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Exceptional point in self-consistent Markovian master equations
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Exceptional point (EP) denotes the non-Hermitian degeneracy, in which both eigenvalues and
eigenstates become identical. By the conventional local Markovian master equation, EP can be
constructed by parity-time (PT) or anti-PT symmetry in a system composed of coupled subsystems.
However, the coupling between two systems makes the conventional local Markovian master equation
become inconsistent. By using self-consistent Markovian master equation, we show that there is no
EP in the system composed of two bosonic subsystems. The conventional local master equation can
be valid only when the coupling strength is much smaller than the difference in resonance frequency
between the two subsystems. In a system composed of three bosonic subsystems, EP can be obtained
by adiabatically eliminating one of the three subsystems.

I. INTRODUCTION

The Hamiltonian governing the evolution of the closed
system is Hermitian, and thus only degeneracy of the en-
ergy levels is possible. The inevitable coupling to the
surrounding environment makes the effective Hamilto-
nian of the open system become non-Hermitian. The
non-Hermitian degeneracy, known as EP [1, 2], denotes
that both eigenvalues and eigenstates coalesce. EPs
have recently attracted more and more research, mainly
by finding a large number of meaningful applications
and exotic phenomena such as loss-induced lasing [3],
stopped light[4], quantum state control [5, 6], asymmetric
backscattering [7], asymmetric mode switching [8, 9], en-
ergy transfer [10], phase accumulation [11, 12], enhance-
ment of Quantum Heat Engine [13]. More importantly,
EPs have been found to play an important role in im-
proving the measurement sensitivity [14-21].

EPs can appear in PT and anti-PT symmetrical sys-
tems. In the presence of PT symmetry [22, 23], non-
Hermitian Hamiltonians can have entirely real eigenval-
ues. EPs are the separate points between purely real
eigenvalues and the normally complex eigenvalues. Sim-
ilarly, EPs are the separate points between purely imag-
inary eigenvalues and the normally complex eigenval-
ues of anti-PT symmetrical non-Hermitian Hamiltoni-
ans [24, 25].

PT and anti-PT symmetrical non-Hermitian effective
Hamiltonian can be constructed by the coupled bosonic
systems suffering from the local Markovian dissipation or
driving [26]. By transforming the conventional Lindblad
master equation into the quantum Heisenberg-Langevin
equation, the effective PT and anti-PT symmetrical
non-Hermitian effective Hamiltonian for the evolution of
bosonic modes can be obtained. However, the local mas-
ter equation may fail when there is coupling between the
systems. It has been shown that local master equation
may violate the second law of thermodynamics [27] and
give rise to non-physical results [28-31], even in the limit
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of small bath couplings. Recently, it is shown that local
master equation may fail to describe dissipative critical
behavior [32]. Tt is therefore necessary to be careful about
the coupling between systems when constructing EPs.

Taking into account light-matter interaction, a self-
consistent nonlocal Markovian master equation in the
dressed picture has been proposed [33, 34]. Recently, self-
consistent nonlocal Markovian dissipation master equa-
tion for open quadratic quantum system has been de-
rived [35]. In this article, we further derive the self-
consistent nonlocal Markovian driving master equation
for constructing the PT symmetrical system. We show
that a fermionic bath with a strong enough chemical po-
tential is required to obtaining the incoherent driving.
By transforming the self-consistent equation into the cor-
responding quantum Heisenberg Langevin equation, we
prove that EP can not appear in the system composed
of two subsystems. The conventional local Markovian
master equation is reasonable, requiring that not only
the coupling strength is much smaller than the bare res-
onance frequency difference but also that the baths are
symmetric. Finally, we show that adiabatically eliminat-
ing one of the three coupled subsystems can construct
EPs.

This article is organized as follows. In Section II,
we introduce the EPs in PT symmetrical non-Hermitian
Hamiltonian by the conventional local Markovian master
equation. In Section III, the self-consistent Markovian
master equation for general system is reviewed. In Sec-
tion IV, we obtain the dressed Markovian master equa-
tion for the general quadratic system and the condi-
tion of incoherent driving is proposed. In Section V,
we show that there is no EP in the system composed
of two bosonic subsystems. In Section IV, EP can be ob-
tained by adiabatically eliminating one of the three cou-
pled subsystems. A simple summary and the possibility
of experimentation are proposed in Section VII.
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II. EPS BY THE CONVENTIONAL LOCAL
MARKOVIAN MASTER EQUATION

