arXiv:2104.11265v1 [quant-ph] 22 Apr 2021

Conserved quantities, exceptional points, and antilinear symmetries in non-Hermitian systems

Frantisek Ruzicka^{1†}, Kaustubh S. Agarwal^2 and Yogesh N. Joglekar^{2‡}

1Institute of Nuclear Physics, Czech Academy of Sciences, Rez 250 68, Czech Republic 2Department of Physics, Indiana University Purdue University Indianapolis (IUPUI), Indianapolis, Indiana 46202, United States

E-mail:^†fruzicka@gmail.com,^‡yojoglek@iupui.edu

Abstract. Over the past two decades, open systems that are described by a non-Hermitian Hamiltonian have become a subject of intense research. These systems encompass classical wave systems with balanced gain and loss, semiclassical models with mode selective losses, and minimal quantum systems, and the meteoric research on them has mainly focused on the wide range of novel functionalities they demonstrate. Here, we address the following questions: Does anything remain constant in the dynamics of such open systems? What are the consequences of such conserved quantities? Through spectral-decomposition method and explicit, recursive procedure, we obtain all conserved observables for general PT -symmetric systems. We then generalize the analysis to Hamiltonians with other antilinear symmetries, and discuss the consequences of conservation laws for open systems. We illustrate our findings with several physically motivated examples.

1. Introduction Discrete or continuous symmetries and conservation laws that result from them have been instrumental to the theoretical and experimental developments in physics over the past few centuries [1, 2]. Identifying the quantities that remain constant during temporal evolution of a system allows us to severely constraint their global dynamics. Starting from Kepler’s law (equalarea-swept in equal-times for planar orbits) [3], these time-invariants have underpinned numerous scientific advances; they include the prediction of (electron) neutrinos based on the requirement of energy, momentum, and angular momentum conservation in beta-decay processes [4]. On the theoretical front, conservation laws have played critical role in the development of approximate methods that are indispensable for studying interacting, many-body systems. These selfconsistent or conserving approximations characterize a special set of Feynman diagrams, used to calculate response functions or susceptibilities, such that the approximate answers still obey relevant conservation laws [5, 6].

The dynamics of isolated systems are governed by static Hamiltonians. For classical systems, this Hamiltonian (energy) function, defined over the phase space, is real. In this case, all conserved quantities are those whose Poisson bracket with the Hamiltonian vanishes, i.e. they commute with the Hamiltonian [1]. For quantum systems, the same criterion is applicable although now the Hamiltonian H_0 is a Dirac-Hermitian operator, H_0 = H^†_0 , and so are “observables" in the quantum theory [7]. A full set of conserved quantities for such a system are therefore obtained by identifying all independent observables that obey the commutation property. Some of the conserved observables are immediately apparent. An obvious one is the identity operator, 1, that gives rise to the conservation of the Dirac inner-product between two states, and in particular, the norm of a given state. A second observable is the Hamiltonian itself, and it expresses the conservation of energy for a given, isolated system. In both classical and quantum cases, the dynamics generated by a Hamiltonian are reversible and thus do not evolve into a steady state.

In contrast, the dynamics of a classical system coupled to an environment become irreversible in the thermodynamic limit, and the system evolves towards the ground state or a non-equilibrium steady state. In such cases, although conservation laws apply to the system+environment, the existence or implications of time-invariant quantities for a classical system alone are unclear. When a small quantum system is coupled to an environment, it loses its coherence. This process is traditionally described by the Gorini-Kossakowski-Sudarshan Lindblad equation [8, 9, 10] for the (reduced) density matrix of the system, and results in a completely-positive trace preserving (CPTP) map on the space of physical density matrices [11]. In such cases, the conserved quantities are determined by observables that simultaneously commute with the system Hamiltonian and all relevant Lindblad dissipators [12]. Absent special symmetries, it implies that the state-norm or the trace of the system density-matrix is the only conserved quantity for such quantum channels.

In this article, we will review symmetries and conservation laws for a new class of systems that are governed by non-Hermitian Hamiltonians [13]. Their coherent, non-unitary, non-norm-preserving dynamics are qualitatively different from the coherent, unitary dynamics of isolated systems as well as the incoherent, non-unitary, trace-preserving dynamics of systems coupled to an environment. Since Bender and coworkers’ discovery [14, 15], over the past two decades, non-Hermitian Hamiltonians that are invariant under combined operations of parity and timereversal (PT ) have emerged as new research frontier [16]. Its meteoric growth was driven first by theoretical interest in the generalization of a quantum theory to non-Hermitian, selfadjoint Hamiltonians [17, 18], and then by experiments on open, classical wave systems [19] with balanced gain and loss that are faithfully described by PT -symmetric Hamiltonians [20]. A prototypical PT -symmetric Hamiltonian H(γ) ≠ H^†(γ) has a purely real spectrum when the gain-loss strength γ is smaller than a threshold value γ_{PT}. At γ = γ_{PT}, two (or more) eigenvalues of H(γ) coincide and the corresponding eigenvectors coalesce, giving rise to an exceptional point (EP) degeneracy [21, 22]. In contrast to the diabolic point (DP) degeneracies of self-adjoint operators, the eigenvectors of H(γ_{PT}) do not span the space. When γ exceeds the threshold, the degenerate eigenvalues of H(γ) turn into complex conjugate pairs and the non-orthogonal eigenvectors of H(γ) span the space again. This transition from real to complexconjugate eigenvalues is called PT -symmetry breaking transition. We remind the reader that the time-evolution operator G(t) ≡ exp[−iH(γ)t)] (ℏ = 1) is not unitary due to the non-orthogonal nature of the eigenstates of H(γ) irrespective of whether the spectrum of H(γ) is real or complexconjugate pairs. In physical terms, the system changes from having purely oscillatory eigenmodes and a bounded, oscillatory state-norm to amplifying and decaying eigenmodes that, in the absence of nonlinearities, lead to an exponentially growing state-norm. Given this qualitatively different behaviors across the PT -symmetry breaking transition at the EP, it makes sense to ask, “Is there anything that remains time-invariant in these open systems with balanced gain and loss”? As we will show below, this question can be completely answered with a recursive, analytical construction.

