2111.00882v2 [cond-mat.mes-hall] 19 Feb 2022

arxXiv

Degeneracy and defectiveness in non-Hermitian systems with open boundary

Yongxu Fu* and Shaolong Wan'
Department of Modern Physics, University of Science and Technology of China, Hefei, 230026, China

We develop a systematically general theory of one-dimensional (1D) non-Hermitian systems, elab-
orating on the energy bands, the band degeneracy, and the defectiveness of eigenstates under open
boundary conditions. We analyze the band degeneracy and defectiveness of two typical 1D non-
Hermitian models. We obtain the unusual presence and absence of the exceptional points in the
generalized non-Hermitian Su-Schrieffer-Heeger model under open boundary conditions. Beyond
the general theory, we discover that infernal points exist in 1D non-Hermitian systems, where the
energy spectra under open boundary conditions converge on some discrete energy values. We an-
alyze two relevant 1D non-Hermitian models with the existence of infernal points. Moreover, we
generalize the infernal points to the infernal knots in four-dimensional systems. The general theory
and the infernal points of non-Hermitian systems developed in this paper are also valid in Hermitian

systems.

I. INTRODUCTION

Numerous theories on expounding the exotic physics
in non-Hermitian systems have been developed in recent
years [1-35]. The most profound achievement is the non-
Bloch band theory [6, 13, 26], which successfully inter-
prets the non-Hermitian skin effect [6, 7, 13, 14, 19, 24], a
phenomenon of the abundant localized bulk states. In ad-
dition, the study of the exceptional points (EPs), where
complex energy bands coalesce, is also an intriguing re-
search field in non-Hermitian systems [36-61]. Recently,
the knot theory has spread to non-Hermitian systems,
both on the energy band structure [23, 31] and nodal
points [42-45, 53, 59]. The exceptional Hopf-link [42-
45, 53] and higher-order EPs [51, 54-59] are attractive
courses in non-Hermitian systems.

Although the non-Bloch band theory can depict the
bulk energy bands and the localization of the bulk states
under open boundary conditions (OBCs) [62], it cannot
give the specific forms of the bulk eigenstates in general
non-Hermitian systems. In addition, most studies con-
centrate on the behavior of the EPs in the momentum
space, namely, periodic boundary conditions (PBCs).
There are few works focused on the unusual physics of
EPs under OBCs [38, 46, 48], which is still lacking a gen-
eral description.

The EPs are gapless points unique to non-Hermitian
systems, which accompany the band degeneracy and de-
fectiveness (coalescence) of the eigenstates in momen-
tum space (PBC). However, we need to distinguish the
concepts of the band degeneracy and the defectiveness
under OBCs. We define the EPs under OBCs as the
points where the band degeneracy and defectiveness of
the eigenstates both occur. In this paper, we exhaus-
tively develop a systematically general theory of 1D non-
Hermitian systems, elaborating on the specific definition
of the energy bands, the band degeneracy, and the de-
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fectiveness of the eigenstates under OBCs. This general
theory contains the energy spectra and the analytic forms
of the eigenstates, as well as the degeneracy and defec-
tiveness of them, respectively. In our general theory, we
claim that the energy spectrum of non-Hermitian systems
under OBCs is comprised of isolated energy bands (IEBs)
and continuous energy bands (CEBs), and give a specific
definition of the band degeneracy under OBCs. The de-
fectiveness at the degenerate points is determined by the
dimension of the kernel of the boundary matrix. Be-
yond the general theory, there possibly exist points in
1D non-Hermitian systems, where the energy spectra un-
der OBCs converge on some discrete energy values. We
dub these points the infernal points. Moreover, we can
generalize the infernal points to the infernal lines, rings,
and knots in higher dimensional non-Hermitian systems.
Although we concentrate on non-Hermitian systems in
this paper, the general theory and infernal points of non-
Hermitian systems are also valid in Hermitian systems.
This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we de-
velop a general theory of energy bands and band degen-
eracy in 1D non-Hermitian systems, as well as specify
the terminology of EPs under OBC. Based on our gen-
eral theory, we study the zero-energy modes of the gener-
alized non-Hermitian Su-Schrieffer-Heeger (SSH) model
and the non-perturbation of a non-Hermitian two-band
model in Sec. III. In Sec. IV, we propose the terminology
of infernal points in 1D non-Hermitian systems, and gen-
eralize them to the infernal knots in higher dimensions.
Finally, the conclusion and discussion are given in Sec. V.

II. THE GENERAL THEORY OF ENERGY
BANDS AND BAND DEGENERACY IN 1D
NON-HERMITIAN SYSTEMS

Due to presence of skin effect in 1D non-Hermitian
systems, a remarkable difference between complex en-
ergy spectra under PBC and those under OBCs, the non-
Bloch band theory is developed to obtain the energy spec-
tra under OBCs. However, the non-Bloch band theory
cannot expound all possible 1D non-Hermitian systems,
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and cannot give the eigenstates of the energy bands. In
this section, we elaborate on a general theory to analyze
the energy bands, as well as the eigenstates, of general 1D
non-Hermitian systems under OBCs. Utilizing this the-
ory, we can study the properties of degeneracy and defec-
tiveness of the 1D non-Hermitian systems under OBCs.

A. The general forms of the eigenstates and the
boundary matrix

A generic tight-binding 1D non-Hermitian Hamilto-
nian, with N lattice sites, the hopping range R, and the
internal degrees of freedom per unit cell ¢, is [63]

N R q
A=3"3" 3 towlew tnnd, (1)

rz=1n=—R p,v=1

where |z, u) = |z) @ |p) = |z) |p). We assume the trial
solution as

W)= B [a) lu) = Y | |u) - (2)

=1

According to the Schrédinger equation H |v) = E|¢),
we obtain the characteristic equation

f(E,B) = det [H(B) — E] =0, 3)

where H(B) = Zf:_R T,8"™ and the element of ma-
trix T, is (T)uw = tn,uw. Motivated by Ref. [64], we
define the polynomial P(E,B3) = BI%f(E,B). By the
equation P(E, ) = 0 with a fixed eigenenergy E, we
can obtain M nonzero solutions of § with multiplier
sj,7 = 1,2,...,M and sy zero solutions of 3, with
Z;L; sj + 259 = 2¢R. The eigenstates of the bulk equa-
tion are |¢), 1 =1,2,...,M,s=1,2,...,s; and |,+),
st =1,2,...,so for nonzero and zero solutions of 3, re-
spectively (see Appendix A for details).

We represent the bulk eigenstates of eigenenergy E as
the linear superposition of the states in solution space

{lvis) [s-) s [¥s+)} (Appendix A),

M s; S0 EN)
Yo=Y jsltbis) + Y e [ ) + D g [ther) -

j=1s=1 s—=1 st=1
(4)

For simplicity, we denote J € {js, s, s}, and the above
formula becomes

Yo=Y aslts). ()
J

We apply the OBC and denote the sites of boundary as
b=1,2,...,R,N—R+1,...,N. The boundary equation
is given by (Appendix B)

[B(E)]pp, - s =0, (6)

where B(E) is the boundary matrix, [B(E)pu, s =
(b,u| (H — E)|1b;). When the zero solutions of 3 are
absent, we can obtain another equivalent form of the
boundary matrix (Appendix B).

Without loss of generality, we only consider the cases
without the zero solutions of g for large IV in this pa-
per [Appendix B]. We define the sets P and @ as two
disjoint subsets of the set of all js, such that the number
of elements of each subset is m = ¢R. The determinant
of the boundary matrix is (see Appendix B for details)

det [B(E)} = ZF(ﬁIEPaﬁJ€Q7‘E) H (BJ)N7 (7)
P,Q Jeq

where 3; = ; is corresponding to J = js. The eigen-
states of eigenenergy E with OBCs are the kernel of the
boundary matrix B(FE). Therefore, there exist eigen-
states of eigenenergy E only if det [B(F)] = 0. In prin-
ciple, we need to scan all £ € C and determine whether
the determinant of the corresponding boundary matrix
vanishes, to obtain the full energy spectra of the systems
under OBCs.

B. The energy bands and band degeneracy

We number the solutions (nonzero) of /3 satisfying
1B1] < ... < |Bm| < 1Bm+1l--- < |B2m|, where there
are 2m nonzero solutions of 3, and analyze the energy

bands and degeneracy of 1D non-Hermitian systems un-
der OBCs.

1. Isolated energy bands

When |5,,] < |Bm+1], the leading-order term of Eq. (7)
with respect to HJGQ(BJ)N is only one, namely,

F(Brep,» Breqo Eo) T B0, (8)

JEQo

where Py = {1,2,...,m}, Qo={m+1,m+2,...,2m},
and Fjy is the corresponding eigenenergy. Since the en-
ergy spectra are isolated in this case, we dub them the
IEBs.

If N is infinite, we discuss as follows situations accord-
ing to the magnitude of [[[ ;.o Bs]- (i) [[1,eq, Bs1 <1,
det [B(Ep)] = 0 holds and Ej is exactly an IEB. (ii)
[[1;eq, Bsl = 1 for some orders, det [B(Ep)] = 0 holds
only when all of F(Srep;,Bsecq,,Eo) corresponding to
|HJ€Q1, B > 1 vanish. Hence, if F(Brep;, Bicq,, Eo) =
0, Ey is exactly an IEB; If F(Brep,, Bre.; Eo) # 0, Ey
is not an eigenenergy.

If N is large but finite, we define

dn
nF<ﬁI€PoaBJEQ07E) 3 (9)

M= ——
0 dE £



and discuss as follows situations according to FO(O). (i)
Féo) # 0, we expand F(Brep,, Bicq,, E) around Ey [65],

1
F(Brepy, Breays E) ~ B + FSVAE + iFéz)AEQ,
(10)

where AF = E — FEj is small enough such that we can
expand det [B(E)] up to the third-order term. Actually,
if AF is not very small, the eigenenergies are away from
Ey, obviously. We obtain finite AF independent of N by
F(Brepy, Bicg,, E) = 0, and Ey is not an eigenenergy.