A typical non-Hermitian system is composed of cou-
pled cavities with two resonant modes a; and ao, as
shown in Fig. 1, with the non-Hermitian Hamiltonian
(setting h = 1)

H=(w — i”yl)aicu + (w2 + i”yg)a;ag + g(aIQQ + a;al),
(1)
where w; and ws are the resonance frequencies of the

modes 1 and 2, respectively; v1 and 7 are the total
loss/gain rates of the modes 1 and 2, respectively.
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Figure 1. Schematic diagram of non-Hermitian Hamiltonian.
Two cavity modes are coupled with the strength g. Cavity
mode 1 suffers from the dissipation bath 1 with the loss rate
1. Cavity mode 2 is incoherent driven by the bath 2 with
the gain rate vs.

When resonance frequencies are tuned to be equal (i.e.
w1 = we = w) and the gain rate is equal to the loss rate
(i.e. v1 = v2 = 7), the non-Hermitian Hamiltonian is
PT symmetrical. The eigenvalues of the non-Hermitian
Hamiltonian H are given by

EL=w+t+g?—~2 (2)

When g = ~, the eigenvalues and the eigenstates are
degenerate. Hence, g = v represents the EP.

The non-Hermitian Hamiltonian comes from the con-

ventional local Markovian master equation [26]

dp

dt

where the superoperator L(a)p = 2apa’ — atap — pa'a

with a = {a1, a2}, and the Hamiltonian Hg = wlaial +

wgagag + g(a{ag + a%al). The quantum Langenvin equa-
tion can be achieved by the formula [36-38]

—i[Hs, p] +vL(ar)p + YL (ab)p, (3)

da
& = ilHs,a] = la,al}(var — Zjamm) + (va] — VFal,,)
[a,a1] = [a, as](va — \/2val,,) + (vaz — /27a2m) a, al),

(4)
where the noise operators satisfy that
(ajin) =0, (ajinakin) =0, (5)

<aj’inakiﬂ> =0, <ajinazin> = Ojk- (6)

IIT. SELF-CONSISTENT MARKOVIAN
MASTER EQUATION

However, the master equation in Eq. (3), is not self-
consistent due to the coupling between the two subsys-
tems. A self-consistent master equation can be derived
by the dressed master equation [33-35, 39]

dp
dt
where Hrs = 3, 5., Lap(w )OI (w)Op(w) is a Lamb-
shift correction, and the superoperator D[p] is described

by
= > Aasw)

a,f,w

—i[Hs + Hrs, p] + Dlp], (7)

[203(w)pO},(w) — O (w)O (w)p—

pOs(w)OL (w)]-
(8)

Here, the dressed operator is given by

W) =Y b, k) (K Qala){al. 9)

k.q

and the factors are

Aap(w) = %/(’0 dre’T (R (T)Rp),

— 00

(10)

1

Log(w) = —/ﬁm#ﬂ@vmm—

N TR () R)),

(11)

where wy, and |k) are the kth eigenvalue and eigenstate of
the system Hamiltonian Hg, the undressed operator O,
acts on the system in the interaction Hamiltonian Hi,; =
Y0 0a @ Ro (R, acts on the environment), (.) denotes
the expectation value calculated with the environment
density operator pg, and R, (7) = 27 R, e~ HET with
the environment Hamiltonian Hp.

IV. DRESSED MASTER EQUATION FOR
GENERAL QUADRATIC SYSTEM

For a general quadratic bosonic system, the Hamilto-
nian is described by [40]

Z H, + Z Hyj, (12)
1=1,1<j
in which,
_ t Xn
Hn—wnanan+(2a + h.c.), (13)
H;; = (gijaiaj + /\ijaiaj) + h.c., (14)

where H,, denotes the Hamiltonian for the nth subsys-
tem with n = {1, ..., N}, w, is the resonance frequency



of the bosonic subsystem with the annihilation operator
a and the creation operator a', |y, | denotes the strength
of two-photon driving, and \;; (gi;) denotes the coupling
strength of the rotating (counterrotating)-wave interac-
tion between the two subsystems.