After the extensive realizations of PT -symmetric Hamiltonians in classical platforms that include coupled mechanical [23] and electrical [24, 25, 26, 27, 28] oscillators, coupled optical waveguides [29, 30], fiber loops [31, 32], microring resonators [33], acoustics [34], optomechanical systems [35], and so on, past two years have seen tremendous efforts to extend these ideas into the semiclassical or purely quantum domains. These efforts have led to the realizations of passive PT -symmetric Hamiltonians with mode-selective losses in ultracold atoms in a two-level system [36] and momentum-space lattice [37], a single NV center [38], single [39] and correlated photons [40], and a superconducting transmon circuit [41]. As we will show below, although these quantum systems are governed by lossy Hamiltonians, conservation laws apply to them as well and lead to observable consequences that arise from the difference between decay rate for the slow mode that emerges after the passive PT -symmetry breaking transition [42] and the average decay rate for the lossy system. 2

The plan for the paper is as follows. In Sec. 2 we present an algebraic approach to obtain conserved observables and generalize the results from those for a PT -symmetric Hamiltonian to Hamiltonians with a broader class of symmetries. We show that the nature of the conservation laws is purely algebraic, not restricted to the Hermiticity of the system in any way. Instead, it depends heavily on the locations of the eigenvalues, itself is a reflection of some underlying symmetry of the system. We prove existence conditions for the conserved quantities. In Sec. 3, we review a recursive procedure that allows explicit calculation of the conserved, intertwining operators without using the spectral decomposition approach of Sec. 2, and illustrate our construction with a few examples. We generalize the ideas of conserved quantities to non- PT -symmetric Hamiltonians in Sec. 4. Section 5 concludes the paper with remarks about consequences for lossy PT -symmetric systems, generalization to time-periodic, non-Hermitian systems and systems undergoing non-unitary, discrete-time quantum walks, and a summary.

As an aside, we note that in this work, we only consider Dirac-Hermiticity as the defining criterion for all observables; this is due to fact that nature seems only consistent with a Born-rule in the quantum theory that uses Dirac Hermitian-conjugate to obtain the probability density. Therefore, we will not consider formally consistent mathematical models with non-Hermitian Hamiltonians or “observables” that are self-adjoint [18, 43, 44]. We will also restrict ourselves to finite-dimensional systems, thereby circumventing the issues of domains, boundedness, and invertibility [45].

2. Conserved quantities in non-Hermitian systems In classical mechanics, observables that are conserved during time evolution are most easily defined in the Hamiltonian formalism, where they are determined by a vanishing Poisson bracket [1]. Therefore, it should come at no surprise that their quantum counterparts become by far most apparent in the Heisenberg picture. Let the system under consideration be governed by a static Hamiltonian H that may not be Hermitian. It satisfies equations of motion i∂_t|ψ(t)⟩ = H|ψ(t)⟩ and −i∂_t⟨ψ(t)| = ⟨ψ(t)|H^†. By definition, a linear operator η is a constant of motion if and only if ⟨ψ(t)|η|ψ(t)⟩ = Tr[ηρ_ψ(t)] remains constant for any arbitrary state |ψ⟩ (or a density matrix ρ_ψ). In the absence of intrinsic time-dependence, this constraint translates into i d dt ⟨ψ(t)|η|ψ(t)⟩ = ⟨ψ(t)|ηH − H^†η|ψ(t)⟩ = 0. (1) Due to the linearity of the constraint in Eq.(1), without loss of generality, we can choose η to be a Hermitian matrix. When H = H^† (an isolated system), the observable conservation is therefore equivalent to commutation, just as expected. A Hermitian system trivially leaves two important operators conserved, namely the identity (state-norm) and the Hamiltonian itself (energy). We emphasize that many more independent, conserved operators can be constructed very easily; an example is the set of Hermitian projectors onto the eigenspace for each real eigenvalue. These are often disregarded in many applications since they are not connected to fundamental symmetries of the system. However, they fulfill all requirements for a genuine conserved observable and will play an important role in the following analysis. When H is not Hermitian, Eq.(1) leads to the following intertwining constraint, ηH = H^†η. (2) This characterization of conserved observables as intertwining operators, Eq.(2), has appeared in the literature in the context of pseudo-Hermitian operators (η is invertible) [17, 18, 43] and the CPT -inner product (η is positive definite) [15]. Here, we only focus on them as conserved observables for an open system with gain and loss.

2.1. Conserved quantities via spectral decomposition To show the existence of conserved operators, we proceed by direct construction using spectral decomposition techniques [17]. It is a simple observation that we can restrict our attention to n-dimensional Hermitian operators in the following analysis. Since they form the basis of the underlying operator Hilbert space of dimension n^2, they can serve as generators of all the other, possibly non-Hermitian, operators by complex linear combinations.

For a given n-dimensional Hamiltonian H and an unknown η, solving the intertwining relation Eq.(2) is equivalent to solving a set of n^2 linear equations with n^2 unknowns. The question posed here—identification of all conserved quantities—concerns the dimension of its solution space. For this section, we will assume that the Hamiltonian H with non-degenerate eigenvalues ϵ_k has a complete set of right eigenvectors {|R_k⟩} defined by H|R_k⟩ = ϵ_k|R_k⟩ and let {⟨L_k|} be the left-eigenvectors that satisfy ⟨L_k|H = ϵ_k⟨L_k|. In the spirit of choosing our conventions close to the experiments, we will normalize these eigenvectors according to the Dirac norm, ⟨R_k|R_k⟩ = 1 = ⟨L_m|L_m⟩. We also remind the reader that right-eigenvectors are not orthogonal to each other, ⟨R_k|R_m⟩ ≠ 0, and neither are the left eigenvectors. However, they form a biorthogonal basis, ⟨L_k|R_m⟩ ∝ δ_{km}. We note here that the general case where the eigenvalue ϵ_m has a degeneracy d_m has been discussed, albeit with different normalization, in Ref. [17]. The Hamiltonian H ≠ H^† admits a spectral decomposition