(ii) F(go) = 0, we need to consider the second-order term
of det [B(F)] respect to HJGQ(BJ)N,

F(Brep,Bicq. Eo) [ (8", (11)
JEQ
where P, = {1,2,....m—1m+1}, and Q; =
{m,m+2,...,2m}. We define
Fl = ﬁF(BIGPNBJEQUE) (12)
dE o

We require AFE to be small enough, such that det [B(E)]
can be expanded around Fy up to the third-order term
for large IV as

1
det [B(E)] ~ (Fy"AE + 5l AE?) T (80"
JeQo

+7” 1T 8" (13)

JeQq

If Fél) # 0, we obtain nonzero AFE, and Fy is not an
eigenenergy. Note that, AF may not be small enough to
make the expansion Eq. (13) inappropriate, but we still
obtain nonzero AFE by det [B(E)] = 0 with proper expan-
sion unless all F(Brep,,Breq., Eo) of det [B(E)] vanish.

If Fél) = 0, we obtain

2F" N
AF ~+ | — (12) (HJGQl 5J> . (14)
FO HJEQO ﬁ‘]
Since |M| < 1, AE exponentially decays to zero
Y 7 p y decays to z

as N increasing. When N is infinite, namely, in the
thermodynamics limit, Ey is an IEB, where the bands
Ey + AFE with finite N decay to exponentially. We
assume |B1] < ... < |Bm-1] < |Bm| and |Bmt1] <
|Bm+2] < ... < |B2m|, such that the number of the
second-order term of det [B(F)] respect to ]_[JEQ(,BJ)N
is only one. If |B1] < ... < |Bm—-1| = |Bm| and (or)
|Bm+1] = |Bm+2| < ... < |Baml, there are more than one
second-order terms respect to [ ] ;.o (8 7)™V, such that the
term under the square root of Eq. (14) is the addition of
more than one exponentially displaced terms, but the
exponentially decaying behavior of AFE still holds as N
increases.

2. Continuous energy bands

When || = |Bm+1l|, there are two leading-order
terms of Eq. (7) with respect to HJEQ(ﬁJ)N,

> F(Bier, Breq B) [ BN, (15)

i=0,1 JEQ;

where P; and @;, ¢ = 0,1, are defined in Sec. IIB1.
In the thermodynamics limit, we obtain the general-
ized Brillouin zone (GBZ) and the non-Bloch Hamil-
tonian H(B) over the GBZ [6, 13, 30]. In general,
different energy bands FE*(f), which are obtained by
solving the characteristic Eq. (3), correspond to dif-
ferent sub-auxiliary generalized Brillouin zones (sub-
aGBZs) [Appendix C]|. We denote the sub-aGBZ of each
energy band E*(f) as 6&7p+1)(0), where 0 € [0, 27]
and p = 1,2,...,2m — 1. The sub-GBZs correspond
to the sub-aGBZs with p = m, which we specially de-
note as ffp,(0) [66]. Substituting these sub-aGBZs
into each expression E*(3) of the energy band, we ob-
tain the sub-auxiliary energy bands (sub-AEBs), denoted
as E# (5&47“)(9)) The physical sub-continuous energy

bands (sub-CEBs), E# (85 ,(0)), correspond to the sub-
AEBs with p = m (Appendix C).

If we consider the cases with finite IV, we need to fol-
low the discussion in Sec. IIB1. However, the leading-
order term respect to [];co(85)Y of det[B(E)] is the
sum of the two terms with {Py, Qo} and {P1,Q1}, and
the second-order term respect to HJGQ(ﬁJ)N is the term
with { Py, @2}, where P, and @2 are dependent on con-
crete systems. It is tedious to deal with the cases with
finite V. In this paper, we only concentrate on the CEBs
in the thermodynamics limit, when |B,,| = |Bm+1]-

8. Band degeneracy

We claim that the energy spectrum of non-Hermitian
systems under OBCs is constituted by IEBs and CEBs.
Based on the above, we study the band degeneracy and
the defectiveness of the eigenstates of non-Hermitian sys-
tems under OBCs.

According to the theory of the IEBs in Sec. IIB 1, we
expound the band degeneracy of IEBs. We refer to the
degeneracy of two IEBs at energy value Ejy, only if they
exponentially displace from Ey with finite IV, and are de-
generate at Fy in the thermodynamics limit. Notice that,
in most systems, the IEBs correspond to the topological
modes, resulting in a topological phase.

Utilizing the theory of the GBZs in Sec. IIB2, we
study the band degeneracy of AEBs. Two sub-AEBs are
degenerate at energy value FEy, only if E* (5&’]”1)) =

E” (ﬁ(”p, p’+1)) = Ej for some points on the two corre-
sponding sub-aGBZs Bé; p+1) and 6&)/ P We concen-
trate on the case with yu # v and p = p’ = m, namely,



the physical degeneracy between different CEBs, and dis-
cuss the other non-physical cases in Appendix D. Assume
the two CEBs are degenerate at energy value Ej. Since
the values of 8 on sub-GBZs correspond to the solutions
of equation f(Ey, ) = 0 with |8n] = |Bm+1], two sub-
CEBs are degenerate at one energy value, only when the
two sub-GBZs of these two sub-CEBs are degenerate at
some points. However, the inverse of this statement is
not always true (Appendix D). Noteworthily, the GBZs
in non-Hermitian systems, are the generalization of the
momentum space, k € [0, 27|, in Hermitian systems (the
GBZ on unit circle). Consequently, the degeneracy of the
sub-CEBs is the generalization of the band degeneracy,
EH*(k) = E¥(k) = Ep, in Hermitian systems.

After finding the degenerate energies, we need to deter-
mine whether the eigenstates of the degenerate energies
are defective, namely, the presence or absence of EPs
under OBCs. Assuming there are d energy bands degen-
erate at Fy, we need to calculate the boundary matrix
B(Ey) (Appendix B). If the dimension of the kernel of
B(Ey), dim[B(Ep)] (the number of the eigenstates re-
spect to Ep), is less than d, the energy Ejy is an EP, and
the defective degree of this point is d — dim[B(Ep)].

III. TYPICAL 1D NON-HERMITIAN MODELS
WITH BAND DEGENERACY

We apply our general theory to typical 1D non-
Hermitian models under OBCs, which possess band de-
generacy of IEBs or CEBs. We consider the general 1D
two-band non-Hermitian model, whose non-Bloch Hamil-
tonian over the GBZ is

_ | h(B) hi(B)
#) = [ i) 1o
The two energy bands of this model are
1

E+(B) = 5[1s(8) % /i (B + 20y (B (B)](17)

where h,(8) = h1(8)+h2(8) and h,,(8) = h1(8) —h2(6).
If hy(5) is independent of 3, the characteristic equations
of the two energy bands, f(Ey,B) =0 and f(F_,5) =
0, are the same. Consequently, the two sub-GBZs of
the two sub-CEBs are the same, namely, degenerate sub-
GBZs. In this section, we study two-band models with
and without degenerate sub-GBZs, respectively.

A. The degenerate zero-energy modes of the
generalized non-Hermitian SSH model

Consider the Hamiltonian of the generalized SSH
model in real space,

He =Y (To o) (al + Ta o) (@ + 1]+ T o + 1) (o] )

(18)

4

_ [0 —t [0 ¢f ot
where TO = |:t0 0 :|, T1 = |:t1_ 0 ,T,1 = t:l ol

and the number of lattice sites is V.

Due to the chiral symmetry, the two energy bands of
this model are only possibly degenerate at zero energy.
By the characteristic equation respect to zero energy of
this model, we obtain the four solutions of S,

1
Bua = gy (o /R —4tT0%))
1
1 _— —
Bua= =tk [ —arr0). (19
1

The non-Bloch Hamiltonian over the GBZ is

0 h(B)
H.(B) = , 20
ORI (20
where hy(B) = —to+tFB+tT,37" and h_(B) = to +
ty B+t-, 871, Since h,(B8) = 0, the two sub-GBZs of the
two CEBs are degenerate; in other words, there is only
one GBZ for this model. The boundary matrix respect
to zero energy of this model is
th, ¢ty 0 0
0 0 t” t”
B(0) = —1 —1. 21
O=leray sy 0 o 21
0 0 G Y

We set the parameters as t] = 1.5,¢] = 0.9,t7, =
1.2,tZ; = —0.2. We plot the square of the norms of the

four solutions in Fig. 1(a). Notice that, [51|* = |B2|* =
8122 = 0.8 [brown line in Fig. 1(a)] when t3 < 4ttt

namely, —\3 < to < A3 with A3 = (/4t]tT, ~ 2.68328.
The ty coordinate of the intersection of curves |Bi2]?
and |B3]? (|B4]?) can be calculated by solving |B3]?> =
0.8 (|34/* = 0.8), resulting in A\; ~ 0.581378 (—A1). The
to coordinate of the intersection of curves |3]? = 1 and
183]% (IB4]?) is A2 &~ 0.7 (=A2). We number these so-
lutions by their norms. In the thermodynamics limit,
when the norms of the middle of the two solutions are not
equal, the two IEBs degenerate at zero energy, namely,
the topological edge modes, are present (absent), result-
ing in a topological (trivial) phase; When they are equal,
the two CEBs are degenerate at zero energy, resulting in
a semimetal phase.

When 0 < ¢ty < Aq, that is |ﬂ4‘2 < |53|2 < |51|2 =
|32/ < 1, the degenerate zero energies are IEBs, re-
sulting in a topological phase. In the thermodynamics
limit, we obtain two eigenstates a; = (1,—1,0,0)7 and
as = (0,0,1,—1)T by the boundary matrix (Appendix
E). When —); < to < 0, that is |33]2 < |B4]? < |B1]? =
|321? < 1, we obtain the same result. Noteworthily, by
Eq. (14) in Sec. IIB1, the two zero-energy topological
modes displace exponentially from zero energy for finite
system size IV, and they are degenerate at zero energy in
the thermodynamics limit (Appendix E).