By using an Hopfield-Bogoliubov (HB) transforma-
tion [41, 42], for the stable normal phase, the total Hamil-
tonian can be rewritten as a diagonal form

al 1
=3 Qubib, + 5 (@ —wn), (15)
n=1

where the collective bosonic mode operators b,, satisfy
the commutation relation: [b;, J] = 0;j,

N
= Z(anaz + Vnia'ir)/gna (16)
i=1

in which, the normalization factor is described by &, =

\/Z£1(|um|2 — |vpnil?). In the Nambu space, it can be
rewritten as

—

b = T4, (17)

where the Nambu field vector is defined as

n

)zZ(ZCl,...,ZCN,,TL...,LL'N), (18)

and the canonical transformation matrix

- (57, (19)

where the elements of the matrix are [, =
tni/n and Dn; = vpi/&n. The coeflicient vectors
(Hnls ooos N> Vnl, -, Unn) L are eigenvectors of the HB
matrix M, which is derived by the commutation relation
(b, H'] = Qpnby, [40]

M- (4 %) (20)

with submatrixs

w1 A12 ---)\lN
)\TQ wo ... )\QN
A= , (21)
Ny My oo wn
X1 912 ... 1N
gi12 X2 --- 92N
B=|". oL (22)

91N 92N ... XN

A. Incoherent dissipation and driving

For the dissipation environment, there are N indepen-
dent thermal baths with the Hamiltonian described by

Hp — / dh(en(k) = m)ch(B)en(R),  (23)

where the spectrum ¢,(k) > 0 is non-negative and 7,
denotes the chemical potential of the nth thermal bath
at temperature T;,.

The bath operators ¢, (k) satisfy the rules

{eak), (@)}, = 0(k - q), (24)
{en(k), Cn(‘])}Cn =0, [en(k),cm(q)] =0, (25)

where {X,Y},, = XY + (., YX, and (, = +1 (—1) be-
longs to fermionic (bosonic) systems. The density matrix
of thermal bath can be described by

7HE n/Tn

@ e (26)

Based on the above equations, the two-point expectation
values can be obtained

(en(k)em(q)) =0, (27)
<Cjz(k)cm(Q)> = 0mnd(k — q) fulen(k)), (28)

in which,

fu(€) = [Cn + e(e_nn)/Tn]_l' (29)

We consider that N subsystems interact linearly with
the corresponding bath separately, which are described
by

On ® Ry,. (30)

In the basis of the Hamiltonian Hg, the eigenoperator
associated with O,, can be obtained

N

=[Gk, bk + D 10—, b, (31)
k=1

On (W)

where the element ¢, = (T~

The factor A,y in Eq. (10
relation functions [35]

Dnk + (T‘l)i;,kﬂv-
) can be derived by the cor-

jn(w)[l - Cnfn(w)] if w>0
Ann(‘*—’) = jn(_w)fn(_w) if w<O0 ,
Tn(0)[1+ (1= G)fn(0)] if w=0

(33)



where the spectral density for the nth bath is given by

jn(w) =

w/dk|gn(k)|26(w—en(k)). (34)

In a general case, the system is not degenerate (i.e.
Q,, # Q,,, when n # m) and the eigenspectrum is not zero
(i.e. Q, # 0), the superoperator D(p) can be described
by

b)),
(35)

— G ()L (bk)p + fr(S2) L£(

p) = mrlll
n,k

where the coupling constants v, x = J(Q)|én k|-
Combining Eq. (4) and Eq. (35), we can see that the
total change rate of the nth mode by, is

'y = Zrk,n = Z%,k[l

n

= Cnfn(Qk) = fu(Q)]. (36)

When all the baths are composed of bosons, the total
change rate 'y = Zn Yn,k > 0 denotes that the mode is
suffering from the dissipation process.

In order to obtain the incoherent gain, several baths
must be composed of fermions, i.e., (;, = 1. In this case,
the change rate 'y, = Y k[l — 2/ ()] should be neg-
ative. As a result, it leads to that Qj < 7, which means
that a strong enough chemical potential is needed to drive
the system incoherently. It can also be considered that
the bath is composed of spins, which are in the excited
states. In other words, bosonic bath is not suitable for
implementing incoherent driving.

V. EP DOES NOT EXIST IN TWO-BOSON
SYSTEMS

In this section, we investigate whether EP can exist in
the system composed of two bosonic subsystems with the
self-consistent Markovian master equation.

