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A biorthonormal-block density-matrix renormalization group algorithm is proposed to compute
properties of non-Hermitian many-body systems, in which a structured low-rank approximation to
a non-Hermitian reduced density matrix is implemented to fulfill the prerequisite for the biorthonor-
mality of the renormalization transformation and to optimally construct a saved space as well. A
redundancy assigned to the saved space of the reduced density matrix is exploited to reduce a condi-
tion number resulting from the left and right transformation matrices, thus ensuring the numerical
stability of the renormalization procedure. The algorithm is successfully applied to an interact-
ing fermionic Su-Schrieffer-Heeger model with both nonreciprocal hoppings and staggered complex
chemical potential, exhibiting novel many-body phenomena in the ground-state phase diagram.

Non-Hermitian quantum systems in recent years have
become of great interest in the exploration of the intrigu-
ing biorthogonal physics associated with nontrivial topol-
ogy [1], exceptional points (EPs) [2], and non-Hermitian
skin effects [3]. These phenomena are expected to be ob-
servable in photonic quantum walks [4], ultracold atomic
gases [5], and other interdisciplinary studies [6–8]. More
recently, non-Hermitian many-body effects have been
increasingly addressed for spin liquids [9], topological
states [10–16], and fractional quantum Hall states [17].
However, most efforts so far have mainly been cast into
a few integrable models [18, 19] and special limits [20],
demanding more efficient numerical tools.

Density-matrix renormalization group (DMRG) has
achieved great success in studies of low-energy proper-
ties of a number of (quasi-)one-dimensional (1D) interact-
ing systems [23, 24] and in extension to two-dimensional
cases, but it does not yet seem to be available for
non-Hermitian Hamiltonian systems [10, 20]. A non-
Hermitian Hamiltonian H maps a right eigenstate to the
corresponding left one, as sketched in Fig. 1(a), which
gives rise to a non-Hermitian reduced density matrix ρ.
Consequently, a DMRG procedure is defined to construct
successively both the left Hilbert space H̄ and the right
one H, as depicted in Fig. 1(b), in terms of the truncated
left and right spaces of ρ, which form two transformation
matrices simultaneously to renormalize the Hamiltonian
H◁

gn for the left semi-chain (◁) in the n-th step of the
infinite-chain algorithm [23, 24]. The procedure ends
when the computed quantities converge, corresponding
to the infinite-block-size limit of gn = ∞. In a Hermi-
tian case, H ≡ H̄, and there exists a unitary operator
Un (written as a matrix hereafter) and an operation Un

such that a renormalization group (RG) transformation
H◁

gn+1
= Un[H

◁
gn ] = U†

nH
◁
gnUn can be carried out be-

tween two successive block sizes of gn+1 and gn. The
bare counterpart H◁

g1≡1 ≡ H◁ is thus directed towards
a fixed point H◁

∞ = U∞[· · ·U1[H
◁]] following an RG

trajectory [25]. On the contrary, in a non-Hermitian
system where H ̸= H̄ for n > 1, a similarity transfor-

mation of Yn[H
◁
gn ] = ȲnH

◁
gnYn has to be constructed

to preserve its spectrum, and Ȳn ̸= Y −1
n when trunca-

tion is made. As a result, a fixed point is reached with
H◁

∞ = Y∞[· · ·Y1[H
◁]]. This feature can be demonstrated

in a pseudo-Hermitian case, where an invertible matrix
η is used to find an equivalent Hermitian Hamiltonian
H◁(h) via the transformation H◁(h) = ηH◁η−1 [26]. Sub-
sequently, a unitary matrix Un = ηYnη

−1 can be found
to ensure that the fixed point of H◁ aligns with that of
H◁(h) using standard DMRG iterations. However, more
general non-Hermitian systems, which may involve intri-
cate many-body interactions proposed in recent theoret-
ical studies, inevitably pose severe challenges [20].

Inspiringly, the transfer-matrix renormalization group
(TMRG) method has been successfully developed to han-
dle a peculiar non-Hermitian matrix, presented in a
special form of a transfer-matrix product that is tai-
lored for computing thermodynamic properties in (quasi-
)1D [24]. Since then, more efforts have been devoted
to solving problems related to non-Hermitian Hamilto-
nians, which simulate dynamical phase transitions [27],
electron motion in artificial fluxes [28], reaction-diffusion
equations [29], and quantum stochastic processes [30–32].
These studies strikingly call for the exploration of a gen-
eral non-Hermitian DMRG algorithm to confront both
the complex similarity transformation and numerical sta-
bility, essentially to ensure the reliability of calculations.

In this letter, we develop a biorthonormal-block
DMRG (bbDMRG) algorithm that tackles the challenges
encountered in the practical implementation of similar-
ity transformations, which are constructed in terms of
the optimally selected bases. Our algorithm introduces a
structured low-rank approximation of the non-Hermitian
reduced density matrix, takes advantage of redundant
degrees of freedom to mitigate numerical instability, and
employs an advanced two-sided Krylov-Schur-restarted
Arnoldi (TS-KSRA) diagonalization technique [33]. It
enables large-scale numerical simulations far beyond
the capabilities of existing methods. Successful ap-
plications of our algorithm are shown to reveal non-
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1FIG. 1. (Color online) (a) A sketch of the decompositions
of the biorthonormal left and right eigenstates of H with re-
spect to two semi-chains. (b) A schematic RG display of dual
spaces H̄ and H corresponding to H◁

gn of the left semi-chain.
(c–f) Tests on the SSH model (4) under open boundary con-
ditions. (c) and (d) Block-diagonal forms of ρ with t1 = 1.5,
t2 ≈ 0.96 [21], γ = V = 2, and a chain of N = 4 unit cells
segmented into two subsets of 5 left and 3 right sites. (c)
GEVD-based Jordan normal form [22] consisting of ordinary
eigenvalues (■ in black box), rank-2 Jordan block (red box),
and null spaces (2). (d) Two-block-diagonal form by a two-
step technique (see text). (e) |λρ

α −wα| between the singular
value λρ

α and weight wα for N = 50, m = 100, t1 = 0.7 and
V = 5. (f) Absolute errors δe0 and δ∆ for the exact ground-
state energy e0 and the gap ∆ = e1 − e0, respectively, versus
the truncation dimension m for N = 50, t1 = 0.7 and V = 0.

Hermitian many-body effects in the interacting fermionic
Su–Schrieffer–Heeger (SSH) chain.

Biorthonormal-block representation. Two mutually
dual spaces are necessarily used in the RG transformation
over non-Hermitian Hamiltonians H◁,▷ [34] and other op-
erators for either left (◁) or right (▷) semi-chains. The left
eigenstate ⟨Ψ̄| and the right one |Ψ⟩ holding ⟨Ψ̄|Ψ⟩ = 1,
obey a pro forma variational principle min|⟨Ψ̄|H|Ψ⟩ − e|
with H = H◁ +H◁▷ +H▷, where H◁▷ couples two semi-
chains, the complex energy e is presumably predeter-
mined, such that ⟨Ψ̄|H = e ⟨Ψ̄| and H |Ψ⟩ = e |Ψ⟩.

Analogous to DMRG for the Hermitian case, our bb-
DMRG algorithm looks for a fixed point of targeted-state
wave functions, as illustrated in Fig. 1(a,b),

⟨Ψ̄|=
∑

α,α′

⟨ȳα| Θ̄α,α′ ⟨z̄α′ | , |Ψ⟩=
∑

α,α′

|yα⟩Θα,α′ |zα′⟩ . (1)

Both are partitioned into ◁ and ▷ parts with dimen-
sions of d◁ and d▷, respectively, and the total dimension
dT = d◁d▷. The basis sets ⟨ȳα|, ⟨z̄α′ |, |yα⟩ and |zα′⟩ are
linked to bare counterparts through similarity transfor-
mation matrices Ȳ , Z̄, Y and Z, respectively [22], where
⟨ȳα|yα′⟩ = ⟨z̄α|zα′⟩ = δα,α′ and Ȳ Y = Z̄Z = 1. Matrices
Θ̄ and Θ are nondiagonal, unlike the biorthonormal ma-
trix product representation suited for Perron states [35].