When A\ <ty < )\3, that is ‘ﬂ4|2 < |ﬂ1|2 = ‘ﬁ2|2 <
|33|%, the degenerate zero energies are CEBs, resulting
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FIG. 1. (a) The square of the norms of the four solutions in Eq. (19), where A1 & 0.581378, A2 = 0.7, and A3 &~ 2.68328. When
A3 < tg < Az, \ﬂ1|2 = |Bz\2 = \ﬁ12|2 = 0.8 (brown line). The complex energy spectra of the model in Eq. (18) with to = 0.2,
to = 0.5, and to = 2.5, are shown in (b), (c), and (d), respectively. The distribution of the analytic eigenstate (black line)
and the numerical eigenstate (orange dots) of zero energy with to = 0.2, to = 0.5, and to = 2.5, are shown in (e), (f), and (g),

respectively. The number of the lattice sites is 100.

in a semimetal phase. In the thermodynamics limit, the
CEBs correspond to the GBZ, where 81 and 3y (and
B3 if tg = A1) lie. Although the non-Bloch Hamilto-
nian Eq. (20) is defective in the interval A\ < ¢y <
A3 [48], the defectiveness of eigenstates is determined
by the boundary matrix. Hence, whether a degener-
ate energy of CEBs is an EP under OBCs, is not de-
termined by the non-Bloch Hamiltonian but the kernel
of the boundary matrix. In the interval \; < ty < Ag,
B2 < B = |Baf? < |85 < 1, and we obtain two
zero-energy eigenstates by the boundary matrix; thus,
EPs do not exist (Appendix E). However, in the interval
Ao < to < Az, [Bal? < |Bi]? = [Bef* < 1 < |B3)% and

we obtain only one eigenstates by the boundary matrix,
thus the points at this interval are EPs (Appendix E).
When —X3 < to < =1, [Bs]* < [Buf* = [B2]? < [Baf?
and we obtain the same results as above. We plot the
complex energy spectra with t, = 0.2, {9 = 0.5, and
to = 2.5 in Figs. 1(b)-1(d), respectively, where the emer-
gence of imprecise zero-energy modes near the origin is
attributed to the finite system size N in the numerical
calculations and they tend to zero energy with N — oo.
We also plot the distribution of the analytic eigenstate
and the numerical eigenstate of zero energy with to = 0.2,
to = 0.5, and ¢ty = 2.5 in Figs. 1(e)-1(g), respectively,
and the analytic- and the numerical-results are consis-



tent with each other (Appendix E). When ¢, > A3 and
to < —As, the degenerate zero-energy modes are absent,
due to the absence of the exponentially displaced IEBs
AE [Eq. (14)] with finite N and zero-energy CEBs, re-
sulting in a trivial insulator phase.

B. The non-perturbation of the two-band model
with non-degenerate sub-GBZs

Consider other two-band model with non-degenerate
sub-GBZs [30]. The non-Bloch Hamiltonian of this model
reads

m =" 0| (22)

where h1(8) = ap+a18+a_187 ! and ho(B) = bo+b1 5+
b_1~". This model decouples into two separate single-
band models with ¢ = 0, but it is non-perturbative with
a tiny ¢ [30].

We interpret the non-perturbation based on the the-
ory of band degeneracy. When ¢ = 0, the CEBs of the
two separate single-band models, hi(8) and hso(3), cor-
respond to the circular GBZs, Cly, and CZg,, with

|5

radius 71 = /[°*| and rp = /|5, respectively. Al-
though the two GBZs are separate as long as r; # 79, a
part of the two CEBs is superposed, in the region satis-
fymg hl(ﬁl) = hg(ﬂz) with ﬁl € Cé'BZ and 52 S C%BZ'
The theory of band degeneracy seems to be invalid in this
case. However, the two GBZs are obtained by choosing
the solutions of hi(8) —E = 0 and h2(8) — E = 0, satisfy-
ing equal norms separately. The characteristic equations
of the two separate models h;(8) and ha(f3) are irrelevant;

hence the band degeneracy of them makes no sense.

When ¢ # 0, the two separate models are coupled. The
two CEBs are

[hp(B) £ Ve + hn(B)?], (23)

N |

EL(B) =

where h,(8) = h1(8)+h2(B) and hy,(8) = hi(8) —h2(B).
Since hy () is dependent on S, the two CEBs correspond
to different sub-GBZs, 8,5, and B2 5,, respectively. If
¢ is tiny enough, the two CEBs tend to be degenerate
at one point FEjy, of which the corresponding point on
the GBZs is the intersection point of the two sub-GBZs.
We number the solutions of the characteristic equation
det [Hr(8) — Bo] = 0 as |87 < |87] < |8T| < |8T].
Consequently, we obtain |8%| = |sT]. In addition, the
band degeneracy is sensitive to the magnitude of ¢, that
is, the degenerate point disappears if ¢ is not tiny enough.

IV. INFERNAL POINTS AND INFERNAL
KNOTS IN NON-HERMITIAN SYSTEMS

A. Infernal points in 1D non-Hermitian systems

The band degeneracy of the CEBs is based on the the-
ory of GBZs (non-Bloch band theory), which depicts the
continuous part of the energy spectra. However, there
possibly exist the points in the parameter space of a 1D
non-Hermitian system, where the CEBs under OBCs con-
verge on some discrete energy values. Since the energy
spectra at these points are not continuous anymore, the
theory of GBZs, as well as the non-Bloch band theory, is
invalid. We define the points, where the number of de-
generate bands scales with the large enough system size
N under OBCs, as the infernal points, and we can cal-
culate the energy values at infernal points by the formal
theory constructed in Appendix F.

Consider the well-known non-Hermitian SSH model |2,
5, 6, 15], whose Hamiltonian in real space reads

N
Hyssn =Y [(tr+7) |2, A) (2, B| + (tr =) |2, B) {2, A|]

8
Ju

-1
+ ta| |z, B) (w+ 1, Al + |z + 1, A) (z, B| ], (24)
1

=2

T

where N is the number of lattice sites, and A, B denote
the sub-lattices. The skin effect and topological invari-
ant have been studied in previous works [2, 5, 6, 15].
The points t; = £+ are the infernal points, where the
two CEBs [cyan lines in Fig. 2(a) and Fig. 2(c)] in other
parameter points converge on two discrete energy values
E = +ts[cyan dots in Fig. 2(b)], respectively. We can
obtain two eigenstates, ¢1¢,, with respect to the two en-
ergies by directly solving the Schrodinger equation under
OBCs (Appendix F). In addition, the two IEBs (topolog-
ical zero modes) are degenerate at the zero energy (black
dot in Fig. 2) with only one edge state (Appendix F),
which is an EP respect to £ = 0.

In the region t; # 47, the two CEBs are generated
by running around the GBZ (two degenerate sub-GBZs),
that is, the number of energy values on the two CEBs is
corresponding to the number of 5 values on GBZ. When
N is large enough and the theory of GBZs is valid, there
are inf = (N — 2) energy values on each two CEBs and
two IEBs degenerate at zero energy, totally 2N energy
values under OBC. Hence, when t; evolves from t; # 4y
to t; = £y continuously, the inf energy values on each
CEBs converge on the discrete two E = +t9, with one
eigenstate for each energy value, which is why we call the
points t; = 4~ the infernal points. If we transform the
matrix form at ¢; = £~ of this model under OBCs to the
Jordan block form, the algebra multiplier and geometric
multiplier are 2N and 3, respectively. When N is very
large, the Jordan block form of this model is an extremely
defective matrix.

We consider another 1D four-band model, whose
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FIG. 2. The complex energy spectra of the non-Hermitian SSH model [Eq. (24)], with parameters v = 2/3 and t2 = 1 under
OBCs. The two CEBs (cyan lines) and IEBs (black dot) with ¢; = 1/5 and ¢; = 1, are shown in (a) and (c), respectively. The
two infernal points (cyan dots) and IEBs (black dot) with ¢; = 2/3 are shown in (b) .

Hamiltonian in real space reads

iy =" (Mol) (@] + Ty |) @ + 1]+ T- [z + 1) (o] ),

x

(25)
where My = troo, + itgoy, T4 = %(TIJO — iTy0,),
T_ = 5(7200 + iTy0.), and the number of lattice sites
is N. The infernal points emerge at t = £1, with the

discrete energies F = +1 and four IEBs degenerate at
zero energy (Appendix F). However, there are four edge
states with respect to ' = 0, which is not an EP, and N
eigenstates at each of the energy F = 41 (ppendix F).
The Jordan block form of the matrix at ¢ = £1 of the
four-band model is also an extremely defective matrix,
of which the algebra multiplier and geometric multiplier
are 4N and 2N + 4, respectively.

We emphasize that the mismatch between algebraic
multiplier and geometric multiplier at infernal points is
dependent on concrete non-Hermitian models. For the
non-Hermitian SSH model and the four-band model given
above, the algebraic multiplier and geometric multiplier
at infernal points under OBCs are mismatched scaling
with the system size. However, there exist models of
which the algebraic multiplier and geometric multiplier
at infernal points under OBCs are equal, i.e., a diagonal-
izable Hamiltonian under OBCs. For example, consider
a 1D non-Hermitian model, whose Hamiltonian in real
space is

=3 (o) o] + £ o) (o + 1+ £ [+ 1) (o] ),

x

(26)

with t2 = ty0,+ivoy,, tF ;(Ux—iaz), i, = %(ax—l—iaz),
and N lattice sites. The infernal point of this model
is t; = 0, where there are each N — 1 bands degen-
erate at energy value y/1 —~2 and —/1 —~2, but the
Hamiltonian at this point under OBCs is diagonalizable.
The infernal points can also apply to Hermitian systems,
but the algebraic multiplier and geometric multiplier at

the infernal points under OBCs are always equal due

to Hermiticity. Note that the infernal points in Hermi-
tian systems are also the flat bands, where the Bloch
band theory is valid. We define the infernal points,
where the algebraic multiplier and geometric multiplier
are mismatched (matched), as nontrivial (trivial) infer-
nal points. The nontrivial infernal points are unique to
non-Hermitian systems.

B. Infernal knots

In the last decade, topological nodal-knot semimet-
als in Hermitian systems [67—75] and non-Hermitian sys-
tems [42-45, 53-59], have been studied in many previ-
ous works. The knotted structure of the non-Hermitian
bands has also been proposed recently [23, 31]. Based
on our research on infernal points, we generalize it to in-
fernal knots in four-dimensional non-Hermitian systems

under OBCs.

A nodal torus knot in momentum space can be con-
structed as follows [71, 75]. Define a complex polynomial
K = &P + (9 lying on S3, where ¢, ¢ are complex vari-
ables, satisfying |¢|2 +|¢|? = 1, and p, q are coprime inte-
gers. Map (&, ¢) to the three-dimensional Brillouin zone,
namely, &(k;, ky, k) and ((kg, ky, k;). The combination
of the zeros of K(kz, ky, k) is a (p, g)-torus knot lying on
the Brillouin zone. If p and q are not coprime, the zeros
of K(kz, ky, k.) represent torus links with n = GCD(p, q)
components of (£, Z)-torus knots.