H = N∑ k=1 ϵ_k |R_k⟩⟨L_k| ⟨L_k|R_k⟩ , H^† = N∑ k=1 ϵ^∗_k |L_k⟩⟨R_k| ⟨R_k|L_k⟩ (3)

in such a basis where the denominator ⟨L_k|R_k⟩ ≠ 1 due to our choice of Dirac normalization. Equation (1) implies that the eigenvalues of H are either purely real or occur in complex conjugate pairs for a nonzero intertwining operator to exist. This means the characteristic equation for eigenvalues of H has real coefficients or, equivalently, there is an antilinear operator A that commutes with H [17]. Without loss of generality, we will call this antilinear operator A = PT . From the definitions, it also follows that η|R_k⟩ ∝ |L_k⟩ provided ϵ_k is real, and η|R_α⟩ ∝ |L_α∗ ⟩ provided ϵ_α∗ ≠ ϵ_α is a complex energy. By sandwiching the intertwining relation between ⟨R_k| and |R_j ⟩, we also get (ϵ_j − ϵ^∗_k)⟨R_k|η|R_j ⟩ = 0 [17]. It is now easy to explicitly show that the following Hermitian operators η_k = |L_k⟩⟨L_k|, (4) η_{sα} = (|L_α⟩⟨L_α∗ | + |L_α∗ ⟩⟨L_α|)/2, (5) η_{aα} = i(|L_α⟩⟨L_α∗ | − |L_α∗ ⟩⟨L_α|)/2, (6) are intertwining operators. Here the index k (α, α^∗) spans over real (complex conjugate) eigenvalues. These are analogues of conserved eigenvector projections in traditional Hermitian quantum mechanics, but their physical meaning is certainly much more subtle. Further analysis of this equation will depend on the degeneracy of the spectrum of the Hamiltonian under investigation. We are going to separately address the cases of non-degenerate spectrum, pure eigenvalue degeneracy and the exceptional points.

2.2. Non-degenerate spectrum If the Hamiltonian under consideration has a non-degenerate spectrum, there are no more remaining solutions to be found. We can thus conclude that the number of conserved operators is equal to the number of eigenvalues of H, i.e. the count of independent conserved quantities reaches n. The completely general formula for η in such a case is given by η = ∑ k∈real A_kη_k + ∑ α∈complex (A_{sα}η_{sα} + A_{aα}η_{aα}). (7)

As a concrete example, let us consider H_3 = JS_x+iγS_z where S_x and S_z are the 3-dimensional representation of SU(2) [46]. This non-Hermitian Hamiltonian commutes with P_∋T operator where P_3 = antidiag(1, 1, 1) and T = ∗, the complex-conjugation operator. Classically, the Hamiltonian H_3 represents a PT -symmetric trimer and it has a third-order EP at γ_{EP} = J [47]. Since H_3 is transpose-symmetric, its left-eigenvectors are just transpose of the right ones, 4 i.e. ⟨L_k| = |R_k⟩^T . When γ/J = sin θ ≤ 1, the purely real eigenvalues of H_3 are given by ϵ_k = {± cos θ, 0} and the corresponding Dirac-normalized, right eigenvectors are given by

|R_±(θ)⟩ = 1 2 e^{±iθ} ± √ 2 e^{∓iθ} , |R_0(θ)⟩ = 1 √ 2(1 + sin^2 θ) −1 √ 2i sin θ 1 . (8)

We leave it to the reader to check that (i) the right eigenvectors are not orthogonal; (ii) the left and right eigenvectors satisfy ⟨L_k|R_j ⟩ = 0 when k ≠ j; (iii) the left-right inner products ⟨L_k|R_k⟩ are not unity, and (iv) the resolution of identity is given by |R_+⟩⟨L_+| ⟨L_+|R_+⟩ + |R_−⟩⟨L_−| ⟨L_−|R_−⟩ + |R_0⟩⟨L_0| ⟨L_0|R_0⟩ = 1_3. (9)

When γ/J = cosh β ≥ 1, spectrum of H_3 is given by {±i sinh β, 0} and the corresponding Dirac-normalized, right eigenvectors are given by

|R_±(β)⟩ = 1 √ 2(1 + cosh 2β) −e^{±β}√ 2i e^{∓β} , |R_0(β)⟩ = 1 √ 2(1 + cosh^2 β) −1 √ 2i cosh β 1 .(10)

These results for eigenvectors allow us to explicitly construct the intertwining operators, Eqs.(4)- (6) when the spectrum is purely real or has a complex-conjugate pair. For both cases, we leave as an exercise to the reader to check that the three η matrices obtained in this manner satisfy the intertwining relation, Eq.(2).

We see that the conserved eigenvector projections generalize naturally from real to complexconjugate eigenvalues but no further. This provides a fixed limit of existence for those quantities, and shows that their existence is not so ubiquitous as it may have looked on the first sight. In our formalism, the building blocks of a general η are projections, and therefore all n of them would be needed to result into an invertible operator, just as expected. However, our results hold more generally even for Hamiltonians having one or more dissipation channels. Such Hamiltonians may still admit some conserved operators, though not as many as a Hamiltonian with full rank.

2.3. Spectrum with diabolic-point degeneracies When the spectrum of H ≠ H^† becomes degenerate, the sufficiency part in the above proof ceases to hold, and there might exist more conserved quantities than those found explicitly so far. Their exact count depends on the nature of the degeneracy. For eigenvalue-only or diabolicpoint degeneracy, we now show that it’s possible to explicitly construct additional independent conserved quantities in a very simple fashion.

Let the k_D-dimensional subspace associated with an eigenvalue ϵ_k be spanned by k_D orthonormal, right-eigenvectors {|R_k, a⟩|a = 1, · · · , k_D}, with the corresponding set of the lefteigenvectors denoted by {⟨L_k, a|}. It is easy to check that the operators η^{ab}_k = |L_k, a⟩⟨L_k, b| (11) are also conserved. We note that the η^{ab}_k defined in Eq.(11) are not Hermitian; however, they can be used to create symmetric and antisymmetric Hermitian combinations. Therefore, the total number of independent, conserved, Hermitian operators becomes ∑ k k^2_D. As is expected, this expression turns out to be equal to n when the spectrum is non-degenerate. Also, it is equal to n^2 when it is maximally degenerate, i.e. the Hamiltonian is an identity matrix and trivially conserves any operator whatsoever. We stress that this result is purely algebraic, and does not rely on the existence of special symmetries for the underlying model.