The bosonic system composed of two subsystems is
dominated by the Hamiltonian

Hgy = waJ{al + wagaz + g(aIQQ + agal). (37)
The subsystem 1 interacts with the bath 1 composed of
bosons at zero temperature, and the subsystem 2 inter-
acts with the bath 2 composed of fermions at zero tem-

perature. The corresponding interaction Hamiltonian is
described by

2

Hunt = > (an +a}) @ [ dhg(Blen(h) + e} (). (33)

n=1
The Hamiltonian can be diagonalized as

Hsy = (w+ g)blby + (w — g)blba, (39)

4

where the dressed operators are by = (a1 + as)/+v/2 and
by = (a1 — a2)/v/2. Then, using the consistent master
equation in Eq. (35) for g # 0, we can achieve

d .
P _i[He, p)+

= [T1(w + 9)L(01)p + Ja(w + g)L(b])p
+ Ji(w — 9)L(b2)p + Ja(w — g)L () pl.

(40)

We assume that baths have a very large bandwidth, lead-
ing to that v = Jj(w+g) = Jj(w —g) with j = 1,2
and the Lambshift correction Hyg; = 0. The quantum-
Heisenberg Langevin equation are given by using Eq. (4)

bl o w + g 0 blm + blm
()= (700t () (il
(41)
where b;, denotes the mnoise operator. The effective

Hamiltonian is described by

g 0
Hcm_(wogw—g)'

Due to that Heg is Hermitian, EP does not exist.
This result shows that EP can not be constructed in a
resonance-coupled driven-dissipative system. Because of
the resonant coupling, both the driving and the dissipa-
tion act synchronously on each subsystem. The asym-
metric effects of driving and dissipation can not be ob-
tained.

(42)

A. The self-consistent master equations with
degenerate eigenvalues

In the non-degenerate case, the dressed modes by, are
independent, leading to that EP does not exist. Then,
we consider the degenerate eigenenergies of the system
Hamiltonian.

The system possesses M different energy eigenspaces,
labeled by an index ¢ = 1, ..., M. There are N, eigenvec-
tors for eigenvalue w,. The consistent Markovian master
equation for the baths with large bandwidth can be given
by [35]

d
d? ilHs.pl 43 Z

n,t a=1,=1

{035y p}+) + B A (—0,) (28] pb, — (BB} p} 1),
(43)

(n, L))\nn (w,)(2b, pr

where the factors <I>H,, = Gn.pubp0

A simple degenerate case is one in which there is only
paring coupling between two bosonic subsystems with
Hamiltonian

Hgo = waJ{al + wagag +g(ar1as + al{a;), (44)

The subsystem 1 interacts with the bosonic bath 1 at
zero temperature, and the subsystem 2 interacts with
the fermionic bath 2 at zero temperature.



The transformation matrix between Nambu field vec-
tor a = (al,ag,ai,ag) and b = (bl,bg,b'{,bg) can be ex-
pressed as

Wy 0 0 Wo
-1 0 Wy W_ o0
=10 w w. o | (45)
w_ 0 0 Wi
where the values are defined as W4 = + 2\/#?:& %

In the rotating reference frame, we can obtain the dy-
namic of the expectation values of the dressed operators

b1, be according to Eq. (43)
: —i(WA_+A —iVTW2—TA_
T e i (1)
<b2> —z\/W;—l)\, —z(W>\2,—)\+) <b2> )
where the factors are defined as W = 2\/#? and Ay =

Ji(Vw? — ¢2) £ Jo(y/w? — g?). Therefore, the effective

Hamiltonian Hego can be expressed as

WA ) (47)

2

—i(WA_+Ay) —ivVWZ—1A_
Hemz = | _; /wh=ix_
2

The eigenvalues of Hego can be derived, which are given

by
7

Due to that the eigenvalues are still imaginary, there
are no EPs that separate the real and imaginary values.
Therefore, in the degenerate eigenspace, EPs are not al-
lowed in the self-consistent Markovian master equation.
As a summary, EPs can not appear in the driven-
dissipative bosonic system irrespective of whether the
eigenvalues of the eigensystem are degenerate or not.

—DA2 WA (48)

VI. EPS BY ADIABATIC ELIMINATION

In this section, we try to construct the EP by adiabatic
elimination in multiple boson systems.

Firstly, we find the condition that the conventional lo-
cal Markovian master equation can be close to the nonlo-
cal self-consistent master equation. For two non-resonant
coupled subsystems, the Hamiltonian is described by

Hgs = wlaJ{al + wzagaz + g(aIQQ + agal), (49)

In the diagonalized form, the Hamiltonian is rewritten

as Hgg = Q+b1b1 + Q_bgbg with the eigenvalues Q4 =
w1 twotr/4g2+A2
2

. The canonical transformation matrix is

given by
1+Y 1-Y
5 —\y =z 0 0
1-Y 1+Y
-1 = T 5 0 0
0 0 SR
N
(50)
where the value Y is defined as Y = and the

A
/A2 1462’
resonance frequency difference A is given by A = wi —ws.
Without loss of generality, next we consider that both the
resonance frequency difference and the coupling strength
are larger than 0, i.e., A > 0 and g > 0.