We generalize the infernal points (¢; = =£7) of the
non-Hermitian SSH model [Eq. (24)] to the infernal
knots in four-dimensional systems. If we replace v by
K(ky, ks, k) £ t1 directly, the infernal points ¢; = +v
are replaced by K(ky, k., k,) = 0, thus we obtain infer-
nal torus knot or links in the Brillouin zone. For example,
let us take [71]

§(ky7 ]€Z7kw) = Nl + iN27
C(kyu k27k’w) = N3 + iN47
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FIG. 3. The infernal ring, Hopf-link, and trefoil knot are
shown in (a), (b), and (c), respectively.

with

Ny =sinky, No =sink,, N3 = sink,,,
Ny =cosky +cosk, +cosk, — 2. (28)

Define n;, = N;/N with N = \/Z?:1 N?2. Then, i1 =

(n1,n9,n3,n4) maps the compactified Brillouin zone to
53, and the imagine of N = (N1, No, N3, Ny) is topologi-
cally equivalent to S®. Now, the zeros of K(ky, k., k) =
E(ky, k2, kw)? +((ky, ks, k)9 represent the infernal torus
knots and links with coprime and non-coprime (p, q), re-
spectively. For instance, (p,q) = (1,1), (2,2), and (2,3)
represent the infernal ring, Hopf-link, and trefoil knot, re-
spectively (shown in Fig. 3). Moreover, we can also gen-
eralize the infernal points to two- and three-dimensional
systems under OBCs, forming infernal points, lines, or
rings.

V. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION

In this paper, we develop a systematically general the-
ory of 1D non-Hermitian systems, elaborating on the en-

J

ergy bands, degeneracy and defectiveness under OBCs.
We find that the energy spectrum of non-Hermitian sys-
tems is constituted by IEBs and CEBs, and discuss the
degeneracy and defectiveness of them in detail. The
TEBs correspond to the topological edge modes, while the
CEBs correspond to the bulk bands, which are obtained
by the GBZs in non-Bloch band theory. As usual, the
band degeneracy and defectiveness of the eigenstates do
not emerge simultaneously under OBCs, in other words,
the existence of EPs is determined by whether the de-
generacy and defectiveness both occur. The defective-
ness at a degenerate point is determined by the kernel
of the boundary matrix. We apply our general theory
to two typical 1D non-Hermitian models, and analyze
the degeneracy and defectiveness of them. Beyond the
general theory, there exist infernal points in some 1D
non-Hermitian systems, where the energy spectra under
OBCs converge on some discrete energy values. We con-
struct a formal theory to calculate the energy values at
the infernal points. We study the infernal points, as well
as their eigenstates of two relevant 1D non-Hermitian
models analytically. Moreover, we generalize the infer-
nal points to the infernal knots in four-dimensional non-
Hermitian systems. Actually, we can generalize the in-
fernal points to any dimensional systems, resulting in in-
fernal points, lines, rings, or surfaces, etc.
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Appendix A: The bulk eigenstates and bulk equation of general 1D non-Hermitian systems

By the characteristic equation P(E, 8) = 0 with a fixed eigenenergy F in the main text, we can obtain M nonzero
solutions of 3 with multiplier s;,7 =1,2,..., M and sg zero solutions of 3, and Zjvil 54259 = 2qR. The eigenstates

for nonzero solutions j3; [64] are



where |ujs,) is the component of vector |ujs) = (|ujs1), [ujs2) s-- -, |ujss; )T and Hy, (8;) |ujs) = E |ujs). The matrix
H,,(B;) is given by

THO(B;) HV(B;) sHP(B)) .. oty H D (6))]
0
H, (8;) = : . - - A2
sj(ﬁj) : . . . %H(Z)(ﬂj) ; ( )
3 2 . V()
L0 0 H(O)(ﬂj) ]
where H")(8) = d‘gv H(B). The eigenstates for zero solutions [64] are
S0
|"/}s*> = Z |‘T> |uz,s*> )
=1
S0
|1/JS+> = Z IN — S0 + $> |uw,s+> 3
r=1
+—=1,2,..., s0, (A3)
where |u, ,-) and |u, c+) are the components of vectors |us-) = (Jugs-),|uas-)...,|us s-))7 and |ugr) =
(Jug o) s Jug st) - ooy Jug, s+)) T, respectively. These two vectors are obtained by equations
Ko (E) |us-) =0,
K (B) |ug) =0, (Ad)
. _ T
where K. (E) = K. (E), K- (E) = [Kjo (E)] ,
(K(B,0) KY(B,0) $KP(B,0) - Lk (B,0)]
0 : . & ;
KSE)=| o 1K@ @m0 | (45)
: : . - KM (E,0)
0 0 K(O)(E,O)

and K. (E,B) = & [ (BT — ], with T being the transpose of block elements of the block matrix. In general,
the numbers of the eigenstates |1 +) are sgt, respectively, which are not always equal and depend on concrete non-
Hermitian systems. Accordingly, the two matrices K i are replaced by K% ey respectively. Without loss of generality,

we only concentrate on the cases with 50 = s, = 5o in this paper.
We obtain the solution space {|;s) , [ts—) , [1hs+) } of eigenenergy E. We represent the bulk eigenstate of eigenenergy
FE as the linear superposition of the states in solution space,

M sj S0 S0
'l/}oz = Zzajs |’l/)j5> + Z Qg— |ws—> + Z Qg+ |1/)s+>

j=1s=1 s—=1 st=1
(AG)
For simplicity, we denote J € {js,s™,sT} and the above formula reads
o= ay l0s). (A7)
J

Substituting Eqs. (A1) and (A3) into Schrodinger equation H |1ha) = E |14 ), we obtain the bulk equation

ZZT|UT+7LJ OéJ—EZ|UIJ ay, (A8)

J n=—R
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namely,

R
Z Tn |ux+n,J>

n=—R

for arbitrary ay. When the multiple solutions and zero solutions of § are absent, the bulk equation is reduced to
H(By) lug) = Eus), (A10)

where H(8;) = 2% T,,8% is the non-Bloch Hamiltonian [6, 13)].

Appendix B: The boundary equations and boundary matrix of general 1D non-Hermitian systems

We apply the OBCs and denote the sites of the boundary as b=1,2,...,R,N — R+ 1,...,N. Acting (b, u|, p =

1,2,...,q from the left on the bulk equation Eq. (A8), we obtain the boundary equation

>

ST (alusns) — E <uub,J>] ay =0, (B1)

and the boundary matrix B(E),

[B(E)op, =

> Tultyins) — E |ub,J>]

14

= (b.ulH—Eys), (B2)

where the summations are Zn, pp1 and Zn, r at left- and right boundaries, respectively.
When the zero solutions of 3 are absent, we subtract the boundary Eq. (Bl) from the bulk Eq. (A8), and obtain
the second form of the boundary equation

M ;5 R
DD D Tonltep—nys) js =0,

j=1s=1n=xr

M s; R
ZZ Z Ty [un—zn+nt1,3s) Qs = 0, (B3)

j=1s=1n=xzgr

at the left- and right boundaries, respectively, where xp,xp =1,2,..., R.
Utilizing Eqgs. (A1), (A3) and (B2), we define
fb/L(ﬂjvE) = <bvﬂ|ﬁ_ E|wj5>7 b= ]-7"'3R7
90,8, E) = (b,ul H = E|¢j5) B; ¥, b=N - R+1,...,N,
fomw (B)i=(b,ul H = Elpe-), b=1,..., R,
gbu(E)::<b,,u|H—E|1/J§),b—N R+1,...,N,
2(B) = (bl H=Ely), b=1,....R,
(E): (b,u| H — Eltpg+), b=N—-R+1,...,N. (B4)
The boundary matrix B (E) reads (omit the variables for simplicity)
r f11711 .. %SM fl_,11 .. 1*7150 1‘*7‘% .. 1+150
1.1 . fMSJVI f—l f;So f f+80
B(E) = 11 . 6N Mspyr Ra R +s0 (B5)
ngRH,l 1 IN-R+1, B2y gN R+11 T INTR411 gN R+1,1 7 9IN—R+1,1
gN,qﬁl g%”f BY 9N, INy g, 9Ny
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When the zero solutions of 3 are absent, we define

R
fb (6]a ) = Z[T—TL |ub—n,js>]u7 bzla"'7Ra
n=>b
. R
gb{j(ﬂja E) = Z[Tn |uN—b+n+1,jS>]Mﬁj_Na b= 17 ey R.
n=>b
(B6)
The second form of boundary matrix reads (omit the variables for simplicity)
rof1 11 'M1 "Msn ]
1,1 1,1 1,1 1,1
, ;11 f 181 }’%Ml f MSM
B (E) - / 4 ’ 4 ) (B7)
9111151 g1lf151 MlBM T MSMﬁM
/11 51 18161 ’MlﬁM . I\/ISZ\lﬁM_

which is equivalent to the boundary matrix B(FE) without zero solutions of 5. Noteworthily, the two forms of boundary
matrix respect the same boundary equation

’

[B(E)]bp,s - oty = [B (E)]pp,s - g = 0. (B8)
When the zero solutions and multiple solutions of 8 are both absent, the boundary matrix is reduced to
fl(ﬂlaE) fl(ﬂQqRaE) i
far(B1, E) far(B2gr, )
B(FE) = B9
BV =\ B BB - g1(Begr E)BY e | (B9)
| 9qr(B1, E)BY 9ar(B2qr, E) By g ]

which is the same as the form of boundary matrix in Ref. [13].
The eigenstates of eigenenergy E with OBCs are the kernel of the boundary matrix B(E). Therefore, there exist
eigenstates of eigenenergy F only if det [B(E)] = 0. We define the sets P and @ as two disjoint subsets of the set

{js,s7,sT}, such that the number of elements of each subset is ¢R. The determinant of the boundary matrix Eq. (B5)
is
det [B(E)] =Y F(Brep, Breq. B) [ (BN, (B10)
P.Q JeqQ
where 3; = 3; and B; = 1 correspond to J = js and J = s*, respectively. The function F(Brcp, Breq, E) reads
F(Bicp, Breq, E) = Y _(=1)*"72)
P,Q
P(1 P(qR) Q(1 Q(qR
PO R o) (B11)

where P and Q are the permutations of P and Q, respectively, sgn(P, Q) is the sign of the joint permutation of P and
Q, and fp(j) f (6], E) and f, #j) f ( ) correspond to J = js and J = sT, respectively (similar to gQ(])).

