
. (13)

where Ŝ =

(
1 0
0 k

)
. Compared with Ĥh, the nonreciproc-

ity, which only affects the eigenstates of the system, neither
changes the eigenvalue nor destroys the symmetry of the sys-
tem. In the anti-phase tunneling case ∆1∆2 < 0 as shown in
Fig.2 , the non-adiabatic energy levels have a series of de-
generate points (EPs) when c = 0 (see the crossing points of
red dash lines in Fig.2, and the imaginary parts of En are not
shown). Interestingly, when the nonlinearity is added (c , 0),
the EPs disappear and the near-degenerate regions are formed
(see the black dashed lines in Fig.2). When considering the
offset (ε0 , 0), the near-degenerate regions disappear near the
times t

′

n =
t1+t3

2 + 2nπ
ω

(with n being an integer), the period
changes from nπ

ω
to 2nπ

ω
, and the ring energy levels will tend to

degenerate at times t1 + 2mπ
ω

(with m being an integer) as ε0 in-
creases as shown in Fig.2. Obviously, the nonlinearity affects
the EPs. By equation (11), En = 0 is the root of the equation
iff c∆1∆2 = 0. Therefore, the existence of c does not allow the
existence of EPs in the anti-phase tunneling case ∆1∆2 < 0.
Next, we analyzed the cases of the existence of real roots of
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FIG. 3. Different regions for parameter space of c
∆

and γ

∆
in the

anti-phase tunneling case. Region I for f ( c
∆
, γ

∆
) < 0, Region II for

γ2

∆2 > 1 when f ( c
∆
, γ

∆
) > 0, Region III for γ2

∆2 < 1. Naturally, when

f ( c
∆
, γ

∆
) < 0, the inequality γ2

∆2 > 1 is guaranteed.

the energy spectrum.
For the special cases c = 0, the eigenenergies of the system

are ±
√
γ2(t) + ∆1∆2. It is easy to find that the EPs emerge

at γ2(t) = −∆1∆2 in the anti-phase tunneling case ∆1∆2 < 0.
For c , 0, the nature (real or not) of the roots of the energy
equation (11) depend on the sign of

δ = −c2γ2∆1∆2ξ, (14)

with ξ = ((c2 − γ2 − ∆1∆2)3 − 27c2γ2∆1∆2).
When δ > 0, there are two real roots and a pair of conjugate

complex roots. The system will always have real eigenener-
gies. When δ < 0, the equation has four unequal real roots if
c2 + 2(∆1∆2 + γ2) and (∆1∆2 + γ2)(2c2 + ∆1∆2 + γ2) are both
positive. Otherwise, the equation has two pairs of unequal
conjugate complex roots. Obviously, for the in-phase tunnel-
ing case ∆1∆2 > 0, there always exists real eigenenergies of
the system.

For the anti-phase tunneling case with δ < 0, the conditions
that the energy equation has real roots can be simply described
as γ2

∆2 > 1 in f ( c
∆
, γ

∆
) = [( c

∆
)2−( γ

∆
)2 +1]3 +27( c

∆
)2( γ

∆
)2 < 0. In-

terestingly, γ
∆

= ±1 are exactly the tangent lines of f ( c
∆
, γ

∆
) =

0. Therefore, the condition is naturally satisfied (as shown in
Fig.3), so we get the same conclusion as ∆1∆2 > 0.

Finally, we consider another two special case: γ = 0 and
ξ = 0. The energy spectrum are all complex only when δ = 0,
c(∆1∆2 − γ

2) = 0, (∆1∆2 + γ2)(2c2 + ∆1∆2 + γ2) = 0 and
c2 + 2(∆1∆2 + γ2) < 0. For, c , 0 and ∆1∆2 , 0, these
conditions cannot be satisfied at the same time.

