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In non-Hermitian systems, the defective band degeneracies, so-called exceptional points (EPs),
can form robust exceptional lines (ELs) in 3D momentum space in the absence of any symmetries.
Here, we show that a natural orientation can be assigned to every EL according to the eigenenergy
braiding around it, and prove the source-free principle of ELs as a corollary of the generalized
Fermion doubling theorem for EPs on an arbitrary closed oriented surface, which indicates that if
several ELs flow into a junction, the same number of outflow ELs from the junction must exist.
Based on this principle, we discover three different mechanisms that can stabilize the junction of
ELs and therefore guarantee the formation of various types of exceptional chains (ECs) under the
protection of mirror, mirror-adjoint, or C2T symmetries. Furthermore, we analyze the thresholdless
perturbations to a Hermitian nodal line and map out all possible EC configurations that can be
evolved. By strategically designing the structure and materials, we further exhibit that these exotic
ECs can be readily observed in non-Hermitian photonic crystals. Our results directly manifest the
combined effect of spatial symmetry and topology on the non-Hermitian singularities and pave the
way for manipulating the morphology of ELs in non-Hermitian crystalline systems.

I. INTRODUCTION

In topological physics, an important direction is to
study topologically protected degeneracies with differ-
ent dimensions in the band structure [1–4], which can
not only be regarded as hypothetical quasi-particles as-
sisting in fundamental physics but also induce curious
transport effects enlightening practical applications. As
impressive progress has been made in the Hermitian gap-
less topology in the past decades, non-Hermitian degen-
eracies are increasingly attracting interest from diverse
disciplines of physics, especially photonics [5–9] and con-
densed matter physics [10–15]. It is markedly distin-
guished from the Hermitian band crossings that non-
Hermitian bands can be degenerate at exceptional points
(EPs) where both the eigenvalues and eigenvectors of dif-
ferent bands coalesce [16–18]. Owing to their fascinating
physical properties, EPs have exhibited versatile func-
tionalities, such as ultra-sensitive sensing [19–22], chi-
ral non-adiabatic transport [23–26], and unidirectional
lasing [27–29]. From the perspective of topology, EPs
are essentially the topological obstructions to sorting the
complex-valued energy bands. When traveling around
EPs, the eigenvalues braid about each other, swapping
order, and may eventually fail to return to their initial
state. As uncovered by recent studies, this eigenvalue
braiding along 1D loops faithfully characterizes the topo-
logical classification of the non-Hermitian gapless phases
associated with EPs [30–37].

In three-dimensional (3D) non-Hermitian systems, the
order-2 EPs can generally trace out robust curves, known
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as exceptional lines (ELs) [38–41], in the momentum
space even without any symmetries. Specifically, it has
shown that ELs can be knotted or linked together in non-
trivial ways [42–48], analogous to Hermitian nodal knots
and nodal links [49–52]. However, as the counterpart
of Hermitian nodal chains [53–58], exceptional chains
(ECs), formed by several connected ELs, have a funda-
mental difference from other EL configurations, i.e., the
existence and stability of ECs demand symmetry protec-
tion. Although the connection or intersection of ELs was
accidentally observed in a few very recent works [59–61],
the underlying mechanisms of symmetry and topology
had rarely been discussed. As a result, the mystery of
EC formation remains unraveled until now.

In this work, we reveal that the complex eigenvalue
braiding around an EL can assign a positive orientation
to the EL, inspired by the recent breakthrough of the
Hermitian nodal chain and link theory [62–68]. Via gen-
eralizing the Fermion doubling theorem of EPs [33] to ar-
bitrarily oriented and closed surfaces, we prove that the
directed ELs are always source-free in the 3D momen-
tum space. As an immediate application, the source-free
principle together with certain non-Hermitian spatiotem-
poral symmetries can enforce several directed ELs to be
robustly chained with each other in order to keep the
balance between inward and outward Els at the chain
point. We uncover that by incorporating the Hermitian-
adjoint into account, the non-Hermitian crystalline sys-
tems are generically described by double-antisymmetry
(DAS) space groups, and we propose three DAS point
group symmetry-based mechanisms that can stabilize
different types of ECs with distinct local morphologies
and topological features, such as symmetry-protected
eigenenergy Hopf link and diverse kinds of quantized
Berry phases. Starting with a Hermitian nodal ring,
we also study the evolution roadmap towards various
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types of ECs by introducing thresholdless non-Hermitian
perturbations. In addition, we further design the non-
Hermitian photonic crystals (PCs) to illustrate our ideas
for realizing symmetry-protected ECs. Through numeri-
cal simulations, three typical ECs i.e. a pair of linked or-
thogonal EC networks protected by three mirror-adjoint
symmetries, a planar EC with four non-defected chain
points, and a double-earring EC protected by mirror-
adjoint and C2T symmetries, are observed in the PCs,
hence confirming the universality of our theory for full-
wave systems.