Note that the terms corresponding to the zero solutions of 8 in Eq. (B10) are just finite product factors of
F(Brep,Bseq, E) for large N. The difference between the cases with and without the zero solutions of § is just
a finite correction of F(Brecp, Breq, E). Hence, without loss of generality, we only consider the cases without the zero
solutions of g in the elaboration of the general theory hereafter.

(

Appendix C: The generalized Brillouin zones of we give a further elucidation on the GBZ for the general

general systems

The GBZ is the key result of the non-Bloch band the-
ory in many previous works [6, 13, 30]. In this appendix,



1D non-Hermitian systems.

Utilizing the characteristic Eq. (3) in the main text,
we can obtain the forms of energy bands, E*(8),u =
1,2,...,q, and 2m = 2¢R nonzero solutions of 3 for a
fixed energy value E. We number the solutions of g sat-
isfying |B1] < ... < |Bm] < [Bm+1]--- < |Bam|- The
continuous-band condition requires |3y, | = |Bm+1] [6, 13],
which shapes the GBZ. In general, different energy bands
E*(B) correspond to different GBZs, the u-th sub-GBZs
of total GBZ [30], which we elucidate as follows.

Motivated by the auxiliary generalized Brillouin
zone (aGBZ) in Ref. [30], we utilize the resultant of
f(E,B) and f(E, Be') relative to F,

G(B,0) == Rg[f(E,B), f(E,Be"”),E],  (C1)

where Rp represents the resultant relative to E [30], and
0 takes all the values in the range [0,27]. G(5,0) =
0 gives all the solutions satisfying |8,(0)| = |Bp+1(0)],
p=12,...,2m — 1, § € [0,27], of which the subsets
with and without p = m are the values of 5 on GBZs
and other aGBZs, respectively. Based on these tricks, we
elaborate on a general steps to outline the sub-GBZs of
every energy bands.

Firstly, take all the values of 6 € [0,27] and solve
the equation G(5,0) = 0, to obtain the solutions of
B as functions of 0, satisfying |5,(8)] = |Bp+1(0)|,p =
1,2,...,2m — 1. These all values of 3(6) constitute the
aGBZs in the complex plane of 8. Secondly, substitute
these solutions into each energy band E*(f), to obtain
all the corresponding energy values of each band E*(f).
Thirdly, substitute all the energy values of each band into
the characteristic equation f(FE,3) = 0, to obtain the
solutions of § corresponding to each energy band. Fi-
nally, determine whether |8,(6)| = |Bp+1(6)| for all com-
binations of § € [0,27] and energy bands E*(3), which
are sub-aGBZs corresponding to each energy bands, re-
spectively. We denote the sub-aGBZ of each energy
band E*(3) as B(’;mﬂ)(G). The sub-GBZs correspond
to the sub-aGBZs with p = m, which we specially de-
note as fag,(0). Substituting these sub-aGBZs into

each expression E*(8) of the energy band, we obtain
the sub-AEBs, denoted as E*(8( .,,(0)). The phys-

ical CEBs, E*(Bl5,(0)), correspond to the sub-AEBs
with p = m. We emphasize that the multiple roots
and zero solutions of S in general cases do not influence
the theory of GBZs nor aGBZs, because we only con-
centrate on the two equal-norm solutions, 3, and Bp1.
Moreover, the points on the aGBZs, where the solu-
tions of § satisfy more than two equal norms, namely,
= Bp| = |Bp+1] = |Bp+2| = ..., are the points where
two or more aGBZs intersect [76].
We apply the theory of GBZs to a two-band non-
Hermitian model. The non-Bloch Hamiltonian is
aB? b+ p7t
H<5)_|:C+ﬁ aﬂ2:|7

1

(C2)

where a = %, b= g, and ¢ = 2. We obtain four nonzero
solutions, 8;,7 = 1,2, 3,4, by the characteristic equation,

w
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FIG. 4. (a) The sub-GBZs, 8¢5, (cyan) and Bg 5, (orange),
of the non-Hermitian model Eq. (C2). (b) The sub-CEBs

EéBz(BJGrsz) (cyan) and Egp,(Bgp,) (orange).

P(E, ) = 0 of this Hamiltonian. The two energy bands
are

( +ﬁ)( +87)],
(C3)

25

where h(8) = £(8% + 72). Following the steps in the
above, we can obtain the two sub-GBZs with |S82| = | B3]
and sub-CEBs (Fig. 4). The other sub-aGBZs and sub-
AEBs can also be obtain by following the above steps.

Appendix D: Band degeneracy based on the theory
of GBZs

Utilizing the theory of the GBZs, we study the energy
band degeneracy of 1D non-Hermitian systems. Two sub-
AEBs are degenerate at energy value Ey, only if

(B(p p+1)) (ﬁ(p P +1) ) = Fy,

for some points on the two corresponding sub-aGBZs
Bé; o1y and B, ). Note that the case with p = v

(D1)

and p = p’ is trivial, which is just the non-Hermitian gen-
eralization of the trivial case, E*(k) = E*(K') (k, k' €
[0,27]), in momentum space of the Hermitian systems.
We discuss the degeneracy of AEBs as the following cases:
(i) When p = p'+1 (p = p’'—1) in Eq. (D1), the two sub-
aGBZs, fB(, .1y and B, ) (B(, 1) and Bl 40),
are degenerate at some points. In other word, they are
the intersection points of these two sub—aGBZs, because
the solutions of f(Ey,5) = 0 satisfies |8,—1| = |8,] =
Boetl (8ol = IBpsa] = |Bpsal). (i) When p # v and
p = p/ in Eq. (D1), the two sub-aGBZs, ﬁé*p’pﬂ) and
,Bé’p,p +1); are degenerate at some points, which are the
intersection points of these two sub-aGBZs. The solu-
tions of f(Ey, ) = 0 satisfy |8,] = |Bp+1]- (ili) When
p # p',p’ £ 1, the energy value Ej is just a point, where
the solutions of 3 satisfy |B,| = |Bp+1] and | By | = |Bpr+1].
Moreover, Ey corresponds to two different points on the
two sub-aGBZs, Bémﬂ) and B(”p,’p,ﬂ), respectively.

We only concentrate on the case with p # v and
p = p = m in the main text, namely, the degeneracy



between different CEBs. The other cases are trivial or
not physical. Since the values of § on sub-GBZs cor-
respond to the solutions of equation f(Fy,8) = 0 with
|Bm| = |Bm+1|, two sub-CEBs are degenerate at one en-
ergy value, only when the two sub-GBZs of these two
sub-CEBs are degenerate at some points. However, the
inverse of this statement is not always true. For exam-
ple, we consider the model Eq. (C2) given in the previ-
ous section. The two sub-GBZs, BgBZ and Bgp,, are
degenerate at four points [Fig. 4(a)]. However, the two
sub-CEBs Elp,(8tp,) and Egp,(Bogy,) are not de-
generate at any point [Fig. 4(b)], hence it is a gapped
phase.

Appendix E: The generalized SSH model

The boundary matrix of the generalized SSH model,
with respect to the zero energy, is given by Eq. (21) in
the main text.

When —\; <ty < A1, the degenerate zero energies are
TEBs. The norms of the four solutions [Eq. (19)] are all
less than 1, thus the boundary matrix becomes

ttytt, 00
0 0 t-, t-,
0 0 0 0]
0 0 0 0

B(0) = (E1)

in the thermodynamics limit. We obtain two analytic

eigenstates a; = (1,—1,0,0)T and ay = (0,0,1,—-1)7T,
and the degenerate zero energies are not EPs. The two
eigenstates in real space read
|thar) = [P1) — [¥2) ,
Yhas) = [¥3) — [¥a) , (E2)
where
N
i) = BF Jui) i =1,2,3,4, (E3)
=1
and
ur) = fuz) = (0,1)7,
lus) = Jua) = (1,0)". (E4)

We compare the distribution of the analytic eigenstate
with the numerical eigenstate in the main text. Actually,
the two numerical eigenstates are both consistent with
[tha,). That is because the two eigenstates of zero energy
are given by

[7") = [Yag) + 1 Yas)
W)num) |7/}a2> -1 |1/Ja1> ) (E5)

with n ~ 0 in the numerical calculation.

When A\ < tg < Ay and —Ag < tg < —>\1, the degen—
erate zero energies are CEBs, not EPs. In the thermo-
dynamics limit, the boundary matrix, the two analytic
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eigenstates, and the two numerical eigenstates are the
same as Eqs. (E1), (E2), and (E5), respectively.

When A2 <t < Ag, [Ba]?> < |B1]? = |B2]? < 1 < |B5]%,
and the boundary matrix becomes

ttytty, 00
0 0 t-, t-
0o 0 o0 o0l (EG)

0 0 t;8¥ 0

in the thermodynamics limit. We obtain only one ana-
Iytic eigenstate a; = (1,—1,0,0)7 [[1ba,) in real space],
thus the degenerate zero energies (CEBs) are EPs (de-
fective eigenstates). In the numerical calculation, due to
the finite NV, we obtain two eigenenergies close enough to
zero energy, and two numerical eigenstates are both equal
to the analytic one, namely, [¢,,). Hence, the analytic
result and numerical result are consistent with each other
in the thermodynamics limit. When —A3 < tg < —Ag,
1B3]% < |B1]? = |B2|? < 1 < |B4]?, and we obtain the same
result, namely, the presence of EPs.

In the interval A1 < to < 0, |32 < |B4)?
|B2] = |B1]?, and we apply the theory of IEBs with fi-
nite N [Sec. IIB1]. Motivated by the Ref. [19], we can
approximately express the eigenvectors of the Hamilto-
nian

He(B) =

B(0) =

0 (B—=B1)(B—B2)/8
(B—B3)(B—PB4)/B 0 ’
(E7)

with respect to the energy AE (small enough) as
(AB, (Br—Bs)(B1— By) ",
(AE, (82— P3)(B2 = B)

((Bs — B1)(B3 — B2), )T
ug) = ((B1 — B1)(Ba — Ba), E)T

The boundary matrix becomes

tH A T A,
t",AE  tT,AE
tABY Aoy
ty AEBY t AEBY

|u1
T

)
|uz)
)

|us

(E8)

tTAE  tTAE
T, A3 tT A,
tTAEBY T AEBY |
1 AsBY T AuBY
(E9)

B(AE) =

where

)
)
)
(54 — B1)(Ba — B2)-
From the determinant of the boundary matrix, we can

read FO(O) = Fo(l) ~ 0, and the first two-order terms,
F1((B1B)N = (B284)Y) — Fa(B1B2)N AE?, where

Fir =ttt 0 A1 A A3 A,
.7:2 - tft;ttlt:l(AlAg - A1A4 - AQA?, + A2A4).
(E11)

(E10)



Consequently, we obtain the exponential displacement of
AFE with the number of lattice sites NV,

AE@WW(@)N “GyM e

Fa ' B2 B1

Since |B4| < |B2] = |B1], AE — 0 when N — oo, consis-
tent with the result in the thermodynamics limit. In the
interval 0 < tg < A1, |B4|? < [B5]? < |B2] = |B1]?, and we
obtain the same result.