In a word, the system will always have real eigen energies.
These results on the nature of the eigenenergies can be ex-
plained by the symmetry related to the different types of non-
reciprocal. For the in-phase tunneling case ∆1∆2 > 0, the
symmetry of the system is unbroken since the system can be
transformed into a Hermitian one with Ŝ . Therefore, the real
eigen energies are guaranteed. While it is not a necessary re-
sult for the anti-phase case ∆1∆2 < 0 . Although the non-
linearity c makes EPs disappear in the evolution of En, the
eigenvalues of one energy state are still complex. For these
two cases, it is inevitable to have different effects on the evo-
lution of states. So next we will analyze the dynamic evolution
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FIG. 4. The interference patterns of the population probability
|α1|

2 at time t = 50/∆ as a function of ε0/∆ and ω/∆ in the state
(α1(0), β1(0)) = (0, 1), (α2(0), β2(0)) = (0, 1) with (a) c/∆ = 0,
∆1∆2 > 0, (b) c/∆ = 1.05, ∆1∆2 > 0, (c) c/∆ = 0, ∆1∆2 < 0,
and (d) c/∆ = 1.05, ∆1∆2 < 0. The other parameters are chosen
as k = 2, A/∆ = 2.5. The white area is singular, and |α1|

2 tends to
infinity.

of the two cases based on the method of the projective Hilbert
space.

III. NONLINEAR NON-HERMITIAN LZSM
INTERFEROMETRY

In the nonlinear Hermitian LZ system, The LZSM inter-
ference patterns can be destructive or constructive, which are
determined by the Stückelberg phases and the nonlinearity can
strongly change the features of the LZSM interferometry. As
shown in Fig. 4, the interference pattern of |α1|

2 is axisymmet-
ric for the linear in-phase tunneling case (c = 0, ∆1∆2 > 0). In
the nonlinear case (c , 0), the symmetry of the interference
pattern is destroyed (as shown in Fig. 4b). When c = 0 and
∆1∆2 < 0, the Eps make the interference patterns divergent
and form a singular region (white area in Fig. 4c). It is hard
to study the influence of each parameter on the features of the
LZSM interferometry. Next, we propose the concept of pro-
jective Hilbert space (see AppendixC for detail) and find the
effect of the nonreciprocity k.

Through equations (8), without losing generality, the quan-
tum state |ψr〉 can be defined as

|ψr〉 = eµ(t)+iν(t)|ψ̃〉 = eµ(t)+iν(t)
(

ã
b̃

)
, (15)

with the normalization relation 〈ψ̃|ψ̃〉 = 1 (µ and ν are two real

parameters), where |ψ̃〉 =

(
ã
b̃

)
is the quantum state in the pro-

jective Hilbert space. Then, we draw the normalized interfer-
ence patterns |ã|2 = |α1|

2/(|α1|
2 + |β1|

2) (see Fig.5). Comparing
with |α1|

2, the regulation of the parameters on the |ã|2 interfer-
ence pattern are emerge when c = 0. This is because the
LZSM interference is determined by the Stückelberg phases.
The phases accumulated in the evolution process are retained
in the quantum states |ψ̃〉 in the projective Hilbert space by

FIG. 5. The interference patterns of the projective state population
probability |ã|2 at time t = 50/∆ as a function of ε0/∆ and ω/∆ in the
state (α1(t0), β1(t0)) = (0, 1), (α2(t0), β2(t0)) = (0, 1) in the anti-phase
tunneling case ∆1∆2 < 0 with (a) c/∆ = 0, k = 2, (b) c/∆ = 1.05, k =

2, (c) c/∆ = 0, k = 1/2, and (d) c/∆ = 1.05, k = 1/2.

removing the divergence caused by the non-Hermitian term
em(t). In Fig.5, when c = 0, the populations of the correspond-
ing the projective quantum states in the singular region of the
quantum states are limited to the values affected by the nonre-
ciprocity k. To further reveal the influence of parameter k, we
next start from the simplest case with c = 0 and then analyze
the case with c , 0. Then, we demonstrated the validity and
accuracy of the proposed method and numerical results in the
weak-coupling limit.