2.4. Spectrum with exceptional-point degeneracies The remaining scenario concerns a degeneracy where both eigenvalues and their underlying eigenvectors coalesce, i.e. EP degeneracies. As a result of the eigenvector coalescence, the spectral resolution approach used above ceases to work. We can however bring those ideas back in a slightly different form using the notion of generalized right eigenvectors. These are vectors |v_{Rm}⟩ that satisfy the equation (H − λ)^m|v_{Rm}⟩ = 0 for m ≥ 2. Note that at m = 1, this definition gives the regular right eigenvector at the EP. The set of generalized eigenvectors always form a basis of the underlying Hilbert space. Moreover, the spectral resolution results can be extended to non-diagonalizable Hamiltonians at an EP by using additional terms of the form |v_{Rm}⟩⟨v_{Lm}| for each generalized eigenvector of the Hamiltonian. Therefore, for an n-dimensional Hamiltonian, an exceptional point of order N ≤ n gives rise to N conserved operators, in addition to the n − N operators that are generated by eigenvectors corresponding to the non-degenerate eigenvalues.

As an example, let us consider H_3 at the EP. At this point, the sole right-eigenvector satisfies the equation H_3|v_{R1}⟩ = 0 and is given by |v_{R1}⟩ = (−1, √ 2i, 1)^T /2. We also note that

|v_{R1}⟩ = lim_{θ→π/2} |R_{±,0}(θ)⟩ = lim_{β→0} |R_{±,0}(β)⟩. (12)

The second (generalized) eigenvector |v_{R2}⟩ is defined by the equation H^2_3 |v_{R2}⟩ = 0. A convenient method to define |v_{R2}⟩ is by equation H_3|v_{R2}⟩ = |v_{R1}⟩, and leads to |v_{R2}⟩ = i(1, 0, 1)^T /2. The third vector is defined by H^3_3 |v_{R3}⟩ = 0 and can be chosen as any vector that is linearly independent of |v_{R1}⟩ and |v_{R2}⟩. In each case, the left-eigenvectors are given by the transpose of the right ones.

Thus, an n-dimensional Hamiltonian whose spectrum is either non-degenerate or has only EP degeneracies always admits n conserved, intertwining operators, no matter how many and what order the EPs are. The fact that there are exactly n linearly independent intertwining operators is quite surprising and shows that the number of conserved, independent operators is a stable quantity, governed by simple algebraic laws. This is because EP degeneracies are far more common than diabolic-point (level crossing) degeneracies. We also note that the conserved operators themselves remain smooth across an exceptional point.

3. Recursive procedure for generating conserved operators The spectral-decomposition approach provides explicit, analytical formulae for constructing all conserved operators of a given Hamiltonian in terms of its eigenvectors. Unfortunately, that is not of much practical help because obtaining analytical expressions for eigenvectors is a highly nontrivial task even for small dimensions n ∼ 6. However, we will show that there is a simple but powerful workaround to this issue: the conserved operators may be constructed iteratively by using the prescription η_{k+1} = η_kH (13)

starting from an initial η_1 that is determined from the outset. Note that if η_k = η^†_k is Hermitian, the intertwining relation Eq.(2) implies that recursively obtained η_{k+1} is also Hermitian. It also follows that the different η operators do not commute with each other, and the commutator is proportional to the anti-Hermitian part of H. Finally, since H obeys a characteristic polynomial equation of order n, it follows that η_{N+1} = η_1H^N can be written as a linear combination of lowerorder operators η_{k≤N} . Thus, for an n-dimensional system, this recursive procedure gives rise to n non-commuting, linearly independent conserved observables [13].

For a broad class of transpose-symmetric Hamiltonians η_1 is found as follows. For conserved quantities to exist, the Hamiltonian must have purely real or complex-conjugate eigenvalues, i.e. an antilinear operator A commutes with it. Let us write A = PT = L∗ where L denotes the entire linear part of A and ∗ is purely the complex-conjugation operation. (In general, the operator T has a nontrivial unitary part; that has been absorbed into the operator L.) It is easy to see that if H = H^T , then L is an intertwining operator. Once η_1 = L is identified, the rest are determined by the recursive procedure. 6

To illustrate the simplicity and power of this method, let us consider the Hamiltonian H_3. It follows that the three, linearly independent intertwining operators are given by

η_1 = P_3, (14) η_2 = P_3H_3, (15)

η_3 = P_3H^2_3 . (16)

The three-dimensional model and the subsequent analysis can be generalized H_D = JS_x + iγS_z where S_x, S_z are D-dimensional representations of SU(2) [46, 48]. Although the spectral decomposition process becomes more and more cumbersome as D increases, the recursive procedure maintains its simplicity. We emphasize that since Eq.(2) is a linear relation, the choice of intertwining operators is not unique. Any linear combination of {η_1, . . . , η_D}s is also a conserved quantity. In general, the eigenvalues of η_k are not positive definite. However, only in the PT -symmetric region, one can create positive-definite ηs that, in the literature, have been used to create a complex extension of quantum mechanics in the PT -symmetric region [15, 17, 49].

We note that the transpose-symmetric-Hamiltonian constraint is satisfied by many models of balanced gain and loss systems. However, there are two major exceptions. The first is generalized Hatano-Nelson models that span classical, semiclassical, or quantum systems. The second is purely classical systems such as coupled mechanical or electrical oscillators, where the dynamics of (square-root of) the energy density is governed by a Hamiltonian with purely imaginary entries. Both cases are discussed in the following paragraphs.

3.1. Asymmetric Hatano Nelson model Generalized Hatano-Nelson models are characterized by an asymmetric, nearest-neighbor tunneling profile [50, 51]. They show non-Hermitian skin effect [52], generalized bulk-boundary correspondence [53], and lead to novel applications such as the topological funneling of light [32]. Here, we construct the first intertwining operator η_1, which then permits the recursive construction of remaining conserved observables.

The prototypical Hatano-Nelson Hamiltonian with dimension D is given by

H_{HN} = JS_x + iγS_y ≠ H^T_{HN}. (17)

Note that Eq.(17) can either represent a small system with few sites, or alternatively it can represent the block-diagonal, momentum-space Hamiltonian for an infinite lattice with a unit cell of size D. The Hatano-Nelson model has asymmetric tunneling characterized by two energy scales J ± γ respectively. We remind the reader that for D ≥ 4, the tunneling elements in H_{HN} depend on the site index. The Hamiltonian H_{HN}, Eq.(17), is equivalent to the traditional PT -symmetric Hamiltonian H_D,

H_{HN} = R_x(−π/2)H_DR_x(π/2), (18)

due to the unitary transformation R_x(−π/2) where R_x(θ) = exp(−iS_xθ) = R_x(−θ)^† is a rotation about the x-axis through angle θ. Since the first intertwining operator for H_D is known, η_1 = P_D = antidiag(1, . . . , 1), we can construct the one for the Hatano Nelson Hamiltonian as η_1 = R_x(−π/2)P_D R_x(π/2), (19)

and the remaining D − 1 operators then follow trivially. It is easy to check that when D = 2, since the parity operator P_2 = 2σ_x commutes with the rotation operator, the so-called “PT - inner product” [54, 55] is a constant of motion for both H_D and H_{HN}. It is also important to note that for higher dimensions D ≥ 3, the first intertwining operator η_1, Eq.(19), does not commute with the corresponding operator P_D for H_D.