Appendix F: The infernal points of 1D
non-Hermitian systems

1. Formal theory

Motivated by Ref. [52], we construct a formal theory
applying to the infernal points. We start with a 1D non-
Hermitian tight-binding model, with the hopping range
I, and the internal degrees of freedom per unit cell ¢q. In
principle, we can always enlarge the unit cell, contain-
ing [ original unit cells. Thus, the Hamiltonian of this
model, with the nearest-neighbor hopping, reads (N new
enlarged unit cells)

(fmo Ho 0 -+ 0
H_ myg ' :
Hyw= 1|0 - - . 0 , (F1)
: . . omg Hy
L0 - 0 Ho mo]y, n

where H,,,, is a N x N block matrix and mg, H; and H_
are gl X gl matrices. The eigenenergies of H,,,, with j en-
larged unit cells are obtained by solving the characteristic

J

det [H(j) — B . (A(ij))fl . C(j)] — det [A(N*]'Jrl)] x det [H(j — 1) — BU-1 . (A(ijJrl))*l . C(jfl)L

where j =2,...,N — 1,
AV =Hy, - H, -Hy' - H_,

AY) = Hy— Hy - (AU-D)"1. H_, (F10)
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equation det [H(j)] = 0, where

(Hy H, 0 --- 0
H_ H, :
: . . Hy Hy
|0 -+ 0 H_ Ho-jxj
and Hy = mg — E. We define
BY =(0,...,H) .
C(J) = (07 RS H*)lX]
(F3)
Rearrange H(N) as a 2 x 2 block matrix,
- H(N —1) BWN-D
i =65 P
and use Schur’s determinant identity
det [fI(N)]
= det [Ho] det [H(N —1) — BN=D . g1 . cN=1),
(¥5)
if Hy is invertible. Note that
BNN-1) 'Hal .oWN-1)
[0 o eee enn 0 7
= : (Fo6)
co .0 0
—1
0 --- -~ 0 H{-Hy' -H_| (N—D)x(N-1)

thus,
H(N —1) - BW-Y.pg;1.c™N-D

H(N —2) BN-2)

= F
C(N-2) Hy—H, - H(;l CH_ | ( 7)

By Schur’s determinant identity, the determinant of
Eq. (F7) is

det [Hy — Hy - Hy' - H_] x

det [H(N —2) = BW=2 .(Hy— Hy -Hy'-H_ )™} .cWN-2)),

if Hy— Hy-Hy'- H_ is invertible. By recursion, we can
conclude that,

(F9)
[
and AV=7tD ig invertible. Finally, we obtain
) N—1
det [H(N)] = det [Ho] [] det[AWD].  (F11)

Jj=1



The above equation is valid in the region of E, where all
of Hy and AW, j =1,2,... N — 2 are invertible. The
full energy spectra of H,, are constituted by the solu-
tions of det [A(N=1] = 0, and the solutions of det [Ho] =
det [AM] = ... = det [AN=2)] = 0, satisfying the charac-
teristic equation. The formal theory is tedious for generic
cases. However, if AU0) = AUo+1) for some special cases,

then AU = AU0) j = jo+1,jo+2,...,N —1, and
~ Jo—1 ) ) N
det [H(N)] = det [Ho] [] det [AD)](det [AU)])7 7.
j=1

(F12)

When N is large enough and jo < N, the number of

degenerate bands scales with N, thus the infernal point

emerges. Especially, when jo = 1, we obtain
det [H(N)] = det [Ho] (det [AG))N ™ (F13)

and the emergence of the infernal point.

2. The non-Hermitian SSH model with infernal
points

We apply the formal theory to the non-Hermitian SSH
model. The Hamiltonian of this model reads

ﬁnssh = OT ' Hnssh : éa (F14)

where C' = (é1.4,é1.8,...,6n.4,6n.58)7, with the cre-
ation operator é; 4 and é; g of the sub-lattices, and

t1—y 0 i ;
Hnssh = O b2 F15>
12 0
. . . 1o 0 t1 + Y
L0 e e 0 ti—~ 0
Using Eq. (F13), we obtain
det [Hpssn(N)] = E? x (E? —2)N=1,  (F16)

when #; = £7. There are (N — 2) energy values with

E = +t5 and two IEBs degenerate at zero energy, totally
2N energy values.
We solve the eigenstates for ¢t; = v analytically (same

for t; = —v). The Hamiltonian in real space reads
0 2y 0 -+ -+ 0]
0 0 ¢ty :
i U PR L)
. .0 .a .. t2 O
to 0 2’}/
|10 0 0 O
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and the Schrodinger equation is Hnlssf’z/ 1 = Ev. Assume
the trial solution is

v=1_(.., a(j_1)7 b(j—l)’

oD, pU) | g0+ Ut T

(F18)

We obtain two bulk and two boundary equations under
OBCs, which are

—Eb9) 4 t,aUT =0, (F19)
tobl) — BaUF 4 24pl*h) — (F20)
and
—Ea® + 290 =0, (F21)
—EbN) =, (F22)
respectively.
(i) E=0:
Eq (F21)= b)) =0,
q. (F20)= bW =0, j>1,
q. (F19)=aU*Y =0, j > 1 only a(™) # 0, thus
Yo = (1,0,...,0)T. (F23)

The topological edge states are defective, thus the energy
E =0 (IEBs) is an EP.
Eq (F21)= oM = 22p(1),
q. (F19)= b\ = a<f+1> Li>1,
q- (

F20)= pU+) =0, j > 1, thus
Vi, = (%,1,1,0, ., 0T, (F24)
(iil) E = —ty:
by, = (iz ~1,1,0,...,0)7. (F25)

There are N — 1 eigenvalues degenerate at F =ty (E =
—t3), however, there is only one eigenstate. Therefore,
the energy E = to (E = —t9) is an infernal point.

Moreover, the topological edge states with respect to
FE = 0 of this model are

1Kt ¥
1 j— .
B)y = 57 2= i A),
j=1

N

fi __l2 Nty
Bhn= 3 gy B (20

Then, we can obtain the edge-state-subspace effective
Hamiltonian

Hepp = ((ElL ) <E|R)T Hnssh : (|E>L ) ‘E>R)

0 t1 +’Y:|

MR (F27)

= para X {tl

which is defective at t; = +.



3. The four-band model with infernal points

We apply the formal theory to the four-band
model [Eq. (25)]. Using Eq. (F13), we obtain
det [Hp(N)]

_ E4 % (E2 o 1)2(]\7—1)7

(F28)
when ¢ = +1. There are 2(N — 1) energy values with
E = 41 and four IEBs degenerate at zero energy, totally
4N energy values.

We solve the eigenstates for ¢ = 1 analytically (same
for t = —1). Assume the trial solution is

v=_..,a

Using Schrédinger equation Hi 'y = Evp under OBCs,
we obtain the equations with respect to £ =0,

(j),b(j),c(j),d(j),...)T. (F29)

U1 + 20 = (F30)
dU+h =, (F31)
2dV) 4 aUt) =, (F32)
pU~Y =0, (F33)

in the bulk,

26V =0, (F34)

d® =0, (F35)

2dV +a® =0, (F36)
at the left boundary, and
V=D 4 op(N) =, (F37)
2dN) = 0, (F38)
N =, (F39)

at the right boundary. By the above equations, we ob-

tain a® = o® = ... = o™ = 0, bV = p@ =

= p(N=-1) = 0, c(l) = 0(2) =...= c(N 2) = 0, and
d(2) =d®) = =d™ =0. We discuss the following
cases:

(i) If dV = 0, Eq. (F36) gives a® = 0, thus, there is
only one independent variable a(!) at the left boundary;
(ii) If dV) # 0, BEq. (F36) gives a(? = —2d();

(iii) If bN) = 0, Eq. (F37) gives ¢!N=1 = 0, thus there
is only one independent variable ¢/¥) at the right bound-
ary;

(iv) If bN) £ 0, Eq. (F37) gives ¢V =1 = —2p(N),
According to the above, we obtain four independent edge
states located at the left and right boundary by the above
equations,

edge — (1,0,0,0,...,0,0,0,0)7,

edge = (0,0,0,1,-2,0,0,0,...,0,0,0,0)7,
Edge =(0,0,0,0,...,0,0,1,0)7,

edge = (0,0,0,0,...,0,0,—2,0,0,1,0,0)”. (F40)
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Therefore, there are four eigenvalue, degenerate at £ =
0 with four eigenstates, which is not an EP. By the
Schrédinger equation under OBCs with respect to £ =1,
we obtain

U= 4 2p0) = @) (F41)
dUt) =) (F42)
2d) 4 gt = (0, (F43)
b= = g, (F44)
in the bulk,

26 = (V) (F45)
d® =pM), (F46)
2dM) + a<2> =M, (F47)
0=d®b, (F48)

at the left boundary, and
=D g opN) = (V) (F49)
0=0bp0), (F50)
2dN) = V) (F51)
pN=D — gV (F52)

at the right boundary. From the above equations, we
directly obtain dV) = b(N) = 0. Then, we discuss the
following cases:

(i) If a = 0, we obtain bM) = p?) = ... = p(N) = 0,
dD =d® = ... = qN) =, ¢\ = U=V and V) = 0.
Thus, there are N — 1 independent eigenstates

Y =(...,0,0,1,0, 1,
4 4

c@)  ql+1D)

0,0,0,...)7,

j=1,2,....,N—1; (F53)
(ii) If a®V = a # 0, we obtain
ai=2) = [4i=3)
a0 4 g = 4i-2)
) = (i1,
QWD _ g = o49)
pi—3) _ q4i-2) _ ¢
2’
p4i—2) — q4i-1) _ 0,
pi—1) — g5 — _ &
27
b)) = g+ — g, (F54)

Thus, we obtain one eigenstate in this case,
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- a . a . . . a
1/)N = (0’7 a0 a(2)7 07 e 7a(4J73)7 a0 a(4J72)7 07 CL(4J72), Oa a(4J71) + a, =,
2 2 i 4 ' v ' %
a9 T WITH) dWims) aWimD) p@imD) iy
451 4j 4j 4j+1 a T
a1, 5 a0, a0, af j+)fa,f§,...) . (F55)
4 4 1 A 1 B
=) ) eI dIm a4 b(4) c(49) e
[
The independent eigenstate is given by
N—1
- -
YN =N — Z alUt e,
j=1
a a a a
= (a,§,0,0, 50, 5, 0,0,0,0, a, 3, 0, =3, 0,0,0,0, —a,—g,...)T. (F56)
+ ci-zy b + c(i‘)
b(45—3) d(4i—2)  p(ai—1) d(ad)

According to the above, there are N eigenstates with
respect to £ = 1, and it is the same as F —1.