To elucidate the bbDMRG algorithm, we focus on the
left semi-chain with a non-Hermitian reduced density ma-
trix ρ = tr▷ |Ψ⟩⟨Ψ̄|. It is a key concept that the m most
optimal pairs of ⟨ȳα| and |yα⟩ are presumably constructed
into a saved (s) space Ȳ (s) and Y (s) for the RG transfor-
mation, while the rest is discarded (d) as Ȳ (d) and Y (d).
It turns out that ρ may be written as a block diagonal

ρ =
(
Y (s) Y (d)

)(B(s) 0
0 B(d)

)(
Ȳ (s)

Ȳ (d)

)
, (2)

which defines ρ(s,d) = Y (s,d)B(s,d)Ȳ (s,d) with two block
matrices B(s,d) such that [ρ(s), ρ(d)] = 0. As seen in
Figs. 1(c, d), B(s,d) can be either a dense matrix or com-
posed of some subblocks in diagonal, including 1× 1 ma-
trix with an eigenvalue ζα or a nondiagonalizable Jordan
block, and ρ(s) is a low-rank approximation to ρ [22].

Prior to constructing B(s), it is necessary to address
a crucial issue of how optimal a saved space could be as
revealed by the error ε = |tr[(ρ − ρ(s))O]| = |tr(ρ(d)O)|
for the left-right (LR) measurement ⟨O⟩lr = ⟨Ψ̄|O|Ψ⟩ of
a physical quantity O [22, 23, 36]. Similar to DMRG,
although it is impossible to directly estimate ε because
O and ρ are coupled, its upper bound (UB) can be
found [36]. In particular, von Neumann’s trace inequal-

ity [37] gives rise to ε ≤ ∑
α λρ(d)

α λO
α ≡ ε1, where λρ(d)

α

and λO
α correspond to the singular values of ρ(d) and O

sorted in descending order. By introducing a =
∑

α λO
α , a

larger UB is given as ε ≤ ε1 ≤ ε2 = a∥ρ(d)∥2 with ∥ρ(d)∥2
being the 2-norm of ρ(d). According to the Eckart-Young-
Mirsky theorem widely used in tensor algorithms [38],
∥ρ(d)∥2 has a minimum value of λρ

m+1, which is the
(m+1)-th largest singular value of ρ. Consequently, one
formally obtains ε2 = aλρ

m+1 as the UB of ε, consistent
with that for Hermitian cases. In practice, unfortunately,
it is known to be an NP-hard problem to simultaneously
minimize ε2 as well as satisfy the non-unitary RG re-
quirement for spanning H̄ and H in order to achieve the
best structured low-rank approximation [39].

The strict condition on ϵ2 can be significantly relaxed
in practical applications. To achieve this, we sort the
eigenvalue spectra {ζα} of ρ in descending order of the
semi-positive weight wα = |ζα|. This allows for the intro-
duction of a larger UB ε3 = aκwm+1 ≥ ε2 after utilizing
Cauchy–Schwarz inequality [22], where κ = ∥Ȳ ∥2∥Y ∥2 is
a condition number. It turns out that both κ and wm+1

are supposed to be minimized as much as possible in the
implementation of Ȳ (s) and Y (s). Specifically, κ mea-
sures the deviation strength of the non-Hermitian ρ from



3

the best approximation of all possible Hermitian ones to
some extent. For Hermitian cases, κ = 1 and wα = ζα,
resulting in ε3 = ε2 as anticipated [23]. In non-Hermitian
cases, the block diagonalization of ρ can be executed in

a way that the minimum w
(s)
min for B(s) is larger than the

maximum w
(d)
max for B(d) [22]. We note that the singular

value and eigenvalue spectra of ρ have a consistent profile
with λρ

min ≤ wα ≤ λρ
max and |λρ

α − wα| ≤ ∥T∥2, which
decreases rapidly with α as shown in Fig. 1(e), and T
denotes the strictly upper triangular matrix in the Schur
decomposition of ρ [22]. Therefore, ε3 effectively stands
for the UB of the measurement error ε for bbDMRG.

In general, it is impossible to construct Ȳ (s), Y (s) and
B(s) directly by full diagonalization of a non-Hermitian
ρ. Moreover, one cannot know how large κ could be
prior to the determination of Ȳ and Y . To confront this
challenge, we find a two-step approach to achieve the
block-diagonalization of ρ. First, we convert ρ into its
upper triangular form consisting of an m×m matrix A,
a (d◁ − m) × (d◁ − m) matrix C and an m × (d◁ − m)
matrix D, by using a Schur decomposition

ρ = S

(
A D
0 C

)
S† , (3)

with a unitary matrix S = (S(s) S(d)). The diagonal el-
ements of A and C give rise to eigenvalues ζα. In this
step, we also sort ζα in descending order of wα and are
allowed to separate the full space into the saved and dis-
carded spaces. Secondly, using Roth’s removal rule and
the Bartels-Stewart algorithm [22], we generate a simi-
larity transformation matrix X to convert the upper tri-
angular matrix into a block-diagonal form (2) by solv-
ing the Sylvester equation AX − XC = D. Lastly, in
terms of A, C, S and X, we have Ȳ (s) = S(s)† +XS(d)†,
Ȳ (d) = S(d)†, Y (s) = S(s), Y (d) = S(d)−S(s)X, B(s) = A,
and B(d) = C [22].

It is remarkable that κ > 1 directly affects the feasibil-
ity of the renormalization procedure. The larger κ results
in more severe numerical instability with bigger errors
and larger ε3, which are obstacles to earlier DMRG ex-
ploration [10, 20]. Nevertheless, we found that there still
exists some redundancy in constructing the saved space.
When an invertible matrix η is applied to the saved space

Ȳ
(s)
η = η−1Ȳ (s) and Y

(s)
η = Y (s)η, the block-diagonal

form in Eq. (2) remains unchanged [22]. This allows us

to construct an appropriate Ȳ
(s)
η and Y

(s)
η so as to effec-

tively reduce κ and then ε3. It turns out that the block

B
(s)
η = Ȳ

(s)
η ρY

(s)
η = η−1B

(s)
η may become dense, while

the conventional truncation error εt ≈ 1−∑m
α=1 |ζα| only

depends on the spectra {ζα} and is free of the choice of
η. In practice, η as an m × m matrix can be obtained
with good quality by various skills over Ȳ (s) and Y (s),
and the rescaling of H◁,▷ often substantially enhances
the precision of the bbDMRG results [40, 41].

Efficiency of the algorithm. We now turn to an ap-

plication of bbDMRG to an interacting fermionic SSH
model on a duplex lattice of N unit cells under the open
boundary condition (OBC) as described by

Hssh =
N∑

ℓ=1

(
tLc

†
ℓ,acℓ,b + tRc

†
ℓ,bcℓ,a + V nℓ,anℓ,b

)

+

N−1∑

ℓ=1

[
t2(c

†
ℓ,bcℓ+1,a + h.c.) + V nℓ,bnℓ+1,a

]

+
N∑

ℓ=1

√
2e−iπ/4u

(
nℓ,a − nℓ,b

)
,

(4)

where c†ℓ,σ, cℓ,σ, and nℓ,σ = c†ℓ,σcℓ,σ, with σ = a or b,
represent creation, annihilation, and particle-number op-
erators for the fermion, respectively. Accordingly, the
displacement of the site-(ℓ, σ) is given by x = 2ℓ − 1 for
sublattice-a, while x = 2ℓ for sublattice-b. The number
operators for fermions in the left and right semi-chains
are defined as N f