A. The effect of noncrciprocity and the projective quantum
states in the linear non-Hermitian system

Assuming c = 0, the Hamiltonian of the system (7) be-
comes

ĤmF =

( γ
2

∆1
2

∆2
2 −

γ
2

)
, (16)

where ∆1∆2 < 0. Consider the quantum state |ψr〉 = eµ+iν|ψ̃〉 =

eµ+iν

(
ã
b̃

)
, and Eq. (8), one can get

µ̇ = −
i
2
〈ψ̃|Ĥ − Ĥ†|ψ̃〉,

ν̇ = −
1
2
〈ψ̃|Ĥ + Ĥ†|ψ̃〉 + i〈ψ̃| ˙̃ψ〉,

(17)

Substituting Eq. (17) and the definition |ψ̃〉 =

(
ã
b̃

)
≡(

sin θ
2 eiϕ

cos θ
2

)
into equation (8), we have (see Appendix C for
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FIG. 6. The dynamical evolution trajectory of the projective right
quantum state of the system (16) on the Bloch sphere with the dif-
ferent non-Hermitian: (a) k = 2 and (b) k = 1/2. The numerical
simulation parameters: A

∆
= 2.5, ε0 = 0 and the initial condition is

(ã, b̃) = (0, 1). The z-axis coordinates of the points of the red dashed
circle on the Bloch sphere are z0 = cos θ0 = 1−k2

1+k2 .

details)

θ̇ = −∆1 sinϕ cos2 θ

2
− ∆2 sinϕ sin2 θ

2
,

ϕ̇ = −γ −
∆1

2
cot

θ

2
cosϕ +

∆2

2
tan

θ

2
cosϕ,

µ̇ =
∆2 − ∆1

4
sin θ sinϕ,

ν̇ =
γ

2
−

∆2

2
tan

θ

2
cosϕ.

(18)

For ε0 = 0, when the time is long enough, the projective state
will always be on a certain circle (θ̇ = 0) of the Bloch sphere
(see Fig.6). By Eq. (18), we can get the equation of the circle
where the projective quantum state finally lies. surprisingly,
we find the correlation between k and θ0 = limt→∞ θ as

k2 = tan2 θ0

2
. (19)

Therefore, in combination with Fig.5, we can explain why
|ã|2 is limited to a certain value in the singular region.

B. The influence of interaction and non-Hermitian on
population in the projective Hilbert space

In the nonlinear Hermitian system[33], i.e ∆ = ∆1 = ∆2,
when ε0 = 0 and A � ω, the population of the system will
have the self-trapping phase transition and the Josephson os-
cillation under the different nonlinearities, and the boundary
line is c/∆ = 2[67, 69]. Based on this, we next study the non-
linear non-Hermitian LZSM interference patterns for ε0 = 0
with different nonlinearities c, non-Hermitian parameters k
and mean amplitudes ∆ [see Fig.7 and Fig.9].

Firstly, we consider the in-phase tunneling case ∆1∆2 > 0,
where the symmetry of the system is unbroken. For the Her-
mitian Hamiltonian Ĥh, near the boundary of two different os-
cillations, the maximum population of the self-trapping region
is 0.5, and then the amplitude gradually decreases with the in-
crease of c/∆. The populations of the state for non-Hermitian

FIG. 7. The nonlinear non-Hermitian LZSM interference patterns
with different nonlinearities (a) k = 2, and (b) k = 1/2 for weak
driving at ε0 = 0 and the in-phase tunneling case ∆1∆2 > 0: the
projective population |ã|2 as a function of ∆/ω and c/ω for A/ω =

0.05 from the initial time t0 = 0 to t = 2π/ω , The red dashed-dotted
line (with slope 1/2) is plotted to denote the boundary between the
different oscillations.

Hamiltonian Ĥ with ∆1 , ∆2 is only different from those for
the Hermitian Hamiltonian Ĥh in a weight of k as shown in
Eq. (13). Therefore, we can get |ã|2 = k2|b̃|2 at the boundary
similar with the Hermitian case. Therefore, the boundary line
c/∆ = 2 (red dashed line in Fig.7) between the two regions
(self-trapping and Josephson oscillation) is the same as that in
the Hermitian system. The amplitude of the population of the
projective quantum state is determined by the nonreciprocal k
as show in Fig.7(a) and (b). Then, we consider the dynamical
evolution of the projective quantum state near the boundary,
by Eq. (8) and (15), one can obtain

θ̇r =ImA sin θr − ∆1 sinϕr cos2 θ
r

2
− ∆2 sinϕr sin2 θ

r

2
,

ϕ̇r = − γ − ReA −
∆1

2
cot

θr

2
cosϕr +

∆2

2
tan

θr

2
cosϕr,

µ̇r = −
ImA

2
cos θr +

∆2 − ∆1

4
sin θr sinϕr,

ν̇r =
γ

2
+

ReA
2
−

∆2

2
tan

θr

2
cosϕr.