3.2. Conserved quantities for PT electrical circuit models An inductor-capacitor (LC) circuit is the simplest electrical analog of a mass+spring pendulum where the energy oscillates between the kinetic form (inductor) and the potential form (capacitor). In contrast to the loss or gain in a mechanical system, it is easy to implement controlled loss and gain in electrical circuits by using resistors and operational amplifiers. Two such LC oscillators, one with a resistor R (loss) and second with negative resistor −R (gain), form the loss and gain “sites” of a PT -symmetric dimer. These “sites” can be coupled through mutual inductance [24, 25, 28], a coupling capacitor [26], or a coupling inductor [27].

Let us consider two LC circuits coupled through mutual inductance [28]. Kirchhoff laws govern the dynamics of voltages across capacitors V_{1,2}(t) and currents across the inductors I_{1,2}(t), and the resulting set of linear, coupled equations can be mapped onto Schrodinger-like equation for a state vector |ψ(t)⟩ such that its norm is the instantaneous circuit energy, i.e. E(t) = ⟨ψ(t)|ψ(t)⟩. The non-Hermitian Hamiltonian describing the dynamics of the real state vector |ψ(t)⟩ is given by [28]

H(γ) (ω_0/2) = i −2γ 0 γ_0 −γ_{PT} 0 2γ −γ_{PT} γ_0 −γ_0 γ_{PT} 0 0 γ_{PT} −γ_0 0 0

= −σ^y ⊗ (γ^01^2 − γ^{PT}σ^x) − iγ(1^2 + σ^z) ⊗ σ^z. (20)

Here ω_0 = 1/ √ LC is the fundamental frequency of each oscillator, γ = ω_0(L/R) is the dimensionless measure of gain or loss, γ_0 = (1/ √ 1 − μ + 1/ √ 1 + μ) and γ_{PT} = (1/ √ 1 − μ − 1/ √ 1 + μ) denote the two values of γ at which the Hamiltonian H(γ) has an EP, and 0 ≤ μ = M/L ≤ 1 denotes the dimensionless mutual inductance coupling between the gain and loss circuits. To obtain conserved quantities for this PT electric dimer, we need to obtain the first intertwining operator for H(γ) ≠ H^T (γ). Note that the Hamiltonian H(γ) has the antilinear symmetry A = PT with P = 1_2 ⊗ σ_x and T = (σ_z ⊗ 1_2)∗. However, since H(γ) is not transpose-symmetric, the linear part L of A = (σ_z ⊗ σ_x)∗ is not an intertwining operator.

Looking at the tensor product structure of Eq.(20), it is clear that the source of the transpose asymmetry is the σ_y term, and the unitary transformation U = exp(+iπσ_z/4) ⊗ 1_2 will convert the Hamiltonian (20) into a transpose-symmetric matrix H = UHU^† = H^T . Under the same transformation, the antilinear operator A maps into A^′ = UAU^† = [exp(+iπσ_z/2)σ_z ⊗ σ_x] ∗. Here, we have used the complex conjugation property U^∗ = U^†. Comparing the result with A^′ = L^′∗ gives 1_2 ⊗ σ_x as the first intertwining operator for the matrix H, and thereby the first intertwining operator for H(γ), Eq.(20), is given by inverse U transformation, i.e.

η_1 = 1_2 ⊗ σ_x. (21)

The remaining operators are then trivially obtained through the recursive construction. We leave the analysis of two LC circuits connected by a coupling inductor L_c [27] as an exercise to the reader.

4. Hamiltonians with PT , anti-PT , and other symmetries The robust algebraic nature of the results about conserved observables for Hamiltonians with real or complex-conjugate spectra suggests several possibilities for further generalization [56, 57]. The antilinear symmetry A = PT that ensures real or complex-conjugate eigenvalues means the eigenvalues occur symmetrically about the x-axis in the complex plane (Fig. 1a). Here, we demonstrate that the results translate seamlessly from Schrodinger-like equations (PT - symmetry) to diffusion equations (anti-PT symmetry) and beyond.

To remind the reader about these ideas, we start with a diffusive system governed by equation ∂_t|ψ(t)⟩ = D|ψ(t)⟩. This can be written in the Schrodinger-like form with an H_D = iD. If the matrix D has an antilinear symmetry A, it follows that the Hamiltonian H_D anticommutes with A, i.e. AH_D = −H_DA. Such systems are called anti-PT -symmetric systems, and their eigenvalues occur in pairs that are symmetric about the y-axis, i.e. they occur in pairs 8

(a) ηH = H^†η (b) ηH = e^{−iπ/2}H^†η (c) ηH = −Hη Figure 1: Schematic illustration of symmetries of eigenvalues for non-Hermitian Hamiltonians with different symmetries. (a) In a PT -symmetric case, eigenvalues are reflection-symmetric about the horizontal axis, (b) For Hamiltonians with anyonic PT -symmetry, they are reflectionsymmetric about the dotted line with slope − tan(−π/4) = 1. (c) For Hamiltonians with a chiral symmetry, eigenvalues are reflection-symmetric through the origin, i.e. occur in pairs (ϵ_k, −ϵ_k). Note that eigenvalues of anti-PT -symmetric Hamiltonians (not shown) are reflection-symmetric about the vertical axis.

(ϵ_k, −ϵ^∗_k) [58, 59, 60, 61, 62]. Note that a Hamiltonian can be both PT -symmetric and anti-PT - symmetric with respect to different parity operations. The simplest example is a prototypical dimer with balanced gain and loss described by the 2 × 2 Hamiltonian H_2 = (Jσ_x + iγσ_z)/2. We leave it to the reader to verify that H_2 is PT symmetric with respect to PT = σ_x∗, but it is also anti-PT -symmetric with respect to the operator PT = σ_z∗.