◁,▷ =
∑

ℓ∈◁,▷(nℓ,a + nℓ,b). The hopping
coefficients tL,R = t1∓γ have a nonreciprocity γ ≥ 0 and
t1 > 0 for odd bonds, and t2 = 1 for even bonds set as the
energy unit. V ≥ 0 represents the repulsion strength be-
tween fermions at nearest-neighboring (NN) sites, while
u gives the strength of the staggered complex chemical
potential. Unless explicitly stated, the following discus-
sions focus on the ground state, possessing the minimal
real part of the energy, at half-filling with γ = 0.1.
Figure 1(c) displays a Jordan normal form of ρ ob-

tained using a regular generalized eigenvalue decompo-
sition (GEVD) with a parameter set in the PT -broken
region for N = 4 [22]. In this case, we kept twenty gen-
eralized eigenvectors to construct the similarity transfor-
mation matrices. One DMRG step leads to an absolute
error of δe0 = 10−7 for the ground state energy e0 re-
gardless of εt = 0, while the corresponding condition
number κ ≈ 107 ≫ 1. On the contrary, when the block-
diagonal decomposition is implemented using the two-
step approach with those techniques discussed above, κ is
reduced to 1 with obtaining δe0 at machine precision and
the block for the saved space becomes dense as shown in
Fig. 1(d). The bbDMRG calculations are also performed
for N = 50 with t1 = 0.7 and V = 5 to compute e0
and the gap ∆ = e1 − e0, where e1 is the first excitation
energy based on the ascending order of the real part of
energy values. One can see that both δe0 and δ∆ converge
to their lower bounds with increasing the truncation di-
mension m, as seen in Fig. 1(f). More benchmarks are
provided in the Supplemental Material [22]. Below are
two kinds of kink behaviors discussed for non-Hermitian
many-body effects with the model (4).

Skin effects of a kink at u = 0. Figure 2(a) presents the
phase diagram for a PT -unbroken region of t1 ≥ γ [43].
While a topological insulator (TI), a dimerized phase
(DM), and a normal EP of t1 = γ have been explored in-
tensively for V = 0 [44], we found newly a non-Hermitian



4

2 3 4 5

V

0.1

0.5

1.0

1.5
t 1

TI

DM

nCDWk

nCDW

0.0000 0.0005 0.0010 0.0015

cos[π/(N + 2)]− cos[2π/(N + 2)]

0.00

0.01

∆

V = 7
V = 14
V =∞

1 3 5 7

V

0.0

0.4

0.8

0.02

0.05

0.08

Ik
rr

If
rr

∆

(a)

(b)

(c)

FIG. 2. (Color online) (a) The ground-state phase diagram:
a topological insulator (TI, orange), a dimerized phase (DM,
blank), a non-Hermitian charge density wave (nCDW, cyan),
an nCDW with a kink (nCDWk, green), a normal EP line (or-
ange solid) and a CDW-EP line (blue solid). Black squares
indicate transition points determined by peaks of the RR fi-
delity susceptibility [42] with N = 48. Inset: the density
profile of fermions ⟨nℓ,σ⟩rr at t1 = 0.7, V = 7, and N = 20.

(b) The imbalances: Ikrr (♦) for the kink, I frr (•) for the
fermion, and smallest neutral gap ∆ (△), as a function of
the repulsion strength V for N = 64.The dashed line denotes
the transition point Vc ≈ 3.6 determined in (a). (c) ∆ versus
cos[π/(N+2)]−cos[2π/(N+2)] with N ∈ [96, 232], vanishing
as N → ∞. In (b) and (c), t1 = 1.2 (dot-dashed line in (a)).

charge density wave (nCDW), an nCDW with a kink
(nCDWk), and a CDW-EP line, for sufficiently large V .
The nCDW phase involves two-fold degenerate ground
states in which the fermion density oscillates on two sub-
lattices, resulting in two different configurations, nCDW-
1: (11,a, 01,b, · · · , 0N,b), and nCDW-2: (01,a, · · · , 0N,a,
1N,b) [22]. The CDW-EP line at t1 = γ arises from the
exclusive principle of fermions on two nearest neighbor
sites rather than skin effects at edges, occurring in the
normal EP. This new effect cannot be simply explained
in the context of the generalized Brillouin zone [45].

In the nCDWk phase, a pair of holes emerge to form a
kink, separating a left nCDW-1 from a right nCDW-2, as
sketched in the inset of Fig. 2(a). The strong skin effect
on the fermion density can be observed from a right-right
(RR) measurement of ⟨nℓ⟩rr, associated with the position
of the kink, as shown in Fig. 2(a). When 2V > (t21+ t22−
γ2)/

√
t21 − γ2, the kinetic energy of the kink adequately

compensates for the chemical potential so that a kink is
stably present in the ground state [22]. The motion of the
kink yields a gap ∆ = χ[cos(π/(N+2))−cos(2π/(N+2))]
for the lowest excitation, as depicted in Fig. 2(b). As
V , N → ∞, χ gradually converges to χ0 = 2

√
t21 − γ2, in

accordance with the predictions of the effective Hanoto-
Neldson model [22, 46]. When V is finite, χ > χ0 reflects
the contributions of the higher-order processes.

To interpret the nature of the nCDWk phase, we
also calculate the imbalance I f,krr = |⟨N f,k

◁ −N f,k
▷ ⟩rr| for

the fermion number N f
◁,▷ as well as the kink number

Nk
◁,▷ =

∑
ℓ∈◁,▷[(1− nℓ,b)(1− nℓ+1,a)− nℓ,bnℓ+1,a]. While

I frr quantifies the skin effect in the single-particle sce-
nario, Ikrr reveals many-body effects associated with the
kink. Figure 2(c) displays I frr and Ikrr versus V along a
dot-dashed line in Fig. 2(a), showing the transition be-
tween DM and nCDWk phases at t1 = 1.2. At V = 0,
fermions are tightly bound within each local resonance
bond in DM, resulting in a relatively weak skin effect. As
V is switched on and increased, I frr initially decreases and
then increases again, but reaches its maximum just to the
right of the DM-nCDWk transition. As a many-body ef-
fect, Ikrr increases monotonically from DM to nCDWk

with increasing V and is generally an order of magnitude
larger than I frr, making it easier to detect experimentally.
In addition, we find that the excitation is gapped in the
DM phase, but becomes gapless in the nCDWk phase as
seen in Figure 2(c).

Localization of a kink at u ̸= 0. Figure 3 presents
the results for the complex fermion density in (a-d) and
the energy gap in (e, f). The skin effect of the kink
for u = 0 is shown with ⟨nℓ,σ⟩rr in Fig. 3(a). For
a finite u, there is an effective chemical potential of
µeff = u(1 − i)(2ℓ −N) [22]. As u grows, the skin effect
of the kink on the right side gradually weakens, leaving
the kink localized on the left side of the chain, as seen
in Figs. 3(b) and (c). It is noteworthy that the imag-
inary part Im ⟨nℓ,σ⟩lr forms a localized wave packet for
the kink, and the size of the wave packet is essentially
governed by the staggered complex chemical potential,
as illustrated in Fig. 3(d). Moreover, the gap remains
finite in the thermodynamic limit (TDL) for non-zero u
to characterize the localization of the kink, which can be
found for both Re∆ and Im∆ as seen in Fig. 3(e) and
(f), respectively.

Summary and discussion. A biorthonormal-block
density-matrix renormalization group algorithm is pre-
sented to calculate complex properties of non-Hermitian
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FIG. 3. (Color online) For t1 = 2, V = 10, the real parts
of ⟨nℓ,σ⟩rr in (a)-(c) and imaginary parts of ⟨nℓ,σ⟩lr in (d)
for a chain with 80 unit cells, where the kink being sensitive
to u migrates towards the left as the chemical potential u
increases. (e)-(f): The real and imaginary parts of the energy
gap ∆ change with N ≤ 160 and nonvanishing for u > 0.

many-body systems, such as the spectrum, the energy
gap, and other relevant observables. Distinguishing from
conventional techniques, a structured low-rank approach
and the redundant degrees of freedom are implemented
to construct the optimized saved space for the renor-
malization of operators from a non-Hermitian reduced
density matrix. Numerical stability and efficiency are
achieved by effectively reducing the condition number
through the utilization of additional skills and rescaling
techniques [40, 41]. Accurate calculations are shown for
sizes that allow extrapolation to TDL, far beyond those
of other recently developed methods [10, 47–49].