(20)

with the right quantum state |ψr〉 =

(
α1
β1

)
= eµ

r+iνr

(
ã
b̃

)
=

eµ
r+iνr

(
sin θr

2 eiϕr

cos θr

2

)
, and

θ̇l = − ImA sin θl − ∆2 sinϕl cos2 θ
l

2
− ∆1 sinϕl sin2 θ

l

2
,

ϕ̇l = − γ − ReA −
∆2

2
cot

θl

2
cosϕl +

∆1

2
tan

θl

2
cosϕl,

µ̇l =
ImA

2
cos θl +

∆1 − ∆2

4
sin θl sinϕl,

ν̇l =
γ

2
+

ReA
2
−

∆1

2
tan

θl

2
cosϕl.

(21)

with the left quantum state |ψl〉 =

(
α2
β2

)
= eµ

l+iνl

(
ãl

b̃l

)
=

eµ
l+iνl

(
sin θl

2 eiϕl

cos θl

2

)
, where A ≡ c(α1α

∗
2 − β1β

∗
2). By numerical

simulation, we give the dynamical evolution of the projective
right state on the Bloch sphere near the boundary c/∆ = 2 in
Fig.8.
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FIG. 8. The dynamics of the projective states represented by the
trajectories spherical coordinates (θ, φ) on the Bloch sphere in the
in-phase tunneling case ∆1∆2 > 0 with different strengths of nonlin-
earity and nonreciprocity: (a) c/∆ = 1.9, k = 2, (b) c/∆ = 2, k = 2,
(c) c/∆ = 2.1, k = 2, (d) c/∆ = 1.9, k = 1/2, (e) c/∆ = 2, k = 1/2,
and (f) c/∆ = 2.1, k = 1/2. The other parameters are chosen as
A
ω

= 0.05, ε0 = 3, and the initial state is (ã, b̃) = (0, 1). The z-
axis axis coordinates of the red dashed circle on the Bloch sphere
are z0 = cos θ0 = 1−k2

1+k2 , and the z-axis axis coordinates of the green
dashed circle on the Bloch sphere are z

′

0 = 0.

When c/∆ > 2, the projective states can only evolve on
the surface of the Bloch sphere above the red dashed circle as
shown in Fig. 8 (b), (c), (e) and (f). The red circle represent
the projective states of which the relative population differ-
ence |b̃|2 − |ã|2 is 1−k2

k2+1 = cos θ0. By |ã|2 = k2|b̃|2 and the nor-
malization condition, cos θ0 = |b̃|2 − |ã|2 labels the boundary
between the self-trapping region and the Josephson oscilla-
tion region. As we discussed before, the nonreciprocal k does
not affect the constructive interference and destructive inter-
ference, but affects the the relative population difference of
the state. When k is larger, the relative population difference
at the boundary between the two regions are smaller [see the
red circle in Fig. 8(a-c) and (d-f)] and the projective popula-
tion probability |ã|2 are smaller [see Fig. 7 (a) and (b)]. For
the anti-phase tunneling case ∆1∆2 < 0, because of the exis-
tence of EPs in the linear case c = 0, the projective quantum
states reaches self-trapping region no matter how weak the
nonlinearity is. The trajectories of the projective states on the
Bloch sphere will always above the red dashed circles which
label the boundaries between the self-trapping region and the
Josephson oscillation region as shown in Fig.9. the maximum
population of the projective quantum state is still affected by
the nonreciprocity k as shown in Eq. (19) and Fig.10(a-d).