Following the procedure outlined in Sec. 2, Hermitian conserved operators for a diffusive system can thus be generated recursively starting from the initial observable η_1 that satisfies a modified intertwining relation,

η_1H_D = −H^†_Dη_1, (22)

η_{k+1} = iη_kH_D = η^†_{k+1}. (23)

This recursive procedure generalizes to other systems where the equations of motion are linear, but do not fall neatly into either Schrodinger- or diffusion-equation categories. The conserved operators for such systems are defined by the intertwining relation ηH = e^{iφ}H^†η. (24) Physically, such Hamiltonians have eigenvalues that are symmetric about a line with slope − tan(φ/2) in the complex eigenvalue plane, i.e they occur in pairs (ϵ_k, e^{−iφ}ϵ^∗_k) (Fig. 1b). Equivalently, such a Hamiltonian satisfies the equation AH = e^{iφ}HA for some antilinear operator A. Note that φ = 0 gives us the PT -symmetric case whereas the anti-PT -symmetric case corresponds to φ = π. Due to its similarity with quasiparticle-statistics definitions in two dimensions, Hamiltonians that require Eq.(24) for their conserved observables are said to have “anyonic PT symmetry” [63, 64].

For an anyonic-PT -symmetric Hamiltonian, we can reiterate the process of solving Eq.(24) by spectrally decomposing all the operators in question. The recursive procedure for obtaining the constants of motion is also modified a bit,

η_{k+1} = e^{iφ/2}η_kH = η^†_{k+1}. (25)

Finally, note that virtually the same behavior can be deducted by combination of equation-of-motion and other symmetries that the Hamiltonian may have. For example, if a Hamiltonian has a chiral symmetry, there exists an η = Π that anticommutes with the Hamiltonian, i.e. ηH = −Hη. This, combined with the intertwining relation, implies that the spectrum of H occurs in reflection-through-the-origin symmetric pairs (ϵ_k, −ϵ_k) (Fig. 1c). Consequently, it gives rise to conserved pseudochirality in a simple, non-Hermitian model [65]. 9

5. Discussion and Summary Now, we present the consequences of conserved quantities for lossy, non-Hermitian systems, briefly discuss generalizations of this approach to time-periodic or discrete-time systems, and then conclude with a summary.

5.1. Consequences for passive, PT -symmetric systems PT -symmetric Hamiltonians are realized in classical wave-systems where balanced gain and loss can be implemented by ignoring the thermal and quantum fluctuation effects [66]. Conserved quantities in such systems lead to phase locking at the EP or in the PT -broken region because the norm of an arbitrary state ⟨ψ(t)|ψ(t)⟩ grows with time whereas the expectation values ⟨ψ(t)|η_k|ψ(t)⟩ remain constant [67]. But what about the quantum domain?

The non-Hermitian Hamiltonians that arise for truly quantum systems through postselection [41, 48] are always lossy. In such cases, the passive PT -transition across the EP is marked by the emergence of a slowly decaying mode whose decay-rate decreases when the local loss strength increases [27, 42]. Since the lossy Hamiltonian does not have complex-conjugate eigenvalues, in principle, the intertwining relation cannot be satisfied. However, the state norm ⟨ψ(t)|ψ(t)⟩ and the expectation values ⟨ψ(t)|η_k|ψ(t)⟩ decay at different rates in the passive PT -symmetry broken region. Due to the exponential-in-time separation between these two quantities, the phase locking occurs for passive models [13]. These considerations show that all such effects continue be valid for any non-Hermitian Hamiltonian that results from a PT - symmetric Hamiltonian by a complex identity shift.

5.2. Conserved quantities in time-periodic models Our analysis for conserved observables is applicable to a static Hamiltonian H ≠ H^†. In general, when the Hamiltonian H(t) is time dependent, time-translational invariance is broken and so are the conservation laws. If the Hamiltonian is time periodic with period T , the time-translational symmetry is restored for discrete shifts t → t+pT where p is an integer. The long-term dynamics of the system are then governed by the time evolution operator for one period,

G_F (T ) = Te^{−i} ∫_T 0 dt^′H(t^′ ) ≡ e−iT H_F , (26) where T denotes the time-ordered product that accounts for the non-commuting nature of H(t) at different instances of time. Note that Eq.(26) also defines the (static) Floquet Hamiltonian H_F [68, 69]. G_F (T ) determines the stroboscopic dynamics, namely dynamics only at integer times pT , while the dynamics during the intermediate times pT ≤ t ≤ (p + 1)T , called the micromotion, is determined by the family of operators K(t) = Te^{−i} ∫_t 0 dt^′H(t^′ ). (27)

It is easy to show that if the Hamiltonian H(t) is Hermitian, then so is the Floquet Hamiltonian H_F . Similarly, if the Hamiltonian H(t) is PT -symmetric, the resultant Floquet Hamiltonian H_F also has an antilinear symmetry, albeit with possibly different P and T operators [70]. Under the stroboscopic evolution, an observable η is conserved provided it satisfies G^†_F ηG_F = η. (28)

Equation (28) defines the “intertwining relation” for systems that are described by a timeevolution operator G instead of a Hamiltonian. In particular, it defines stroboscopically conserved quantities for non-Hermitian, discrete time quantum walks. The recursive procedure for generating other intertwining operators follows through with

η_{k+1} = η_kG. (29)

Thus, a complete characterization of conserved quantities for non-Hermitian, time-periodic Hamiltonians as well as non-unitary discrete time quantum walks can be carried out with the explicit, analytical, recursive procedure we have reviewed in this article. 10

5.3. Summary In this article, we have reviewed conserved quantities that arise in the dynamics of systems that are governed by non-Hermitian Hamiltonians with different antilinear symmetries. For isolated quantum systems governed by Hermitian Hamiltonians, the conserved observables are linearly independent operators that commute with the Hamiltonian. In contrast, for a quantum channel, generically, there are no conserved quantities except the trace of the density matrix. Classical or quantum systems governed by effective, non-Hermitian Hamiltonians lie between these two limits. Non-Hermitian Hamiltonians with different antilinear symmetries (PT , anti-PT , anyonic-PT ) give rise to different intertwining relations that characterize conserved observables.

The fact that eigenvector-projections of Hermitian operators remain conserved during time evolution is quite obvious, although often somewhat neglected when discussing conservation laws in quantum mechanics. With that insight, we have reviewed the spectral decomposition method for constructing conserved quantities for the non-Hermitian cases, and then outlined a simple recursive, analytical solution for a complete set of linearly independent intertwining operators. Note that each conserved operator η_k generates a one-parameter unitary group U_k(θ) = exp(iθη_k) by exponentiation. However, the unitary transformation does not leave the Hamiltonian invariant, i.e. U_k(θ)H ≠ HU_k(θ), and therefore it does not have a direct physical meaning.