As applied to an interacting fermionic SSH model with
nonreciprocal hoppings and staggered complex chemical
potential, a ground-state phase diagram is established
by finding the nCDW and nCDWk phases, as well as a
CDW-EP line. In particular, a new kind of skin effect
emerges in connection to the dynamics of a kink, which
gives rise to gapless excitation but becomes gapped in
the presence of the chemical potential. The skin effect
of the kink is an order of magnitude more pronounced
than that of the fermion number, greatly enhancing the
experimental visibility of non-Hermitian physics.
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This supplemental material provides an in-depth description of the density matrix renormaliza-
tion group algorithm and biorthogonal physics. Our discussion covers several topics, including the
biorthonormal form of wave functions for eigenstates, block diagonalization of the non-Hermitian re-
duced density matrix using well-made instruction recipes, perturbation results of the model outlined
in the main text, and benchmarks in other commonly encountered models.

I. BIORTHONORMAL FORM

When we divide/partition a chain of L sites into two semi-chains, the left one (◁) with n◁ sites and the right one
(▷) with n▷ sites, respectively, the left eigenstate ⟨Ψ̄| and the right eigenstate |Ψ⟩ of the non-Hermitian Hamiltonian
H can be expressed as

⟨Ψ̄| =
∑

α,α′

⟨ȳα| Θ̄α,α′ ⟨z̄α′ | = Ȳ
α

τ◁

Θ̄
Z̄

α′

τ▷

, |Ψ⟩ =
∑

α,α′

|yα⟩Θα,α′ |zα′⟩ = Y α

τ◁

Θ
Z

α′

τ▷

, (1)

where τ◁,▷ (α, α′) represent the physical (bond) indices for two semi-chains. A bare basis |τ◁,▷⟩ is a product of local
physical bases |τℓ⟩, i.e., |τ◁⟩ = ⊗n◁

ℓ=1 |τℓ⟩ and |τ▷⟩ = ⊗L
ℓ=n◁+1 |τℓ⟩. Similarly, ⟨τ◁| = ⊗n◁

ℓ=1 ⟨τℓ| and ⟨τ▷| = ⊗L
ℓ=n◁+1 ⟨τℓ|.

We assume that the Hilbert spaces for the left and right semi-chains have dimensions of d◁ and d▷, respectively. Thus,
the dimension of the whole Hilbert space in which the Hamiltonian H lives is given by dT = d◁d▷. The transformed
bases

⟨ȳα| =
∑

τ◁

Ȳα,τ◁ ⟨τ◁| , ⟨z̄α′ | =
∑

τ▷

Z̄α′,τ▷ ⟨τ▷| , |yα⟩ =
∑

τ◁

|τ◁⟩Yτ◁,α , |zα′⟩ =
∑

τ▷

|τ▷⟩Zτ▷,α′ , (2)

can be written as superpositions of the bare bases |τ◁,▷⟩.
These bases should satisfy the biorthonormalization condition: ⟨ȳα|yα′⟩ = ⟨z̄α|zα′⟩ = δα,α′ . As a result, the

transformation matrices Ȳ , Y , Z̄ and Z fulfill the left and right biorthonormalization conditions (LBC and RBC),
respectively, as follows by

LBC: Ȳ Y =
Y

Ȳ

= 1 , RBC: Z̄Z =
Z

Z̄

= 1 , (3)

which implies that Ȳ = Y −1 and Z̄ = Z−1. Eq. (1) indicates the decompositions of ⟨Ψ̄| and |Ψ⟩ in terms of Ȳ , Z̄, Y
and Z in the biorthonormal form. The reduced density matrix for the left semi-chain is given by

ρ = tr▷ |Ψ⟩⟨Ψ̄| =
Y

Ȳ

Θ

Θ̄

Z

Z̄

=
Y

Ȳ

Θ

Θ̄

, (4)

which is generally non-Hermitian. Due to the normalization condition ⟨Ψ̄|Ψ⟩ = 1, it is easy to verify that tr◁ρ = 1.
Since the biorthonormalization condition Ȳ Y = 1, the spectrum of ρ is identical to that of ΘΘ̄⊺, which validates the
notion that Θ (Θ̄) represents the wave function |Ψ⟩ (⟨Ψ̄|) under the transformed bases. The superscript “⊺” denotes
the “transpose” operation.

In the renormalization group (RG) procedure of bbDMRG, which will be discussed in the next section, certain
transformed bases are removed. As a result, Ȳ (Z̄) is no longer the inverse matrix of Y (Z). In addition, in contrast
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to the typical matrix product state representation [1], both matrices Θ̄ and Θ are generally not diagonal for non-
Hermitian systems.

By performing the decomposition recursively, the eigenstate ⟨Ψ̄| and |Ψ⟩ can be expressed in a nested form. Specif-
ically,

⟨Ψ̄| =
∑

τ◁,τ▷

⟨τ◁|
(
Ȳ1 · · · Ȳn◁Θ̄Z̄n▷ · · · Z̄1

)
τ◁,τ▷

⟨τ▷| = Ȳ1

τ1

· · · Ȳn◁

τn◁

Θ̄
Z̄n▷

τn◁+1

· · · Z̄1

τL

,

|Ψ⟩ =
∑

τ◁,τ▷

|τ◁⟩ (Y1 · · ·Yn◁ΘZn▷ · · ·Z1)τ◁,τ▷ |τ▷⟩ = Y1

τ1

· · · Yn◁

τn◁

Θ

Zn▷

τn◁+1

· · · Z1

τL

.

(5)

Each pair of transformation matrices Ȳℓ (Z̄ℓ) and Yℓ (Zℓ) with ℓ ≥ 2 satisfies the local LBC and RBC, i.e.,

LBC: ȲℓYℓ =
Yℓ

Ȳℓ

= 1 , RBC: Z̄ℓZℓ =
Zℓ

Z̄ℓ

= 1 . (6)

Using a standard technique of singular value decomposition (SVD) [1], the biorthonormal form of the decompositions
of the eigenstates ⟨Ψ̄| and |Ψ⟩ can be conveniently transformed into a canonical one without sacrificing accuracy,
which allows us to carry out the right-right (RR) measurement of the physical operators as defined in the main text.

II. NON-HERMITIAN REDUCED DENSITY MATRIX

In this section, we construct the transformation matrix derived from the reduced density matrix for the left semi-
chain ρ = tr▷ |Ψ⟩⟨Ψ̄| and present the estimates of the errors resulting from the truncation of the Hilbert space
representing the biorthonormal form of the eigenstates. The discussion applies equally to the right semi-chain.

A. Jordan normal form

For non-Hermitian ρ (any matrix in mathematics), a Jordan normal form J , consisting of nJ Jordan blocks, can be
obtained through a generalized eigenvalue decomposition (GEVD), given by

ρ = Y JȲ =

nJ∑

k=1

rk∑

β,β′=1

y
(k)
β J

(k)
β,β′ ȳ

(k)
β′ , (7)

where ȳ
(k)
β and y

(k)
β are the left and right generalized eigenvectors of ρ, respectively. The Jordan block index k varies

from 1 to nJ, and the inner index β runs over the range [1, rk]. rk denotes the dimension of the k-th Jordan block,
which is equal to the rank of the block. Consequently, the total dimension of the Hilbert space for the left semi-chain

is given by d◁ =
∑nJ

k=1 rk. In the k-th block, the matrix elements J
(k)
β,β = ζk and J

(k)
β,β+1 = 1, while all other elements

are zero. The complex number ζk represents the uniform eigenvalue for the k-th block.