(

Therefore, there are 2N — 2 eigenvalues degenerate at
E =1 (FE = —1) with only N eigenstates, which is an
infernal point.

[1] Emil J. Bergholtz, Jan Carl Budich, and Flore K. Kunst,
“Exceptional topology of non-hermitian systems,” Rev.
Mod. Phys. 93, 015005 (2021).

[2] Tony E. Lee, “Anomalous edge state in a non-hermitian
lattice,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 116, 133903 (2016).

[3] Daniel Leykam, Konstantin Y. Bliokh, Chunli Huang,

Y. D. Chong, and Franco Nori, “Edge modes, degenera-

cies, and topological numbers in non-hermitian systems,”

Phys. Rev. Lett. 118, 040401 (2017).

Huitao Shen, Bo Zhen, and Liang Fu, “Topological band

theory for non-hermitian hamiltonians,” Phys. Rev. Lett.

120, 146402 (2018).

Flore K. Kunst, Elisabet Edvardsson, Jan Carl Budich,

and Emil J. Bergholtz, “Biorthogonal bulk-boundary cor-

respondence in non-hermitian systems,” Phys. Rev. Lett.

121, 026808 (2018).

Shunyu Yao and Zhong Wang, “Edge states and topo-

logical invariants of non-hermitian systems,” Phys. Rev.

Lett. 121, 086803 (2018).

[7] Shunyu Yao, Fei Song, and Zhong Wang, “Non-
hermitian chern bands,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 121, 136802
(2018).

[8] Kenta Esaki, Masatoshi Sato, Kazuki Hasebe, and
Mahito Kohmoto, “Edge states and topological phases in
non-hermitian systems,” Phys. Rev. B 84, 205128 (2011).

[9] Kohei Kawabata, Ken Shiozaki, and Masahito Ueda,
“Anomalous helical edge states in a non-hermitian chern
insulator,” Phys. Rev. B 98, 165148 (2018).

[10] Ye Xiong, “Why does bulk boundary correspondence fail
in some non-hermitian topological models,” Journal of
Physics Communications 2, 035043 (2018).

[11] Zongping Gong, Yuto Ashida, Kohei Kawabata, Kazuaki

Takasan, Sho Higashikawa, and Masahito Ueda, “Topo-
logical phases of non-hermitian systems,” Phys. Rev. X
8, 031079 (2018).

[12] S. Longhi, “Topological phase transition in non-
hermitian quasicrystals,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 122, 237601
(2019).

[13] Kazuki Yokomizo and Shuichi Murakami, “Non-bloch
band theory of non-hermitian systems,” Phys. Rev. Lett.
123, 066404 (2019).

[14] Fei Song, Shunyu Yao, and Zhong Wang, “Non-
hermitian skin effect and chiral damping in open quan-
tum systems,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 123, 170401 (2019).

[15] Ken-Ichiro Imura and Yositake Takane, “Generalized

bulk-edge correspondence for non-hermitian topological

systems,” Phys. Rev. B 100, 165430 (2019).

Elisabet Edvardsson, Flore K. Kunst, and Emil J.

Bergholtz, “Non-hermitian extensions of higher-order

topological phases and their biorthogonal bulk-boundary

correspondence,” Phys. Rev. B 99, 081302 (2019).

Motohiko Ezawa, “Non-hermitian boundary and inter-

face states in nonreciprocal higher-order topological met-

als and electrical circuits,” Phys. Rev. B 99, 121411

(2019).

Tao Liu, Yu-Ran Zhang, Qing Ai, Zongping Gong,

Kohei Kawabata, Masahito Ueda, and Franco Nori,

“Second-order topological phases in non-hermitian sys-

tems,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 122, 076801 (2019).

Ching Hua Lee and Ronny Thomale, “Anatomy of skin

modes and topology in non-hermitian systems,” Phys.

Rev. B 99, 201103 (2019).

[20] Nobuyuki Okuma and Masatoshi Sato, “Topological
phase transition driven by infinitesimal instability: Majo-

(16]

(17]

(18]

(19]


http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/RevModPhys.93.015005
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/RevModPhys.93.015005
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.116.133903
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.118.040401
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.120.146402
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.120.146402
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.121.026808
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.121.026808
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.121.086803
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.121.086803
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.121.136802
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.121.136802
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.84.205128
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.98.165148
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/2399-6528/aab64a
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/2399-6528/aab64a
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevX.8.031079
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevX.8.031079
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.122.237601
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.122.237601
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.123.066404
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.123.066404
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.123.170401
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.100.165430
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.99.081302
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.99.121411
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.99.121411
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.122.076801
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.99.201103
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.99.201103

rana fermions in non-hermitian spintronics,” Phys. Rev.
Lett. 123, 097701 (2019).

[21] Xiao-Ran Wang, Cui-Xian Guo, and Su-Peng Kou,
“Defective edge states and number-anomalous bulk-
boundary correspondence in non-hermitian topological
systems,” Phys. Rev. B 101, 121116 (2020).

[22] Dan S. Borgnia, Alex Jura Kruchkov, and Robert-Jan
Slager, “Non-hermitian boundary modes and topology,”
Phys. Rev. Lett. 124, 056802 (2020).

[23] Zhesen Yang, Ching-Kai Chiu, Chen Fang, and Jiang-
ping Hu, “Jones polynomial and knot transitions in her-
mitian and non-hermitian topological semimetals,” Phys.
Rev. Lett. 124, 186402 (2020).

[24] Nobuyuki Okuma, Kohei Kawabata, Ken Shiozaki, and
Masatoshi Sato, “Topological origin of non-hermitian
skin effects,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 124, 086801 (2020).

[25] Kohei Kawabata, Ken Shiozaki, Masahito Ueda, and
Masatoshi Sato, “Symmetry and topology in non-
hermitian physics,” Phys. Rev. X 9, 041015 (2019).

[26] Kohei Kawabata, Nobuyuki Okuma, and Masatoshi
Sato, “Non-bloch band theory of non-hermitian hamilto-
nians in the symplectic class,” Phys. Rev. B 101, 195147
(2020).

[27] Ryo Okugawa, Ryo Takahashi, and Kazuki Yokomizo,
“Second-order topological non-hermitian skin effects,”
Phys. Rev. B 102, 241202 (2020).

[28] Kohei Kawabata, Masatoshi Sato, and Ken Shiozaki,
“Higher-order non-hermitian skin effect,” Phys. Rev. B
102, 205118 (2020).

[29] Kai Zhang, Zhesen Yang, and Chen Fang, “Correspon-
dence between winding numbers and skin modes in non-
hermitian systems,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 125, 126402 (2020).

[30] Zhesen Yang, Kai Zhang, Chen Fang, and Jiangping
Hu, “Non-hermitian bulk-boundary correspondence and
auxiliary generalized brillouin zone theory,” Phys. Rev.
Lett. 125, 226402 (2020).

[31] Haiping Hu and Erhai Zhao, “Knots and non-hermitian
bloch bands,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 126, 010401 (2021).

[32] Yongxu Fu, Jihan Hu, and Shaolong Wan, “Non-
hermitian second-order skin and topological modes,”
Phys. Rev. B 103, 045420 (2021).

[33] L. C. Xie, H. C. Wu, X. Z. Zhang, L. Jin, and Z. Song,
“Two-dimensional anisotropic non-hermitian lieb lat-
tice,” Phys. Rev. B 104, 125406 (2021).

[34] Stefano Longhi, “Non-hermitian skin effect beyond the
tight-binding models,” Phys. Rev. B 104, 125109 (2021).

[35] Haoshu Li and Shaolong Wan, “Exact formulas of the
end-to-end green’s functions in non-hermitian systems,”
(2021), arXiv:2109.03045 [cond-mat.mes-hall].

[36] W D Heiss, “The physics of exceptional points,” Journal
of Physics A: Mathematical and Theoretical 45, 444016
(2012).

[37] Chuanhao Yin, Hui Jiang, Linhu Li, Rong Lii, and Shu
Chen, “Geometrical meaning of winding number and its
characterization of topological phases in one-dimensional
chiral non-hermitian systems,” Phys. Rev. A 97, 052115
(2018).

[38] V. M. Martinez Alvarez, J. E. Barrios Vargas, and
L. E. F. Foa Torres, “Non-hermitian robust edge states in
one dimension: Anomalous localization and eigenspace
condensation at exceptional points,” Phys. Rev. B 97,
121401 (2018).

[39] Kohei Kawabata, Takumi Bessho, and Masatoshi Sato,
“Classification of exceptional points and non-hermitian

18

topological semimetals,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 123, 066405
(2019).

[40] Ryo Okugawa and Takehito Yokoyama, “Topological ex-
ceptional surfaces in non-hermitian systems with parity-
time and parity-particle-hole symmetries,” Phys. Rev. B
99, 041202 (2019).

[41] Jan Carl Budich, Johan Carlstréom, Flore K. Kunst, and
Emil J. Bergholtz, “Symmetry-protected nodal phases in
non-hermitian systems,” Phys. Rev. B 99, 041406 (2019).

[42] Johan Carlstrom, Marcus Stalhammar, Jan Carl Budich,
and Emil J. Bergholtz, “Knotted non-hermitian metals,”
Phys. Rev. B 99, 161115 (2019).