FIG. 9. The nonlinear non-Hermitian LZSM interference patterns
with different nonlinearities (a) k = 2, and (b) k = 1/2 for weak
driving at ε0 = 0 and the anti-phase tunneling case ∆1∆2 < 0: the
projective population |ã|2 as a function of ∆/ω and c/ω for A/ω =

0.05 from the initial time t0 = 0 to t = 2π/ω.

FIG. 10. The dynamics of the projective states represented by the tra-
jectories spherical coordinates (θ, φ) on the Bloch sphere in the anti-
phase tunneling case ∆1∆2 < 0 with different strengths of nonlinear-
ity and nonreciprocity: (a) c/∆ = 0.1, k = 2, (b) c/∆ = 1, k = 2, (c)
c/∆ = 0.1, k = 1/2, and (d) c/∆ = 1, k = 1/2. The other parameters
are chosen as A

ω
= 0.05, ε0 = 3, and the initial state is (ã, b̃) = (0, 1).

The z-axis coordinates of the red dashed circle on the Bloch sphere
are z0 = cos θ0 = 1−k2

1+k2 , and the z-axis coordinates of the green dashed
circle on the Bloch sphere are z

′

0 = 0.

Compare Fig Fig.10(b) and (d) with Fig.10(a) and (c), it is
easy to find that the stronger the nonlinearity, the stronger the
degree of self-trapping effect.

C. Weak-coupling limit of the projective quantum states:
∆ � ω

When the weak-coupling limit is considered, the adia-
batic energy levels will be difficult to transition in the near-
degenerate region. However, in this approximation, we only
make |ãg(t)|2 ∼ |ãg(t0)|2 and |b̃g(t)|2 ∼ |b̃g(t0)|2 where g = r, l.
Assuming that the initial condition is (ãg(t0), b̃g(t0)) = (0, 1),
the quantum state can always be written in the following form:

|ψg(t)〉 = eµ
g(t)+iνg(t)

(
0
1

)
, (22)
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FIG. 11. Time evolution of the projective population probability |ã|2

for weak coupling in the in-phase tunneling case ∆1∆2 > 0, with
different nonlinearities: (a) c/ω = 0, k = 2, (b) c/ω = 0.5, k = 2 and
(c) c/ω = 1, k = 2. (d) c/ω = 0, k = 1/2, (e) c/ω = 0.5, k = 1/2
and (f) c/ω = 1, k = 1/2. The other parameters are A/ω = 10.5,
∆/ω = 0.05, and ε0/ω = 3.

where g = r, l. By Eqs. (8),(17) and (22), we get µ̇r(t)+iν̇r(t)+
µ̇l(t) − iν̇l(t) = 0. This means

β1(t)β∗2(t) − α1(t)α∗2(t) ∼ β1(t0)β∗2(t0) − α1(t0)α∗2(t0), (23)

Based on this approximation, we can transform the dynamic
of the system from Schrödinger picture to Dirac picture by in-
troducing the gauge transformation φr(t) = U(t)ϕr(t) [U(t) =
ε0
2t −

A cos(ωt)
2ω + c

2 (β1β
∗
2 − α1α

∗
2) with ϕr(t) = [α̃1, β̃1]T ] [33].

Under the new basis, the nonlinear dynamic Eqs. (8) become
(Assuming ∆1 > 0):

i
∂

∂t

(
α̃1
β̃1

)
=

(
0 kΩ

(−1) j

k Ω∗ 0

) (
α̃1
β̃1

)
, (24)

and

i
∂

∂t

(
α̃2
β̃2

)
=

(
0 (−1) j

k Ω∗

kΩ 0

) (
α̃2
β̃2

)
(25)

with

Ω =
∆

2
eiΦ(t), Φ(t) = ε0t −

A cos(ωt)
ω

+ ct, (26)

and j = 1, 2 corresponding to the anti-phase case ∆2 < 0
and in-phase case ∆2 > 0, respectively. Ω denotes the field-
induced Rabi frequency where Φ(t) is the relative phase of
two diabatic energy levels. The nonreciprocity k in front of

0
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(d) c/ =0.5

(b) c/ =0.5

(c) c/ =0

(a) c/ =0

exact
approximate

FIG. 12. Time evolution of the Projective quantum state population
probability |ã|2 for weak coupling in the anti-phase tunneling case
∆1∆2 < 0, with different nonlinearities: (a) c/ω = 0, k = 2 and (b)
c/ω = 0.5, k = 2. (c) c/ω = 0, k = 1/2 and (d) c/ω = 0.5, k = 1/2.
The other parameters are A/ω = 10.5, ∆/ω = 0.05, and ε0/ω = 3.