In the case of diagonalizable ρ, where rk = 1 for all k, we can write ρ =
∑nJ

k=1 y
(k)
1 ζkȳ

(k)
1 using an eigenvalue

decomposition (EVD), where ȳ
(k)
1 and y

(k)
1 are the left and right eigenvectors of ρ. The eigenvalues of the diagonalizable

reduced density matrix are related to the wave functions in the transformed bases in a simple way, resulting in ΘΘ̄⊺ = ζ.
For the sake of convenience in the upcoming discussions, we establish a convention. This convention involves the

transformation of a binary index (k, β), which comprises a Jordan block index k and an inner index β, into a regular

single-element index α = β +
∑k−1

k′=1 rk′ . A representative example depicting this convention is illustrated in Fig. 1.
When the truncation dimension m for the bond index is small, we only select the first m (generalized) eigenvector

pairs to optimally construct the saved space (s) and use the rest d◁−m pairs to build up the discarded space (d). The
saved space is actually the renormalized Hilbert space for the left semi-chain, which corresponds to the first Kr Jordan
blocks. Thus, the truncation dimension is also given by m =

∑Kr

k=1 rk. Ȳ = (Ȳ (s)⊺ Ȳ (d)⊺)⊺ and Y = (Y (s) Y (d))
represent two d◁ × d◁ transformation matrices, respectively, i.e.,

Ȳ (s) =
(
ȳ⊺1 · · · ȳ⊺m

)⊺
, Ȳ (d) =

(
ȳ⊺m+1 · · · ȳ⊺d◁

)⊺
, Y (s) =

(
y1 · · · ym

)
, Y (d) =

(
ym+1 · · · yd◁

)
. (8)
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J =

k β α

J
(1)
1,1 1 1 1

J
(2)
1,1 J

(2)
1,2 2 1 2

J
(2)
2,2 J

(2)
2,3 2 2 3

J
(2)
3,3 2 3 4

. . . ...
...

...
J
(m⋆)
1,1 m⋆ 1 m = 1 +

∑m⋆−1
i=1 ri

J
(m⋆+1)
1,1 m⋆ + 1 1 m+ 1 = 1 +

∑m⋆

i=1 ri

J
(m⋆+2)
1,1 J

(m⋆+2)
1,2 m⋆ + 2 1 m+ 2 = 1 +

∑m⋆+1
i=1 ri

J
(m⋆+2)
2,2 m⋆ + 2 2 m+ 3 = 2 +

∑m⋆+1
i=1 ri

. . . ...
...

...
J
(nJ)
1,1 nJ 1 d◁ = 1 +

∑nJ−1
i=1 ri







FIG. 1. Applying GEVD to the reduced density matrix ρ for the left semi-chain yields a Jordan normal form J consisting of
nJ Jordan blocks J(k). On the right-hand side, we demonstrate the binary index (k, β) for the generalized eigenvector pair of

ȳ
(k)
β and y

(k)
β , labeled by a Jordan block index k and an inner index β, as well as the equivalent single-element index α. To

construct the saved space (blocks with a green shaded background), we use the first m pairs of the left eigenvectors ȳ1, · · · , ȳm
and the right eigenvectors y1, · · · , ym, corresponding to the first Kr Jordan blocks. The remaining d◁ −m pairs of ȳm+1, · · · ,
ȳd◁ and ym+1, · · · , yd◁ (blocks with a blue shaded background) are discarded.

In Eq. (8), ȳα is a d◁-dimensional row vector, i.e., 1 × d◁ matrix, and yα is a d◁ × 1 matrix, so Ȳ (s) is an m × d◁

matrix, Y (s) is a d◁ ×m matrix, Ȳ (d) is a (d◁ −m)× d◁ matrix, and Y (d) is a d◁ × (d◁ −m) matrix. Therefore,

ρ = ρ(s) + ρ(d) =
(
Y (s) Y (d)

)(B(s) 0
0 B(d)

)(
Ȳ (s)

Ȳ (d)

)
, (9)

where the Jordan normal form J can be expressed as the direct sum of two subblocks: B(s) = Ȳ (s)ρ(s)Y (s) and
B(d) = Ȳ (d)ρ(d)Y (d), as shown in Fig. 1. Here, ρ(s) and ρ(d) are d◁ × d◁ matrices, with B(s) being an m×m matrix
and B(d) being a (d◁ −m)× (d◁ −m) matrix. Moreover, we have

ρ(s) = Y (s)B(s)Ȳ (s) , ρ(d) = Y (d)B(d)Ȳ (d) . (10)

B. Upper bounds for the measurement errors

When the left and right eigenvectors of ρ(s) are employed to renormalize the Hilbert space and the corresponding
operators, the error for the left-right (LR) measurement of a physical operator O in matrix representation can be
determined as follows:

ε = |tr◁(ρ O)− tr◁(ρ
(s)O)| = |tr◁(ρ(d)O)| . (11)

After the SVDs of ρ(d) and O are executed, and both singular values λρ(d)

α and λO
α are sorted in descending order,

an upper bound (UB) ε1 =
∑

α λρ(d)

α λO
α ≥ ε can be obtained using von Neumann’s trace inequality [2]. As λρ(d)

1 ≥
λρ(d)

2 ≥ · · · ≥ λρ(d)

d◁ , a larger UB, ε2, can be found, that is,

ε2 = a max
α∈[1,d◁]

{λρ(d)

α } = aλρ(d)

1 ≥ ε1 , (12)

where a =
∑

α λO
α . One also has

max
α∈[1,d◁]

{λρ(d)

α } = ∥ρ(d)∥2 , (13)

where the 2-norm [3] is naturally defined as ∥O∥2 = supv(∥Ov∥2/∥v∥2) with v being any non-null d◁-dimension column
vector.

According to the Eckart-Young-Mirsky theorem [3], the optimal representation of a matrix Q with rank r in
terms of approximate matrices {Qa} with rank m, denoted as Qopt

a , can be achieved if and only if the variance of
∥Q−Qa∥2 is minimized. This goal is achieved in two steps. First, implement the SVD of Q = UQλQV Q†, where two
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unitary matrices UQ and V Q represent the left and right singular vectors, respectively. Secondly, the left and right
singular vectors corresponding to the largest m singular values are used to construct Qa. So, the optimal solution is
Qopt

a = UQdiag(λQ
1 , · · · , λQ

m, 0, · · · , 0)V Q† with m ≤ r.
The Eckart-Young-Mirsky theorem provides a method for constructing the saved space simply using the singular

vectors corresponding to the largest m singular values. This approach allows us to minimize ∥ρ(d)∥2 = ∥ρ − ρ(s)∥2
and reach the minimum value of λρ

m+1. In terms of terminology, we refer to ρ(s) as the best low-rank approximation
of ρ. In those matrix-product-state/tensor algorithms for the Hermitian Hamiltonians that inherently allow the left
Hilbert space H̄ to be the adjoint of the right one H. Consequently, the SVD of the Hermitian ρ is equivalent to its
EVD originally adapted in DMRG.

However, in the non-unitary RG procedure for non-Hermitian Hamiltonians, H̄ is no longer the adjoint of H so that
the left and right bases are renormalized by Ȳ and Y , respectively. In this case, the operators are biorthonormally
renormalized by Ȳ and Y . According to Eq. (10), (12) and (13), the minimization of

ε2 = a∥ρ(d)∥2 = a∥Y B(d)Ȳ ∥2 (14)

can be further considered by the so-called structured low-rank approximation. Mathematically, however, it is still an
NP-hard problem [4]. To address this problem, the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality allows us to introduce a larger UB ε3

ε2 ≤ a∥Y ∥2∥B(d)∥2∥Ȳ ∥2 = aκ∥B(d)∥2 = aκ max
k∈[Kr+1,nJ]

∥J (k)∥2 = ε3 . (15)

where κ = ∥Y ∥2∥Ȳ ∥2 is called the condition number, measuring the strength on the deviation of the non-Hermitianity
on ρ from the optimal approximation of all possible Hermitian ones, or the deviation of the transformation matrix
away from the optimal unitary one. While κ = 1 for the unitary case, but it is often large and even becomes κ ≫ 1
for non-Hermitian cases, which can lead to numerical instability of RG procedures. In the following subsection, we
will discuss the techniques to reduce the condition number κ by introducing the redundant degrees of freedom in the
saved space, which is important to ensure the accuracy of bbDMRG.