When the coupling strength is much less than the res-
onance frequency difference (g < A), we can obtain that

3

a1 ~ by — %bg + O(%)bl + O(A )bg, (51)
g 92 3

a9 252+Zb1+O(A—)b2+O(A )bl, (52)
g g’

92 Nw1+z+O(F) (53)
2 3
~w— L o2

QQ w2 A O(A ) (54)

r
Y21 = Y12 = O(F)’ (55)

where O( Z—z

and O(Z—Z) denotes the third order small quantity. Ignor-
ing all the small quantities, the local Markovian master
equation is recovered

) denotes the second order small quantity,

2
Z wkakak, p)+ Lioc(p)}, (56)
k=1

in which,

Lioc(p) = Wkl[L — Cufrlwn) Llax)p + fk<wk>£<az>€]5 .

In the above local Markovian master equation, the two
bosonic modes ay are independent. Therefore, EPs can
not occur in the local Markovian master equation.

Up to the first order small quantity (i.e. on the order
of g/A), the self-consistent Markovian master equation
can be given by

d 2
di ™ sl Luolp) + 03D {1
Co fr(wr)](2a1 pal + 2azpal) + fi(wi)(2al pas + 2abpar )

—[1+ (1 = Go) fu(wr))(alaz + abar)p + p(afaz + ahay)}.
(58)

When the two baths are identical and their temperatures
are close to zero degrees (¢1f1(w1) = (af2(w2)), and the



couplings between the subsystems and the correspond-
ing baths are the same (717 = 722), we can achieve the
conventional Markovian master equation from the above
equation

9 —ilHss. ol + Loclp). (59)
It shows that the conventional local Markovian master
equation is reasonable, requiring that not only the cou-
pling strength g is much smaller than the resonance fre-
quency difference A (rather than the resonance frequen-
cies) but also that the baths are symmetric.

Then, we consider a system composed of three bosonic
subsystems, with the Hamiltonian described by

3
Hgy = Zwiazai + g(a];a;; + agal) + g'(a£a3 + agag),
i—1
(60)

where w; denotes the frequencies of the ith subsystem,
and g (¢g’) denotes the coupling strength between modes
1 (2) and 3.

In the rotating reference frame, the Hamiltonian Hgy
can be rewritten as

Hgy =Aala; 4+ (A —e)alas + glalas + agal)
+ ¢'(abas + alas), (61)

where A’ = wy; — w3 and € = w1 — wo.

We consider that the condition satisfies A’ > g, so
that the self-consistent Markovian master equation is
close to the local Markovian master equation according
to Eq. (56). Then, we obtain the unitary transforma-
tion matrix U defined in (by, b2, b3)T = U(ay, az,a3)T for
e ~ O(g), which is close to

U=~ (62)

DL =
Pl =
—felfe

When the temperature in all three baths is zero, the
self-consistent Markovian master equation can give the
Langevin equation with the diagonalized modes

(b1) T,0 0 (b1)
i| () [==10T20 (b2) | . (63)
(bs) 0 0TIy (bs)

where the values are defined as T = I'y +1A/, To =Ty +
i(A"—¢), Ty = Ji(w1) =2 = Ja(w2), and '3 = J3(ws).
Based on the above eqaution, the evolution of modes a;
can be derived by

<a1> Tl O 0 <a1>
il (ay) | =-U110 Y20 |U| (az) |, (64)
<a3> 0 0 Iy <a3>

After calculation from the above equation, we can achieve
the detail evolution dynamic

(1) (a)
~—A| (ag) |, (65)
(as) (as)

where the evolution matrix is given by

T’ g*(Ds—T1) g(I1—T3)

?(D3—T1) = <FAF>
= g - ’ g9 -
S e el R
gli1—12) gili1—13
A7 A7 F3

in which, T/ = Ty + L2049 When Ty > Ty > A/,
the mode (ag) can be eliminated due to that the mode
(as) reaches the steady state much faster than the other
two modes. By assuming (a3) = 0, we can obtain

(a5) ~ g (T2 = T)(Gan) + (@), (67)

Using the above equation, we can obtain the evolution
equation for the modes 1 and 2