Ω correspond to the weight of the populations of the projec-
tive quantum state. Thus, we can understand the fact that the
maximums value of the populations under the self-trapping
regions change with k2 in the in-phase case ∆1∆2 > 0. In a
full cycle, Φ(t) can be approximately written as

Φ(t) w
∫ t3

t1
(ε0 + c − nω)dt =

2π
ω

(ε0 + c − nω) (27)

with n = 0,±1,±2, .... When Φm = 2mπ, i.e. c + ε0 ' (n +

m)ω = dω (m, d = 0,±1,±2, ...), the patterns are constructive.
While, the patterns will be destructive when Φm = (2m + 1

2 )π,.
By calculating the nonlinear equation (8), the linear equa-
tion(24), we can get the exact solution and approximate solu-
tion respectively. In Fig.11, we show multi-period LZSM in-
terference fringes with different characteristics in the in-phase
tunneling case ∆2 > 0. when c = 0, 1, i.e., Φm = 2mπ,
the patterns are constructive, and when c = 0.5, 1.5, i.e.,
Φm = (2m + 1

2 )π, the patterns are destructive. In all non-
linear cases, the two are consistent. In Fig.12, we show the
anti-phase tunneling case ∆2 < 0. Like the in-phase tunneling
case, the constructive interference and destructive interference
only depend on m, and the nonreciprocity k only affect the
maximal value of the projective population probability |ã|2.

IV. CONCLUSION

In this work, we have studied the non-Hermitian nonlin-
ear LZSM interferometry in which the non-Hermicity is from
the nonreciprocal tunnelings between the bosons. By using
the mean-field approximation and projective Hilbert space,
the effect of nonreciprocity and nonlinearity on the energy
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spectrum, the dynamics, and the formation of the interfer-
ence fringes have been studied. The results show that dif-
ferent types of reciprocity correspond to different types of
symmetries of the system. For the in-phase tunneling case
∆1∆2 > 0, the system can be transformed into a Hermitian one
with a nonunitary transformation. It has the same energy spec-
trum and boundary between the Josephson region and the self-
trapping region as the Hermitian one. While it is not a neces-
sary result for the anti-phase case ∆1∆2 < 0. The EPs can only
exist in its linear case c = 0 and the eigenvalues of one en-
ergy state will be complex in its nonlinear case. There is only
a self-trapping region in this case since the evolution of the
projective states will always be above the boundary when the
nonlinearity exists. For the LZSM interferometry, the strength
of the nonreciprocity k is found to take an essential role in the
population of the projective state and determine the maximal

values and strengths of the interference patterns in the projec-
tive space. Finally, under the weak-coupling approximation,
we found that the types and strengths of the nonreciprocity do
not affect the conditions of destructive and constructive inter-
ference. It only depends on the strength of nonlinearity. Our
result provides a possible way to study the parameters of a
non-Hermitian nonlinear two-level system and its related ex-
ternal fields by the LZSM interferometry.
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Appendix A: Semi-classical Hamiltonian

In the non-Hermitian system, let Ĥ be a non-Hermitian Hamiltonian with a complete biorthonormal eigenbasis {|ψr
n〉, |ψ

l
n〉},

the orthogonal normalization of the quantum states are

〈ψr
n|ψ

l
m〉 = δnm. (A1)

Similarly, for system (1), in the mean-field approximation, the coherent state should be written as

|Ψr
sc〉 =

1
√

N!
(α1â† + β1b̂†)N |∅〉, (A2)

|Ψl
sc〉 =

1
√

N!
(α2â† + β2b̂†)N |∅〉, (A3)

According to the normalization condition 〈Ψl
sc|Ψ

r
sc〉 = 1:

α1α
∗
2 + β1β

∗
2 = 1. (A4)

Then, applying the Hamiltonian of system (1) to the right quantum state |Ψr
sc〉 , one can obtain

Ĥ|ψr
S C〉 =

[
γ

2
â†â − b̂†b̂ +

∆2

2
â†b̂ +

∆1

2
âb̂† −

c
4N

(â†â − b̂†b̂)2)
]

1
√

N!