II. ORIENTATION OF EXCEPTIONAL LINES

A. Discriminant number, eigenvalue braid, and
orientation of ELs

Unlike nodal lines in Hermitian systems whose ex-
istence requires symmetry protection [3, 4], a line of
order-2 EPs in 3D momentum space can be topologi-
cally stable in the absence of any symmetries [13], pro-
viding that the two crossing energy bands, Ei, Ei+1,
braid about each other and swap their order along a
loop ΓEL encircling the EL (see Fig. 1(a-c)), characterized
by the half-quantized interband energy vorticity [10, 13]
νi,i+1(ΓEL) = 1

2π ∮ΓEL
dk ⋅ ∇k arg [Ei(k) −Ei+1(k)] = ± 1

2
.

The sign of the energy vorticity of the two intertwining
bands endows such an elementary EL with a positive ori-
entation, as indicated by the arrows on the ELs in Fig. 1:

tEL = sign[νi,i+1(ΓEL)]tΓ, (1)

where tΓ is a tangent vector of the EL in compliance with
the right-hand rule of the directed loop ΓEL.

For a generic multi-band Bloch Hamiltonian H(k), a
Z topological invariant, dubbed as discriminant num-
ber (DN) [33], was recently introduced to demar-
cate non-Hermitian topological phases on a 1D closed
sub-manifold (a closed path Γ), which is defined as
the sum of all interband vorticities νij(Γ) along the
path, and is equivalent to the phase winding number

of the discriminant ∆f(k) = ∏i<j [Ei(k) −Ej(k)]2 of
the Hamiltonian’s characteristic polynomial f(E,k) =
det[E −H(k)] [30, 33],

D(Γ) =∑
i≠j νij(Γ) = 2∑

i<j νij(Γ) = −i
2π
∮

Γ
dk ⋅ ∇kln∆f(k).

(2)
Once D(Γ) ≠ 0, there exist lines of degenerate points{kd∣∆f(kd) = 0} encircled by the path Γ, prohibiting the
contraction of Γ to a point without gap closing.

If the loop Γ only encloses a single EL, the DN is ab-
solutely contributed by the energy vorticity of the two
bands Ei,Ei+1 forming the EL: D(Γ) = 2νi,i+1(Γ) = ±1,
then the positive tangent vector of the EL is alternatively
expressed as tEL = D(Γ)tΓ. And for an arbitrary loop Γ
in the 3D space, the DN, D(Γ) ∈ Z, characterizes the

net number of the directed ELs, as counted according to
their positive directions, enclosed by the loop.

Recent studies unveiled that the braiding of eigenval-
ues along 1D loops (e.g., Fig. 1(c)) can faithfully de-
termine the 1D non-Hermitian topology with separable
bands of a generic N -band system, and the complete clas-
sification of such topological phases is given by the braid
group of N strands, BN , generated by the braid genera-
tors bi (i ∈ {1,2,⋯,N−1}), denoting the braiding between
ith and (i+1)th eigenvalues [30–32]. For an arbitrary 1D
loop Γ, the braid element, b(Γ) = b n1

i1
b n2

i2
b n3

i3
⋯ ∈ BN ,

and the DN, D(Γ) ∈ Z, carried by the loop satisfy the
relation (see proof in Supplementary Information 1)

D(Γ) = n1 + n2 + n3 +⋯. (3)

Namely, the DN is equal to the sum of the exponents on
the braid generators (also known as the algebraic length

(d)

closed surface S

ΓKd

(c)

Re(E)
Im(E)

ΓEL

R
e(

E
)

k1

k2

Im
(E

)
k1

k2

(b)

ΓEL ΓEL

EP EP

k1

k2

ΓEL

(a)

0π

arg [ Δf  ]

FIG. 1. Orientation of ELs and source-free principle. (a)
An order-2 EL manifests as the phase singularity of the dis-
criminant ∆f(k), where the sign of phase vortex assigns a
positive orientation (arrow on the EL) to the EL in compli-
ance with the right-hand rule of the loop ΓEL (white dashed).
(b) Real and imaginary parts of two intersecting bands on the
transverse plane in (a), and the red and light blue trajectories
denote the two modes along the path ΓEL. (c) Braiding and
mode switching of two eigenvalues along the loop ΓEL in (a).
(d) Schematic of the generalized doubling theorem for EPs.
Several directed ELs meet at a junction that is enclosed by a
surface S. Colormap on the surface: arg[∆f(k)].
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of the braid b(Γ)), representing the net number of times
the mode braiding takes place. On the other hand, the
total Berry phase of all bands along Γ, known as the
global Berry phase Θ(Γ), also assigns a Z2 topological
invariant to the loop [32, 69]. Whenever the sequences
of the initial and finial eigenstates, Ψ0 and Ψf , after a
cycle along Γ are different up to a permutation p̂(Γ),
Ψf = p̂(Γ)Ψ0, the global Berry phase is determined by
the parity of the permutation [32], det[p̂(Γ)] = ±1, and
therefore also by the parity of the DN (see proof in Sup-
plementary Information 1):

exp [iΘ(Γ)] = exp [∮
Γ
dk ⋅Tr (Ψ−1∇kΨ)]