For the k-th Jordan block J (k), we define a weight wk as ∥J (k)∥2, which gives rise to the following bounds

|ζk| ≤ wk ≤ |ζk|+ 1 (16)

where the left and right equal signs in the above inequality hold for rk = 1 and ∞, respectively. Practically, we take
wk as the weight analogous to the eigenvalue of the reduced density matrix in the conventional DMRG. This weight
helps us to assess the importance of the (generalized) eigenvectors corresponding to the k-th Jordan blocks, in order
to decide whether to keep or discard these vectors for the Hilbert space truncation in the RG procedure. Hereafter,
the truncation error is estimated by εt =

∑nJ

k=Kr+1 wk for the non-Hermitian case.

In summary, we establish a theory of a truncation criterion for the non-Hermitian RG procedure: Suppose that B(s)

and B(d) have weight spectra w(s) and w(d) sorted in descending order, and w
(s)
min > w

(d)
max represent the minimum and

maximum weights in the spectra w(s) and w(d), respectively. Thus ρ(s) can be considered as the best structured low-

rank approximation of ρ, for which the error UB for the RG procedure is at most ε3 = aκw
(d)
max = aκwm+1 ≥ ε2 ≥ ε1.

The condition number κ depends on the practical choices of Y and Ȳ .

C. Techniques for numerical stability

In the non-unitary RG procedure, we notice that the transformation matrices Ȳ and Y in Eq. (9) are not unique.
One can apply an m×m invertible matrix η to the saved space and obtain a new representation of the Hilbert space
for ρ by

Ȳ (s)
η = η−1Ȳ (s) , Y (s)

η = Y (s)η , (17)

so that Ȳ = (Ȳ
(s)⊺
η Ȳ (d)⊺)⊺ and Y = (Y

(s)
η Y (d)). In this case, ρ can be still expressed in terms of the following

block-diagonal form of Bη, that is,

ρ = Yη Bη Ȳη =
(
Y

(s)
η Y

(d)
)(

B
(s)
η 0

0 B
(d)

)(
Ȳ

(s)
η

Ȳ
(d)

)
. (18)
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This provides a kind of redundant degrees of freedom in finding the optimal Y (s) and Ȳ (s), which allows us to effectively
reduce the condition number κ = ∥Ȳη∥2∥Yη∥2 so as to suppress the numerical instability. In this case, the subblock

B
(s)
η = Ȳ

(s)
η ρY

(s)
η = η−1B(s)η may become dense, but the truncation error ϵt obviously remains unaffected by the

choice of η.
In general, it is not possible to reliably obtain the paired transformation matrices Y and Ȳ by a full diagonalization

of ρ when κ is large. Moreover, one cannot know the information about κ before determining Y and Ȳ .
Fortunately, we find that it is feasible to take a two-step approach to implement the block diagonalization of ρ.

First, we use Schur decomposition to convert ρ into its upper triangular form, whose diagonal element corresponds to
the eigenvalue ζk. In this step, we sort bases in descending order of |ζk| by direct swapping [5]. After that, the full
space of the representation of ρ has been partitioned into the saved space and the discarded space done and mentioned
above. In this case, ρ can be expressed as

ρ =
(
S(s) S(d)

)(A D
0 C

)(
S(s)†

S(d)†

)
, (19)

which S = (S(s) S(d)) is a unitary matrix, both the m×m matrix A and the (d◁ −m)× (d◁ −m) matrix B are the
upper triangular matrices, and C is an m× (d◁ −m) dense rectangular matrix. We then use Roth’s removal rule [6]
to obtain a similarity transformation that converts the upper triangular matrix into a block diagonal form as follows

(
1 X
0 1

)(
A D
0 C

)(
1 −X
0 1

)
=

(
A 0
0 C

)
(20)

where X is a unique solution of the Sylvester equation AX −XC = D [7]. If A and C have different eigenvalues, as
in Eq. (19), X can be efficiently obtained using the Bartels-Stewart algorithm [7]. In terms of A, C, S and X, the
block diagonalization of ρ is thus expressed as

ρ =
(
S(s) S(d) − S(s)X

)(A 0
0 C

)(
S(s)† +XS(d)†

S(d)†

)
, (21)

which gives rise to Ȳ (s) = S(s)† +XS(d)†, Ȳ (d) = S(d)†, Y (s) = S(s), Y (d) = S(d)−S(s)X, B(s) = A and B(d) = C. Up
to this point, it is still encouraging to simultaneously transform Y (s) and Ȳ (s) by empirically choosing appropriate η
to further reduce κ. To provide some guidelines, we elucidate six relevant cases, some of which remarkably suppress
κ and improve the numerical stability. Especially the instructions are given for the last two cases where we have to
face the brutal-force GEVD of ρ.

(1) Normal matrix. If ρ is normal, which means that [ρ, ρ†] = 0, both ρ and ρ† can be diagonalized using the
same unitary matrix U [3]. One can simply take Ȳ = U† and Y = U so that Ȳ Y = 1, and U can be obtained by
diagonalizing the Hermitian matrix (ρ+ ρ†)/2. The hybridization of ρ and ρ† allows for a seamless connection to the
DMRG method for the Hermitian Hamiltonian. In this case, κ = 1 automatically.

(2) Null space. For a null space ∅, zero eigenvalues ζ = 0 are in the presence, along with the left vectors ȳ and
right vectors y. Thus, we get ρy = 0 and ȳρ = 0. Alternatively, orthonormal bases of ρ can be obtained by using the
“null” subroutine in MATLAB. This subroutine implements the SVD of ρ and solves ρvρ = λρuρ, where uρ and vρ

are two singular vectors, and the corresponding singular value λρ = 0 mathematically. In numerical practice, those
vectors with singular values smaller than a tiny threshold ϵ form an orthonormal basis set for the null space ∅ of the
dimension d∅, spanned as

U∅ =
(
uρ
1 · · · uρ

d∅
)

and V ∅ =
(
vρ1 · · · vρ

d∅
)
. (22)

from which one can form a matrix T = V ∅†U∅. Using an EVD in the standard LAPACK library, one has T = CEC−1,
where C is an invertible matrix in terms of eigenvectors of T , and E is a diagonal matrix consisting of corresponding
eigenvalues eα with α = 1, · · · , d∅. Eventually, in terms of uρ, vρ, C, C−1 and E, one obtains biorthonormalized left
and right vectors

ȳα =
∑

α

E−1/2
α,α C−1

α,α′v
†
α′ and yα =

∑

α

uα′Cα′,αE
−1/2
α,α , (23)

for the null space. The threshold for the tiny eigenvalue in SVD ϵ = ϵ0d
◁∥ρ∥∞/min|ȳαyα| typically ranges from

10−14 to 10−11 in practice, depending on the dimension d◁ of ρ, the double-precision limit of floating numbers
ϵ0 = 2−53 ≈ 10−16, the infinity-norm ∥ρ∥∞ = maxp,p′ |ρp,p′ |, and the minimal norm of the overlap ȳαyα.
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(3) Biorthonormalization. After obtaining a structured low-rank approximation of ρ, we can numerically improve
the biorthonormalization condition by using the Gram-Schmidt-like algorithm [8], which can reduce κ greatly.

(4) Unitarization. When a system is close to an exceptional point (EP) or its eigenstate corresponds to a
complex eigenvalue, numerical stability may become a really severe problem, depending on the balance status on
biorthonormalization of the left and right Ȳ and Y . In this case, one can do some special treatments on the saved
space. For the d◁ ×m truncated transformation matrix Y (s), one can obtain the SVD of Y (s) = U (s)Λ(s)V (s)†, where
U (s) is a d◁ ×m unitary matrix, and V (s) is an m×m unitary matrix, and Λ(s) is an m×m diagonal matrix. Since
Ȳ (s)Y (s) = 1, we multiply V (s)† and V (s) on both sides of this equation from the left and right directions, respectively.
It turns out that

V (s)†Ȳ (s)U (s)Λ(s) = 1 . (24)

Alternatively, we can express Eq. (24) as V (s)†Ȳ (s)†U (s) = (Λ(s))−1 under the assumption that Λ(s) does not contain
any zero singular values. If we write that V (s)†Ȳ (s) = (Λ(s))−1U (s)† + G, we obtain GU (s)Λ(s) = 0 or GU (s) = 0,
which means that the matrix G is orthogonal to U (s). Neglecting G, we may approximately construct transformation
matrices which become unitary,

Y ′(s) = Y (s)V (s)(Λ(s))−1 = U (s) and Ȳ ′(s) = Λ(s)V (s)†Ȳ (s) = U (s)† . (25)

We note that the above implementation violates the biorthonormalization relation between the saved left vectors in
Ȳ (s) and the discarded right vectors in Y (d). Consequently, some information from the discarded bases is kept in the
saved space, thereby weakening the effectiveness of truncation. In bbDMRG, we evaluate the difference in the lowest
energy of the Hamiltonian for the left semi-chain both before and after the RG process. Once the energy difference
exceeds a given threshold, we proceed to activate this operation by replacing Ȳ (s) and Y (s) with Ȳ ′(s) and Y ′(s),
respectively.