A {ar) ( (a1) )
7 . = H, , 68
( (a2) 1\ (az) (68)
where the effective Hamiltonian of the reduced two sub-
systems is depicted as

_ _ A/ _ g
Hos =i [ 1108 a7 . (69)
— 353 —T1—i(A —¢)

Moving to the reference frame rotating with frequency
A" — /2, the effective Hamiltonian can be reduced to

S AR _ g’
Hogs = i F1q2rfg/ S . (70)
—‘A,2 —F1+Z€/2

The eigenvalues of Hegs are given by Qi = i(—I'1 +
Vg T2 /A" —£2/4). As a consequence, the EP appears
at e = 2¢°I"; /A2, which separates the purely imaginary
eigenvalue and the normally complex eigenvalue. There-
fore, EP appears in the effective anti-PT symmetrical
Hamiltonian.

Then, we try to construct the EP without the condi-
tion g <« A’, i.e., there is no need to approach the local
Markovian master equation. We redefine that ¢ = 24/,
In this case, the unitary transformation matrix U can be
exactly derived, which is described by

NG 2

g 9

A?AQA X,(348) A,
U: ] g g 71
A A, (A—A,) D, |’ (71)

—94, 90, Ay

A2 A2 A/



where A, = /A2 +2¢%. In this case, the evolution
matrix A defined in Eq. (65) can be reformulated as

Iy +4A/ 0 0
A=U"! 0 I —iA 0 |U=
0 0 I's
Z_ ig?(T'1—T3) igA' (T3—T'1)—gA2
, AZ AZ N AZ )
ig”(T'1—T'3) Zy igA' (I —T'3)—gAj
3 5 Tm |
A
igA'(Tg—T1)—gA] igA'(T1—T3)—gA} (242D +D5A"2)
A A7 A7

(72)
where Z:I: = Z[QQ(Fl —+ FQ) —+ FlA/Q] + A/Ag For |F3| >
IT';]and |A’|, we can adiabatically eliminate the mode as.
As a result, the effective Hamiltonian for modes a; and
as can be described by

[ TAAZ —ik —ix
Hetra = ( —ix  —ToAAZ— ik )° (73)

where k = A?(g? +T113) + ¢%(29° + T2+ T'1I'3) and y =
g*(AZ + T7 —T'1I'3). The eigenvalues of Hemy are given

by Ex = —ik + /(I'3A’A2)2 — x2. When the modes

1, 2 and 3 are suffering from incoherent dissipation, i.e.,
Iy > 0and 'z > 0, [x| = T3A’A? denotes the anti-PT

’ 12 2
symmetrical EP. Therefore, the relation I'; ~ A(Ai;ﬂg)

is required to find the anti-PT symmetrical EP.

In order to find the PT symmetrical EP, the condition
= 0 is necessary. The modes 1 and 2 are incoherent
driven, i.e., I'y < 0. As a result, we can achieve that

2 2 2 2
Iy = %. The PT symmetrical EP can also

’ 2 2
appear at 'y ~ A(A"4297)

VII. CONCLUSION

We investigate the construction of EPs in the effec-
tive non-Hermitian Hamiltonian from the self-consistent

Markovian master equation. Unlike the result from the
conventional local Markovian master equation, we prove
that the EPs can not exist in the system composed of two
bosons. For constructing the PT symmetrical system,
we further derive the self-consistent nonlocal Markovian
driving master equation. We show that fermionic bath
with a strong enough chemical potential is required to ob-
taining incoherent driving. It can also be considered that
the bath is composed of spins, which are in the excited
states by extra controls. Bosonic bath is not suitable for
implementing incoherent driving. And we show that the
conventional local Markovian master equation is reason-
able, which requires not only that the coupling strength
is much smaller than the resonance frequency difference
(rather than the resonance frequencies) but also that the
baths are symmetrical. By adiabatically eliminating one
of the three coupled subsystems, we can reconstruct the
EPs with two different parameter choices: one is that
the coupling strength is much less than the resonance
frequency difference, and the other is that the coupling
strength is not much less than the resonance frequency
difference. The former can only construct anti-PT sym-
metrical EPs. The latter can construct anti-PT and PT
symmetrical EPs.

The system composed of three coupled bosonic sub-
systems in this article can be realized in magnon-cavity-
magnon coupled system [25] or in a variety of different
photonic and phononic systems[43]. Our work lays the
foundation for constructing real EPs in non-Hermitian
systems.
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