N∑
r=0

Cr
N(α1â†)N−r(β1b̂†)r |∅〉, (A5)

When calculating the expectation value of an observable, the quantum states of the systems are normalized. So in the system
(1), the expectation value of Ĥ0 should be written as

〈Ψl
sc|Ĥ0|Ψ

r
sc〉 =

Nγ
2

N∑
r=0

(N − 1)!
(N − r − 1)!r!

(α1α
∗
2)N−r−1(β1β

∗
2)rα1α

∗
2 −

Nγ
2

N∑
r=0

(N − 1)!
(N − r)!(r − 1)!

(α1α
∗
2)N−r(β1β

∗
2)r−1β1β

∗
2

+N(
∆2

2

N∑
r=0

Cr
N−1(N − r)(α1α

∗
2)N−r−1(β1β

∗
2)rα∗2β1 +

∆1

2

N∑
r=0

Cr−1
N−1r(α1α

∗
2)N−r(β1β

∗
2)r−1α1β

∗
2)

+

N∑
r=0

Cr−1
N−1r(α1α

∗
2)N−r(β1β

∗
2)r−1α1β

∗
2) −

cN
4

(β1β
∗
2 − α1α

∗
2)2

=
Nγ
2

(α1α
∗
2 − β1β

∗
2) +

N∆2

2
(α∗2β1) +

N∆1

2
(α1β

∗
2) −

cN
4

(β1β
∗
2 − α1α

∗
2)2,

(A6)

The expectation value of each particle is

ĤM =
〈Ψl

sc|Ĥ0|Ψ
r
sc〉

N
= −

c
4

(β1β
∗
2 − α1α

∗
2)2 +

∆2

2
(α∗2β1) +

∆2

2
(α1β

∗
2) +

γ

2
(α1α

∗
2 − β1β

∗
2). (A7)



9

Appendix B: Derivation of the Energy level equation

In the non-Hermitian system, the Hamiltonian Ĥ has a complete biorthonormal eigenbasis {|ψr
n〉, |ψ

l
n〉} of satisfying

Ĥ|φr
n〉 = En|φ

r
n〉, (B1)

Ĥ†|φl
n〉 = E∗n|φ

l
n〉, (B2)

〈φl
m|φ

r
n〉 = δmn, (n = 1, 2, ...) (B3)

By equations (B1), we can naturally conclude that the adiabatic basis of the system (7) satisfies

Fα1 +
i∆
2
β1 = Eα1,

i∆
2
α1 − Fβ1 = Eβ1, (B4)

F∗α2 −
i∆
2
β2 = E∗α1, −

i∆
2
α2 − F∗β2 = E∗β2, (B5)

α1α
∗
2 + β1β

∗
2 = 1. (B6)

where F ≡ γ
2 + c

2 (β1β
∗
2 − α1α

∗
2). To derive non-trivial solutions of Eqs. (B1) and (B2), we must ensure that |Ĥ − EÎ| = 0 and

|Ĥ† − E∗ Î| = 0 (Î is an identity matrix). Namely,

E2 − F2 +
∆2

4
= 0, (B7)

E∗2 − F∗2 +
∆2

4
= 0, (B8)

By (B4) and the complex conjugate of Eq. (B5), we have

α1α
∗
2

β1β
∗
2

= −
4(E + F)2

∆2 , (B9)

By the normalization (B6) and Eq. (B7), it becomes

β1β
∗
2 =

E − F
2E

, (B10)

Therefore,

F ≡
γ

2
+

c
2

(β1β
∗
2 − α1α

∗
2) =

γ

2
−

cF
2E

. (B11)

Substitute Eq. (B11) into Eq. (B7), we finally have

E4 + cE3 +
1
4

(c2 − γ2 + ∆2)E2 +
c∆2

4
E +

∆2c2

16
= 0. (B12)