[43] Zhesen Yang and Jiangping Hu, “Non-hermitian hopf-
link exceptional line semimetals,” Phys. Rev. B 99,
081102 (2019).

[44] Linhu Li, Ching Hua Lee, and Jiangbin Gong, “Geomet-
ric characterization of non-hermitian topological systems
through the singularity ring in pseudospin vector space,”
Phys. Rev. B 100, 075403 (2019).

[45] Zhicheng Zhang, Zhesen Yang, and Jiangping Hu, “Bulk-
boundary correspondence in non-hermitian hopf-link ex-
ceptional line semimetals,” Phys. Rev. B 102, 045412
(2020).

[46] W. B. Rui, Y. X. Zhao, and Andreas P. Schnyder,
“Topology and exceptional points of massive dirac mod-
els with generic non-hermitian perturbations,” Phys.
Rev. B 99, 241110 (2019).

[47] Haoran Xue, Qiang Wang, Baile Zhang, and Y. D.
Chong, “Non-hermitian dirac cones,” Phys. Rev. Lett.
124, 236403 (2020).

[48] Kazuki Yokomizo and Shuichi Murakami, “Topologi-
cal semimetal phase with exceptional points in one-
dimensional non-hermitian systems,” Phys. Rev. Re-
search 2, 043045 (2020).

[49] Q. Zhong, J. Kou, S. K. Ozdemir, and R. El-Ganainy,
“Hierarchical construction of higher-order exceptional
points,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 125, 203602 (2020).

[50] L. Crippa, J. C. Budich, and G. Sangiovanni, “Fourth-
order exceptional points in correlated quantum many-
body systems,” Phys. Rev. B 104, L121109 (2021).

[61] Zhesen Yang, A. P. Schnyder, Jiangping Hu, and
Ching-Kai Chiu, “Fermion doubling theorems in two-
dimensional non-hermitian systems for fermi points and
exceptional points,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 126, 086401 (2021).

[52] M. Michael Denner, Anastasiia Skurativska, Frank
Schindler, Mark H. Fischer, Ronny Thomale, Tom4&s
Bzdusek, and Titus Neupert, “Exceptional topological
insulators,” Nature Communications 12, 5681 (2021).

[63] Xiao Zhang, Guangjie Li, Yuhan Liu, Tommy Tai, Ronny
Thomale, and Ching Hua Lee, “Tidal surface states as
fingerprints of non-hermitian nodal knot metals,” Com-
munications Physics 4, 47 (2021).

[64] Ipsita Mandal and Emil J. Bergholtz, “Symmetry and
higher-order exceptional points,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 127,
186601 (2021).

[55] Pierre Delplace, Tsuneya Yoshida, and Yasuhiro Hat-
sugai, “Symmetry-protected multifold exceptional points
and their topological characterization,” Phys. Rev. Lett.
127, 186602 (2021).

[56] Sayed Ali Akbar Ghorashi, Tianhe Li, Masatoshi Sato,
and Taylor L. Hughes, “Non-hermitian higher-order dirac
semimetals,” Phys. Rev. B 104, L161116 (2021).

[67] Sayed Ali Akbar Ghorashi, Tianhe Li, and Masatoshi


http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.123.097701
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.123.097701
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.101.121116
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.124.056802
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.124.186402
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.124.186402
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.124.086801
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevX.9.041015
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.101.195147
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.101.195147
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.102.241202
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.102.205118
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.102.205118
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.125.126402
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.125.226402
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.125.226402
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.126.010401
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.103.045420
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.104.125406
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.104.125109
http://arxiv.org/abs/2109.03045
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1751-8113/45/44/444016
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1751-8113/45/44/444016
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1751-8113/45/44/444016
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.97.052115
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.97.052115
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.97.121401
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.97.121401
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.123.066405
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.123.066405
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.99.041202
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.99.041202
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.99.041406
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.99.161115
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.99.081102
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.99.081102
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.100.075403
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.102.045412
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.102.045412
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.99.241110
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.99.241110
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.124.236403
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.124.236403
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevResearch.2.043045
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevResearch.2.043045
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.125.203602
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.104.L121109
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.126.086401
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1038/s41467-021-25947-z
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1038/s42005-021-00535-1
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1038/s42005-021-00535-1
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.127.186601
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.127.186601
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.127.186602
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.127.186602
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.104.L161116

Sato, “Non-hermitian higher-order weyl semimetals,”
Phys. Rev. B 104, L161117 (2021).

[68] Tao Liu, James Jun He, Zhongmin Yang, and Franco
Nori, “Higher-order weyl-exceptional-ring semimetals,”
Phys. Rev. Lett. 127, 196801 (2021).

[69] Marcus Stalhammar and Emil J. Bergholtz, “Classifica-
tion of exceptional nodal topologies protected by PT
symmetry,” Phys. Rev. B 104, L201104 (2021).

[60] Congcong Le, Zhesen Yang, Fan Cui, A. P. Schny-
der, and Ching-Kai Chiu, “The generalized nielsen-
ninomiya theorem for the 17 wallpaper: Classification of
2d nodal superconductors, dirac semimetals, and non-
hermitian nodal systems,” (2021), arXiv:2108.04534
[cond-mat.mes-hall].

[61] X. R. Wang, X. J. Yu, F. Yang, and S. P. Kou, “Physical
exceptional points without degeneracy of energy levels,”
(2021), arXiv:2109.05980 [quant-ph].

[62] We emphasize that we take OBC along one specific di-
rection to obtain the open-boundary spectra of non-
Hermitian systems in this paper.

[63] Without loss of generality, we take the same hopping
range R in the left and right directions, since the general
theory of 1D non-Hermitian systems is not fundamentally
affected in the situation with different hopping ranges.

[64] Abhijeet Alase, Emilio Cobanera, Gerardo Ortiz, and
Lorenza Viola, “Generalization of bloch’s theorem for ar-
bitrary boundary conditions: Theory,” Phys. Rev. B 96,
195133 (2017).

[65] We take the first three-order terms in the expansion of

det [B(F)], to discuss the asymptotic behavior of the

IEBs. If one of the first three-order terms vanishes, we

need to consider the fourth-order term, and it is the same

as the subsequent orders.

In this paper, we concentrate on the general theory of 1D

non-Hermitian systems without conjugated time-reversal

symmetry (TRST). The continuous bands condition of
systems in symplectic class (with TRS') is given by

[66

19

|Bm—1] = |Bm]| or |Bm+1| = |Bm+2|, where m is an even
integer [26]. The general theory of 1D non-Hermitian sys-
tems is not fundamentally affected in symplectic class.

[67] Chunxiao Liu, Farzan Vafa, and Cenke Xu, “Symmetry-
protected topological hopf insulator and its generaliza-
tions,” Phys. Rev. B 95, 161116 (2017).

[68] Ricardo Kennedy, “Topological hopf-chern insulators and
the hopf superconductor,” Phys. Rev. B 94, 035137
(2016).

[69] Wei Chen, Hai-Zhou Lu, and Jing-Min Hou, “Topolog-
ical semimetals with a double-helix nodal link,” Phys.
Rev. B 96, 041102 (2017).

[70] Zhongbo Yan, Ren Bi, Huitao Shen, Ling Lu, Shou-
Cheng Zhang, and Zhong Wang, “Nodal-link semimet-
als,” Phys. Rev. B 96, 041103 (2017).

[71] Ren Bi, Zhongbo Yan, Ling Lu, and Zhong Wang,
“Nodal-knot semimetals,” Phys. Rev. B 96, 201305
(2017).

[72] Po-Yao Chang and Chuck-Hou Yee, “Weyl-link semimet-
als,” Phys. Rev. B 96, 081114 (2017).

[73] Motohiko Ezawa, “Topological semimetals carrying arbi-
trary hopf numbers: Fermi surface topologies of a hopf
link, solomon’s knot, trefoil knot, and other linked nodal
varieties,” Phys. Rev. B 96, 041202 (2017).

[74] Yao Zhou, Feng Xiong, Xiangang Wan, and Jin An,
“Hopf-link topological nodal-loop semimetals,” Phys.
Rev. B 97, 155140 (2018).

[75] Marcus Stalhammar, Lukas Rgdland, Gregory Arone,
Jan Carl Budich, and Emil J. Bergholtz, “Hyperbolic
Nodal Band Structures and Knot Invariants,” SciPost
Phys. 7, 19 (2019).

[76] Deguang Wu, Jiao Xie, Yao Zhou, and Jin An, “Connec-
tions between the open-boundary spectrum and the gen-
eralized brillouin zone in non-hermitian systems,” Phys.
Rev. B 105, 045422 (2022).


http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.104.L161117
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.127.196801
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.104.L201104
http://arxiv.org/abs/2108.04534
http://arxiv.org/abs/2108.04534
http://arxiv.org/abs/2109.05980
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.96.195133
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.96.195133
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.95.161116
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.94.035137
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.94.035137
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.96.041102
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.96.041102
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.96.041103
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.96.201305
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.96.201305
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.96.081114
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.96.041202
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.97.155140
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.97.155140
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.21468/SciPostPhys.7.2.019
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.21468/SciPostPhys.7.2.019
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.105.045422
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.105.045422

	Degeneracy and defectiveness in non-Hermitian systems with open boundary 
	Abstract
	I Introduction
	II The general theory of energy bands and band degeneracy in 1D non-Hermitian systems
	A The general forms of the eigenstates and the boundary matrix
	B The energy bands and band degeneracy
	1 Isolated energy bands
	2 Continuous energy bands
	3 Band degeneracy


	III Typical 1D non-Hermitian models with band degeneracy
	A The degenerate zero-energy modes of the generalized non-Hermitian SSH model
	B The non-perturbation of the two-band model with non-degenerate sub-GBZs

	IV Infernal points and infernal knots in non-Hermitian systems
	A Infernal points in 1D non-Hermitian systems
	B Infernal knots

	V Discussion and conclusion
	 Acknowledgment
	A The bulk eigenstates and bulk equation of general 1D non-Hermitian systems
	B The boundary equations and boundary matrix of general 1D non-Hermitian systems
	C The generalized Brillouin zones of general systems
	D Band degeneracy based on the theory of GBZs
	E The generalized SSH model
	F The infernal points of 1D non-Hermitian systems
	1 Formal theory
	2 The non-Hermitian SSH model with infernal points
	3 The four-band model with infernal points

	 References