In this article, we have further quantified the number of conserved observables for non- Hermitian Hamiltonians with either diabolic degeneracies (level crossings) or EP degeneracies, the latter being most commonplace for non-Hermitian matrices. While in the first case we discovered new conserved observables, we showed that that crossing through an EP degeneracy does not yield any new ones. Thus, in the complex eigenvalue plane, the number of conserved observables remains equal to the maximum rank of the Hamiltonian matrix.

References

[1] Goldstein H 2002 Classical mechanics (San Francisco: Addison Wesley) ISBN 0201657023 [2] Landau L D 1976 Mechanics (Oxford New York: Pergamon Press) ISBN 9780750628969 [3] Feynman R 2013 The Feynman lectures on physics (Uttar Pradesh, India Dorling Kindersley: Pearson India Education Services Pvt Ltd) ISBN 8131792110 [4] Close F E 2010 Neutrino (Oxford New York: Oxford University Press) ISBN 0199695997 [5] Baym G and Kadanoff L P 1961 Phys. Rev. 124(2) 287–299 URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRev.124.287 [6] Mahan G 2000 Many-Particle Physics (Boston, MA: Springer US) ISBN 978-1-4757-5714-9 [7] Sakurai J J 2011 Modern quantum mechanics (Boston: Addison-Wesley) ISBN 0805382917 [8] Sudarshan E C G, Mathews P M and Rau J 1961 Phys. Rev. 121(3) 920–924 URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRev.121.920 [9] Gorini V, Kossakowski A and Sudarshan E 1976 Journal of Mathematical Physics 17 821 URL https://doi.org/10.1063/1.522979 [10] Lindblad G 1976 Comm. Math. Phys. 48 119–130 URL https://projecteuclid.org:443/euclid.cmp/1103899849 [11] Manzano D 2020 AIP Advances 10 025106 URL https://doi.org/10.1063/1.5115323 [12] Albert V V and Jiang L 2014 Phys. Rev. A 89(2) 022118 URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevA.89.022118 [13] Bian Z, Xiao L, Wang K, Zhan X, Onanga F A, Ruzicka F, Yi W, Joglekar Y N and Xue P 2020 Physical Review Research 2 URL https://doi.org/10.1103/physrevresearch.2.022039 [14] Bender C M and Boettcher S 1998 Phys. Rev. Lett. 80(24) 5243–5246 URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.80.5243 [15] Bender C M, Brody D C and Jones H F 2002 Phys. Rev. Lett. 89(27) 270401 URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.89.270401 [16] Bender C M 2007 Reports on Progress in Physics 70 947–1018 URL https://doi.org/10.1088%2F0034-4885%2F70%2F6%2Fr03 [17] Mostafazadeh A 2002 Journal of Mathematical Physics 43 205–214 URL https://doi.org/10.1063/1.1418246 [18] Mostafazadeh A 2010 International Journal of Geometric Methods in Modern Physics 07 1191–1306 URL https://doi.org/10.1142/s0219887810004816 [19] Joglekar Y N, Thompson C, Scott D D and Vemuri G 2013 The European Physical Journal Applied Physics 63 30001 URL https://doi.org/10.1051/epjap/2013130240 [20] El-Ganainy R, Makris K G, Khajavikhan M, Musslimani Z H, Rotter S and Christodoulides D N 2018 Nature Physics 14 11–19 URL https://doi.org/10.1038/nphys4323 11