Appendix C: The projective space for non-Hermitian quantum system

Consider the following Schrödinger equation

i
d
dt
|ψ(t)〉 = Ĥ|ψ(t)〉, (C1)
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where Ĥ is generally a non-Hermitian Hamiltonian. Let us define |ψ(t)〉 = eµ+iν|ψ̃(t)〉with the normalization relation 〈ψ̃(t)|ψ̃(t)〉 =

1 (µ and ν are two real parameters). From Eq. (C1) and its Hermitian conjugation, one can get

µ̇ = −
i
2
〈ψ̃|Ĥ − Ĥ†|ψ̃〉, (C2)

and

ν̇ = −
1
2
〈ψ̃|Ĥ + Ĥ†|ψ̃〉 + i〈ψ̃| ˙̃ψ〉. (C3)

One has to keep mind that the above deduction is some different from what had been done by using adjoint equation of (C1).
In quantum theory with Hermitian Hamiltonian systems, |ψ(t)〉 and |ψ̃(t)〉 are equivalence, since the time evolution is unitary

(probability preserving) and they are only different in a global phase. Under this equivalence, |ψ̃(t)〉 can be employed as a vector
on so-called projective Hilbert space of the system. However, for a system with a non-Hermitian Hamiltonian, the time evolution
is not unitary. Hence, though the state vectors only differ in norms, they may describe different system states. Nevertheless, we
can still formally set up the projective Hilbert space for a non-Hermitian system by using |ψ̃(t)〉 as a state on it.

Based on the above definition, from Eqs. (C2) and (C3), we can see that one can obtain the norm increment and the global
phase of the state acquiring in its time evolution only from the trace in the projective space, the latter is as the same as for
Hermitian systems. The global phase and its relation with the projective Hilbert space plays significant role in geometric
(topology) properties of Hermitian quantum systems. Therefore, it may be interesting to study the geometric properties of a
non-Hermitian system in such a point of view.

In order to show such discussions clearly, we employ a two-level system, describing physics of two coupled sites with gain
and loss, of which the counterpart Hermitian system also plays a role in illustrating the geometric properties of quantum systems.
The time evolution of such a two-level system is described by a 2 × 2 matrix Hamiltonian system by the following equation,

i
d
dt

(
a
b

)
=

(
H11 H12
H21 H22

) (
a
b

)
, (C4)

Then following the definition |ψ(t)〉 = eµ+iν|ψ̃(t)〉, one can get

d
dt

(iµ − ν)ã + i
d
dt

ã = H11ã + H12b̃, (C5)

d
dt

(iµ − ν)b̃ + i
d
dt

b̃ = H21ã + H22b̃, (C6)

Combining with their complex conjugations, and considering |ã|2 + |b̃|2 = 1, we can easily verify the equations (C2) and (C3).

For convenience and without losing generality, we then construct the vector in the projective space for a state |ψ(t)〉 =

(
a
b

)
with |ψ̃(t)〉 =

(
ãeiϕ

b̃

)
, ã = a√

|a|2+|b|2
, b̃ = b√

|a|2+|b|2
, and ϕ = arg(a) − arg(b). By denoting z = |b|2 − |a|2 which is just the relative

population difference of the two levels, it then can be mapped to a sphere, the so-called Bloch sphere, with the coordinates (ϕ, z).
From Eq. (C3), we can obtain the evolution of the total phase

d
dt
β = −1/2〈ψ̃|Ĥ + Ĥ†|ψ̃〉 + 1/2(1 − z)

dϕ
dt
. (C7)

This equation is the same as what had been obtained for Hermitian systems by Aharonov and Anandan excepting that in the
dynamic part Hermitian Hamiltonian Ĥ is replaced by (Ĥ + Ĥ†)/2. The second part in the right hand of the above equation
is known as the geometric part. One can easily prove that, if the trace of the evolution is closed in the projective space, the
geometric phase just equals to the half of solid angle of the close path on the Bloch sphere, which is just the so-called AA phase,
the geometric phase of cyclic state.
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