(5) Jordan normal form. For the k-th Jordan block with rk > 1, standard libraries such as LAPACK and SciPy

offer diagonalization subroutines that can typically be utilized to find the left (generalized) eigenvector ȳ
(k)
1 and the

right (generalized) eigenvector y
(k)
1 . However, if other pairs of generalized eigenvectors ȳ

(k)
α and y

(k)
α with α > 1 are

required, the Jordan-chain algorithm [9] can be employed.

By applying the Jordan-chain recursion, one obtains a sequence of right generalized eigenvectors y
(k)
α such as

y(k)α = (ρ− ζk1) y(k)α−1 , (26)

for α = 2, 3, . . . , rk. One may then form the right transformation matrix Y (k) = (y
(k)
1 · · · y(k)rk ). Using the

Moore–Penrose inverse matrix [3], one obtains the left transformation matrix Ȳ (k) as follows:

Ȳ (k) = P (Y (k))† , (27)

where P is the inverse of the Hermitian matrix Y (k)†Y (k) with rank rk.
(6) Degeneracy. When the multiplet in the eigenvalue spectrum of ρ emerges, it is possible to reduce condition

numbers κ by combining the corresponding eigenvector pairs that have degenerate eigenvalues. To assume that nd

eigenvector pairs share the same eigenvalue, the corresponding left and right eigenvectors live in the nd ×nd matrices

Ȳ =
(
ȳ⊺1 · · · ȳ⊺nd

)⊺
and Y =

(
y1 · · · ynd

)
. (28)

Then, we take a generalized QR decomposition of Y , i.e., Y = QR [3], where Q is a unitary matrix and R denotes an
upper triangular matrix. The new transformation matrices are thus given by

Ȳ ′ = RȲ and Y ′ = Q . (29)

where κ becomes smaller.
At the end of the description of techniques details, we note that in the bbDMRG algorithm, the similarity transfor-

mation essentially makes the reduced density matrix block diagonal while keeping its eigenvalue spectrum conceptually
the same as the true one of GEVD. The spectrum provides the weights in correspondence to the singular values as
seen in Fig. 1(e) in the main text, ensuring that the algorithm works well in general. Moreover, in practice, the
rescaling of the renormalized Hamiltonians for two semi-chains substantially enhances the efficiency and stability of
the DMRG [10] and TMRG [11], which has been used in Fig. 1(f) in the main text.
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III. PERTURBATION FOR DOMINANT REPULSION

The main text explores the fascinating non-Hermitian many-body physics, focusing on the scenario of strong
repulsion at half-filling. This intriguing situation encompasses several phenomena, including the presence of the non-
Hermitian charge density wave (nCDW), the skin effect of a kink observed in the nCDWk state, and the localization
of a kink under the influence of a staggered complex chemical potential. In this context, we provide a perturbation
analysis of these phenomena, especially for significantly large V .

A. Effective model

The Hamiltonian for an open Su–Schrieffer–Heeger (SSH) chain of interacting fermions, as defined in Eq. (4) of the
main text, can be divided into two parts, i.e., H = H0 +H1 with H0 = HV and H1 = Ht1 +Ht2 +Hu, where

Ht1 =
N∑

ℓ=1

(
tLc

†
ℓ,acℓ,b + tRc

†
ℓ,bcℓ,a

)
, Ht2 = t2

N−1∑

ℓ=1

(
c†ℓ,bcℓ+1,a + h.c.

)
,

HV = V
N∑

ℓ=1

nℓ,anℓ,b + V
N−1∑

ℓ=1

nℓ,bnℓ+1,a , Hu =
N∑

ℓ=1

√
2e−iπ/4u (nℓ,a − nℓ,b) .

(30)

At first glance, it appears that large V favors double degenerate manifolds, represented by

|CDW-1⟩ = |01,a11,b · · · 0N,a1N,b⟩ and |CDW-2⟩ = |11,a01,b · · · 1N,a0N,b⟩ , (31)

where all N fermions are on either b sublattices for CDW-1 or a sublattices for CDW-2, and they contribute zero
repulsion potential energy e0 = 0. When CDW-2 on the left side of the chain adjoins CDW-1 on the right side of
the chain, a kink “0ℓ,b0ℓ+1,a” is formed at the junction between the ℓ-th and (ℓ + 1)-th unit cells without costing
any repulsion potential energy. The corresponding state is represented by the basis |sℓ⟩ = |· · · 1ℓ,a0ℓ,b0ℓ+1,a1ℓ+1,b · · ·⟩.
Specifically, |s0⟩ = |CDW-1⟩ for ℓ = 0, while |sN ⟩ = |CDW-2⟩ for ℓ = N .

We define a projector as P =
∑N

ℓ=0 |sℓ⟩ ⟨sℓ|, which represents a part of the Hilbert space. Additionally, we have
the projector Q = 1−P representing the rest of the Hilbert space. By taking into account the perturbative part H1,
we can obtain an effective Hamiltonian, i.e.,

Heff = e01 + PH1P + PH1Q(e0 −QH0Q)−1QH1P = HHN +HIMP +HLCP , (32)

up to second-order perturbation [12, 13], where HHN = HNN
HN +HNNN

HN ,

HNN
HN =

N−1∑

ℓ=0

(tR |sℓ⟩⟨sℓ+1|+ tL |sℓ+1⟩⟨sℓ|) , HNNN
HN = − 1

V

N−2∑

ℓ=0

(
t2R |sℓ⟩⟨sℓ+2|+ t2L |sℓ+2⟩⟨sℓ|

)
,

HIMP = − t21 + t22 − γ2

V
(|s0⟩⟨s0|+ |sN ⟩⟨sN |) + const. , HLCP =

N∑

ℓ=0

√
2e−iπ/4u(2ℓ−N) |sℓ⟩⟨sℓ| .

(33)

The Hamiltonian HHN describes the generalized Hatono-Nelson (HN) model, which includes hoppings HNN
HN between

the nearest-neighboring (NN) indices as well as HNNN
HN between the next-nearest-neighboring (NNN) indices, with

direction-dependent hopping amplitudes. Due to the broken t2-bond between two edges of the chain, in the Hamil-
tonian HIMP, the real chemical potential strength for the bases |s0⟩ and |sN ⟩ is lower than that of the other bases.
This effectively introduces impurities (IMP) for ℓ = 0 and N . Lastly, the staggered chemical potential defined in the
main text becomes a linear chemical potential (LCP) µeff = u(1− i)(2ℓ−N) in the Hamiltonian HLCP, which varies
linearly with the location of the kink.

B. Non-Hermitian charge density wave

When t1 > γ and u = 0, under a generalized gauge transformation defined by operators η = η̄−1 =
∏N

ℓ=1 exp[g(ℓ−
1)nℓ,a + gℓnℓ,b], the pseudo-Hermitian Hamiltonian H in Eq. (30) can be converted into a Hermitian counterpart
H(h) = η̄Hη = Ht̃1

+Ht2 +HV , where

Ht̃1
= t̃1

∑N
ℓ=1(c

†
ℓ,acℓ,b + h.c.) . (34)
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Furthermore, one has tL/R = t1 ∓ γ = t̃1 exp(∓g). By finding an eigenstate |Ψ(h)⟩ for the Hamiltonian H(h), we can

obtain the eigenstates of the non-Hermitian one as ⟨Ψ̄| = ⟨Ψ(h)| η̄ and |Ψ⟩ = η |Ψ(h)⟩.
The Hermitian Hamiltonian (34) exhibits inversion symmetry, suggesting that an even-parity superposition |Ψ(h)⟩ =

(|CDW-1⟩+ |CDW-2⟩)/
√
2 is the unique ground-state wave function for finite N . Thus the non-Hermitian counterpart

is given by

|Ψ⟩ = η |Ψ(h)⟩ ∝ |CDW-1⟩+ e−gN |CDW-2⟩ . (35)

Due to the fact that g > 0, CDW-1 dominates in the right eigenstate |Ψ⟩ because the ratio e−gN becomes zero in the
thermodynamic limit (TDL). In contrast, only CDW-2 survives in the left eigenstate ⟨Ψ̄| in the TDL.