[21] Kato T 1995 Perturbation Theory for Linear Operators (Springer Berlin Heidelberg) URL https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-642-66282-9 [22] Özdemir Ş K, Rotter S, Nori F and Yang L 2019 Nature Materials 18 783–798 ISSN 1476-4660 URL https://doi.org/10.1038/s41563-019-0304-9 [23] Bender C M, Berntson B K, Parker D and Samuel E 2013 American Journal of Physics 81 173–179 URL https://doi.org/10.1119/1.4789549 [24] Schindler J, Li A, Zheng M C, Ellis F M and Kottos T 2011 Physical Review A - Atomic, Molecular, and Optical Physics 84 1–5 ISSN 10502947 [25] Schindler J, Lin Z, Lee J M, Ramezani H, Ellis F M and Kottos T 2012 Journal of Physics A: Mathematical and Theoretical 45 444029 URL https://doi.org/10.1088/1751-8113/45/44/444029 [26] Chitsazi M, Li H, Ellis F and Kottos T 2017 Physical Review Letters 119 093901 URL https://doi.org/10.1103/physrevlett.119.093901 [27] de J León-Montiel R, Quiroz-Juárez M A, Domínguez-Juárez J L, Quintero-Torres R, Aragón J L, Harter A K and Joglekar Y N 2018 Communications Physics 1 URL https://doi.org/10.1038/s42005-018-0087-3 [28] Wang H, Lai Y H, Yuan Z, Suh M G and Vahala K 2020 Nature Communications 11 1610 URL https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-020-15341-6 [29] Duchesne D, Aimez V, Morandotti R, Christodoulides D N, Salamo G J, Volatier-Ravat M, Siviloglou G A and Guo A 2009 Physical Review Letters 103 1–4 ISSN 0031-9007 [30] Rüter C E, Makris K G, El-Ganainy R, Christodoulides D N, Segev M and Kip D 2010 Nature Physics 6 192–195 ISSN 17452473 (Preprint 1003.4968) URL http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nphys1515 [31] Regensburger A, Bersch C, Miri M A, Onishchukov G, Christodoulides D N and Peschel U 2012 Nature 488 167–171 URL https://doi.org/10.1038/nature11298 [32] Weidemann S, Kremer M, Helbig T, Hofmann T, Stegmaier A, Greiter M, Thomale R and Szameit A 2020 Science 368 311–314 URL https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aaz8727 [33] Peng B, Özdemir Ş K, Lei F, Monifi F, Gianfreda M, Long G L, Fan S, Nori F, Bender C M and Yang L 2014 Nature Physics 10 394–398 URL https://doi.org/10.1038/nphys2927 [34] Zhu X, Ramezani H, Shi C, Zhu J and Zhang X 2014 Phys. Rev. X 4(3) 031042 URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevX.4.031042 [35] Lü X Y, Jing H, Ma J Y and Wu Y 2015 Phys. Rev. Lett. 114(25) 253601 URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.114.253601 [36] Li J, Harter A K, Liu J, de Melo L, Joglekar Y N and Luo L 2019 Nature Communications 10 855 ISSN 2041-1723 URL https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-019-08596-1 [37] Chen T, Gou W, Xie D, Xiao T, Yi W, Jing J and Yan B 2020 Quantum zeno effects across a parity-time symmetry breaking transition in atomic momentum space (Preprint 2009.01419) [38] Wu Y, Liu W, Geng J, Song X, Ye X, Duan C K, Rong X and Du J 2019 Science 364 878–880 URL https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aaw8205 [39] Xiao L, Wang K, Zhan X, Bian Z, Kawabata K, Ueda M, Yi W and Xue P 2019 Phys. Rev. Lett. 123(23) 230401 URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.123.230401 [40] Klauck F, Teuber L, Ornigotti M, Heinrich M, Scheel S and Szameit A 2019 Nature Photonics 13 883–887 URL https://doi.org/10.1038/s41566-019-0517-0 [41] Naghiloo M, Abbasi M, Joglekar Y N and Murch K W 2019 Nature Physics 15 1232–1236 URL https://doi.org/10.1038/s41567-019-0652-z [42] Joglekar Y N and Harter A K 2018 Photonics Research 6 A51 URL https://doi.org/10.1364/prj.6.000a51 [43] Znojil M 2009 Journal of Mathematical Physics 50 122105 URL https://doi.org/10.1063/1.3272002 [44] Znojil M 2015 International Journal of Theoretical Physics 54 3867–3870 URL https://doi.org/10.1007/s10773-014-2501-2 [45] Mostafazadeh A 2020 Entropy 22 471 URL https://doi.org/10.3390/e22040471 [46] Graefe E M, Günther U, Korsch H J and Niederle A E 2008 Journal of Physics A: Mathematical and Theoretical 41 255206 URL https://doi.org/10.1088/1751-8113/41/25/255206 [47] Hodaei H, Hassan A U, Wittek S, Garcia-Gracia H, El-Ganainy R, Christodoulides D N and Khajavikhan M 2017 Nature 548 187–191 URL https://doi.org/10.1038/nature23280 [48] Quiroz-Juárez M A, Perez-Leija A, Tschernig K, Rodríguez-Lara B M, Magaña-Loaiza O S, Busch K, Joglekar Y N and de J León-Montiel R 2019 Photonics Research 7 862 URL https://doi.org/10.1364/prj.7.000862 [49] Znojil M and Geyer H B 2006 Physics Letters B 640 52–56 URL https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2006.07.028 [50] Hatano N and Nelson D R 1996 Phys. Rev. Lett. 77(3) 570–573 URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.77.570 [51] Hatano N 1998 Physica A: Statistical Mechanics and its Applications 254 317–331 URL https://doi.org/10.1016/s0378-4371(98)00010-7 [52] Lee C H and Thomale R 2019 Phys. Rev. B 99(20) 201103 URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevB.99.201103 12

[53] Helbig T, Hofmann T, Imhof S, Abdelghany M, Kiessling T, Molenkamp L W, Lee C H, Szameit A, Greiter M and Thomale R 2020 Nature Physics 16 747–750 URL https://doi.org/10.1038/s41567-020-0922-9 [54] Bender C M, Cooper F, Meisinger P N and Savage V M 1999 Physics Letters A 259 224–231 URL https://doi.org/10.1016/s0375-9601(99)00468-5 [55] Bender C M, Brody D C and Jones H F 2003 American Journal of Physics 71 1095–1102 URL https://doi.org/10.1119/1.1574043 [56] Simón M, Buendía Á and Muga J 2018 Mathematics 6 111 URL https://doi.org/10.3390/math6070111 [57] Alaña A, Martínez-Garaot S, Simón M A and Muga J G 2020 Journal of Physics A: Mathematical and Theoretical 53 135304 URL https://doi.org/10.1088/1751-8121/ab7781 [58] Peng P, Cao W, Shen C, Qu W, Wen J, Jiang L and Xiao Y 2016 Nature Physics 12 1139–1145 URL https://doi.org/10.1038/nphys3842 [59] Choi Y, Hahn C, Yoon J W and Song S H 2018 Nature Communications 9 URL https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-018-04690-y [60] Li Y, Peng Y G, Han L, Miri M A, Li W, Xiao M, Zhu X F, Zhao J, Alù A, Fan S and Qiu C W 2019 Science 364 170–173 ISSN 0036-8075 (Preprint https://science.sciencemag.org/content/364/6436/170.full.pdf) URL https://science.sciencemag.org/content/364/6436/170 [61] Zhang F, Feng Y, Chen X, Ge L and Wan W 2020 Phys. Rev. Lett. 124(5) 053901 URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.124.053901 [62] Wilkey A, Vemuri G and Joglekar Y N 2020 Active Photonic Platforms XII ed Subramania G S and Foteinopoulou S (SPIE) URL https://doi.org/10.1117/12.2566926 [63] Longhi S and Pinotti E 2019 EPL (Europhysics Letters) 125 10006 URL https://doi.org/10.1209/0295-5075/125/10006 [64] Arwas G, Gadasi S, Gershenzon I, Friesem A, Davidson N and Raz O 2021 Anyonic parity-time symmetric laser (Preprint 2103.15359) [65] Rivero J D H and Ge L 2020 Phys. Rev. Lett. 125(8) 083902 URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.125.083902 [66] Purkayastha A, Kulkarni M and Joglekar Y N 2020 Phys. Rev. Research 2(4) 043075 URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevResearch.2.043075 [67] Joglekar Y N, Onanga F A and Harter A K 2018 Phys. Rev. A 97(1) 012128 URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevA.97.012128 [68] Joglekar Y N, Marathe R, Durganandini P and Pathak R K 2014 Physical Review A 90 040101 URL https://doi.org/10.1103/physreva.90.040101 [69] Lee T E and Joglekar Y N 2015 Phys. Rev. A 92(4) 042103 URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevA.92.042103 [70] Harter A K and Joglekar Y N 2020 Progress of Theoretical and Experimental Physics 2020 URL https://doi.org/10.1093/ptep/ptaa181