C. Condition for the existence of a kink

Let us consider the simple case of u = 0 in the PT -unbroken region of the Hamiltonian (32), where Heff =
HHN +HIMP. In this scenario, there are two possible cases: (1) When the Hamiltonian HHN is dominant, the kink is
allowed to move in the chain and has a kinetic energy of eK = −2t̃1 as N → ∞. (2) When HIMP becomes dominant,
the ground state prefers one of the manifolds |s0⟩ and |sN ⟩, where the kink is eliminated by releasing the chemical
potential energy of eP = (t̃21 + t22)/V > 0. Therefore, the kink survives only if the chemical potential energy released
for eliminating a kink is larger than the kinetic energy gained for adding a kink, i.e., −eP > eK or equivalently
2V t̃1 < t̃21 + t22. This condition qualitatively defines the transition line Vc = (t̃21 + t22)/(2t̃1) from the nCDW phase to
the nCDWk phase in the ground-state phase diagram Fig. 2(a), as V → +∞.

D. Lowest excitation gap ∆ in the nCDWk state

When V is extremely large, we consider only the leading-order term HNN
HN in Eq. (33), which gives an energy

dispersion of ϵm = 2t̃1 cos pm and the lattice spacing is set to 1. In this case, the momentum pm = mπ/(N +2), where
the integer m = 1, · · · , N +1. It is important to note that N +1 is the number of bases considered. The ground-state
energy of the nCDWk state is given by e0 = ϵN+1 = −2t̃1 cos[π/(N + 2)]. For the second lowest-energy state, we get
its energy e1 = ϵN = −2t̃1 cos[2π/(N + 2)]. So the gap for the lowest excitation is given by

∆ = e1 − e0 = χ

[
cos

(
π

N + 2

)
− cos

(
2π

N + 2

)]
(36)

with χ = χ0 = 2t̃1. To include the NNN hoppings HNNN
HN in Eq. (33), the energy dispersion can be approximated as

ϵm ≈ 2t̃1 cos pm − (2t̃21/V ) cos(2pm) in the limit of N → +∞. As a result, the renormalized prefactor is obtained by

χ = χ0 +
4t̃21
V

[
cos

(
π

N + 2

)
+ cos

(
2π

N + 2

)]
≈ χ0 +

8t̃21
V

> χ0 , (37)

as N approaches infinity. When the impurity chemical potential term HIMP is introduced, the prefactor χ becomes
larger. For the original model (30), the scaling of the gap is given numerically by bbDMRG and shown in Fig. 2(c)
of the main text, which keeps consistent very well with Eq. (36) and (37).

IV. BENCHMARKS OF OTHER NON-HERMITIAN MODELS

In Fig. 2, we provide additional benchmarks of the ground-state energy in other non-Hermitian models, includ-
ing PT -symmetric SSH chain of interacting fermions [14], non-Hermitian spin-1/2 XXZ chain [15], non-Hermitian
Aubrey–André–Harper (AAH) Bose-Hubbard chain [16]. It is worth noting that in the ordinary PT -symmetric SSH
chain studies in Ref. [14], we also introduce the repulsive interaction termHV defined in Eq. (30). These results further
demonstrate the efficiency of the bbDMRG algorithm, where the absolute errors of the ground-state energy consis-
tently converge with the truncation dimension m = 100 or even less, and the values approach the double-precision
limit of floating-point numbers.
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FIG. 2. Absolute errors δe0 of the ground-state energy as a function of the truncation dimension m used in bbDMRG. We
consider several non-Hermitian quantum models, including (a) The PT -symmetric SSH chain [14] of 24 sites with the parameters
v1 = v2 = sin(π/8), w1 = w2 = cos(π/8), u = 0.3, and V = 2 at half filling. (b) The non-Hermitian spin-1/2 XXZ chain [15]
of 24 sites with parameters J = 1 and ∆γ = 1.5 + 0.5i. (c) The non-Hermitian Aubrey–André–Harper (AAH) Bose-Hubbard
chain [16] of 18 sites with parameters J = V = 1, γ = 0.4, α = 1/3, δ = 2π/3, and U = 4 at 1/3-filling. In the Fock bases for
each site, the maximum number of bosons is limited to 4.
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[1] U. Schollwöck, The density-matrix renormalization group in the age of matrix product states, Annals of Physics January
2011 Special Issue, 326, 96 (2011).

[2] L. Mirsky, A trace inequality of John von Neumann, Monatshefte für Mathematik 79, 303 (1975).
[3] X.-D. Zhang, Matrix Analysis and Applications (Cambridge University Press, 2017).
[4] M. T. Chu, R. E. Funderlic, and R. J. Plemmons, Structured low rank approximation, Linear Algebra and its Applications

Special Issue on Structured Matrices: Analysis, Algorithms and Applications, 366, 157 (2003).
[5] Z. Bai and J. W. Demmel, On swapping diagonal blocks in real schur form, Linear Algebra and its Applications 186, 75

(1993).
[6] R. E. Hartwig, Roth’s removal rule revisited, Linear Algebra and its Applications 49, 91 (1983).
[7] R. H. Bartels and G. W. Stewart, Algorithm 432 [c2]: Solution of the matrix equation ax + xb = c [f4], Communications

of the ACM 15, 820 (1972).
[8] L. Kohaupt, Introduction to a Gram-Schmidt-type biorthogonalization method, Rocky Mountain Journal of Mathematics

44, 10.1216/RMJ-2014-44-4-1265 (2014).
[9] J. Wilkening, An algorithm for computing Jordan chains and inverting analytic matrix functions, Linear Algebra and its

Applications 427, 6 (2007).
[10] S. Hu, B. Normand, X. Wang, and L. Yu, Accurate determination of the Gaussian transition in spin-1 chains with single-ion

anisotropy, Physical Review B 84, 220402 (2011), publisher: American Physical Society.
[11] A. Honecker, S. Hu, R. Peters, and J. Richter, Dynamic and thermodynamic properties of the generalized diamond chain

model for azurite, Journal of Physics: Condensed Matter 23, 164211 (2011).
[12] M. Takahashi, Half-filled Hubbard model at low temperature, Journal of Physics C: Solid State Physics 10, 1289 (1977).
[13] F. Mila and K. P. Schmidt, Strong-Coupling Expansion and Effective Hamiltonians, in Introduction to Frustrated Mag-

netism: Materials, Experiments, Theory , Springer Series in Solid-State Sciences, edited by C. Lacroix, P. Mendels, and
F. Mila (Springer, Berlin, Heidelberg, 2011) pp. 537–559.

[14] S. Lieu, Topological phases in the non-Hermitian Su-Schrieffer-Heeger model, Physical Review B 97, 045106 (2018).
[15] K. Yamamoto, M. Nakagawa, M. Tezuka, M. Ueda, and N. Kawakami, Universal properties of dissipative Tomonaga-

Luttinger liquids: Case study of a non-Hermitian XXZ spin chain, Physical Review B 105, 205125 (2022).
[16] D.-W. Zhang, Y.-L. Chen, G.-Q. Zhang, L.-J. Lang, Z. Li, and S.-L. Zhu, Skin superfluid, topological Mott insulators,

and asymmetric dynamics in an interacting non-Hermitian Aubry-Andre-Harper model, Physical Review B 101, 235150
(2020).