= det[p̂(Γ)] = (−1)D(Γ), (4)

where Ψ = (∣ψR1 (k)⟩, ∣ψR2 (k)⟩,⋯, ∣ψRN(k)⟩) and Ψ−1 =(∣ψL1 (k)⟩,⋯, ∣ψLN(k)⟩)† denote the matrices composed of
right and left eigenstates at k, respectively. Thus, the Z2

global Berry phase actually describes whether there are
even or odd number of ELs passing through the loop.

B. Source-free principle of ELs

Regarding an orientable closed surface, S, in the 3D
Brillouin zone (BZ), we are interested in the net num-
ber of ELs penetrating S, as shown by the schematic in
Fig. 1(d). Because the discriminant ∆f(k) is a continu-
ous single-valued function in the whole BZ, mathemati-
cally, it serves as a global section on a trivial complex line
bundle π ∶ L ≅ S ×C → S possessing zero Chern number
Ch(L) = 0. Therefore, we infer from the Poincaré–Hopf
theorem for complex line bundles [70, 71] that the total
DN carried by all isolated degenerate points {kd} on the
surface must vanish (see Supplementary Information 2),

∑
kd∈S
D(Γkd

) = Ch(L) = 0, (5)

where Γkd
stands for a small directed loop encircling the

singularity kd whose direction for the integral of DN is
consistent with the outward normal of the surface.

If all the degenerate points on S are elementary EPs
with D(Γkd

) = ±1, Eq. (5) generalizes the Fermion dou-
bling theorem for EPs [33] to arbitrary closed oriented
surfaces, i.e., EPs always appear in pairs with opposite
DNs on a closed oriented surface. The doubling theorem
indicates that the ELs are source-free and have to form
closed loops in the 3D BZ, which serves as a conservation
rule regulating the morphology and evolution of ELs in
the 3D space. In particular, if several oriented ELs meet
at a junction under some constraints, the doubling theo-
rem on a sufficiently small sphere enclosing the junction
informs us: the numbers of inflow and outflow ELs must
be equal (Fig. 1(d)), even though the ELs are formed by
different pairs of bands in multi-band systems (see ex-
amples in Supplementary Information 9). Next, we will

(a)

exactbroken

(b)

Π1

Π2

K
0

k2

k3

k1

FIG. 2. (a) Exceptional line confined in a symmetry-invariant
plane by M -† or C2T symmetry, separating the exact (light
red) and broken (red) phases. (b) Orthogonal exceptional
chain protected by two symmetries belonging to M -† or C2T ,
where ELs, confined in two perpendicular planes Π1 and Π2

connect at the chain point K0. In each plane, the lighter
(darker) region denotes the exact (broken) phase.

show that the intersections of ELs with various local mor-
phologies can be guaranteed by certain spatiotemporal
symmetries.

III. SYMMETRY-PROTECTED EXCEPTIONAL
CHAINS

In previous works on non-Hermitian crystals, the mag-
netic space groups, including the time reversal oper-
ator T , are usually adopted to characterize the crys-
talline symmetries and band degeneracies [72, 73]. How-
ever, it was revealed recently that Hermitian-adjoint “†”
could appear as a new dimension that arouses intrigu-
ingly new physical effects and enriches the classification
of non-Hermitian topological phases [12, 74]. Here, we
uncover that, akin to the time-reversal, the Hermitian-
adjoint transformation could be regarded as an antisym-
metry [75] with respective to the ordinary space groups,
hence by involving both Hermitian-adjoint and time re-
versal as two antisymmetries, the non-Hermitian crystals
can be universally described by DAS space groups [75–77]
(see Methods for details). In what follows, we introduce
three mechanisms to stabilize ECs by DAS point-group
symmetries.

A. Orthogonal ECs protected by Mirror-adjoint
(M-†) or C2T symmetries

In Hermitian systems, as a prerequisite for chaining
different nodal lines together, the line nodes should be
confined by symmetries (usually mirror symmetry) in the
high-symmetry planes [62, 63, 65], which inspires us that
seeking suitable symmetries to fix ELs into planes would
be the first step toward an EC. It is known that in a
pseudo-Hermitian[78, 79] or PT symmetric[80] system,
the parameter space can be divided into exact and bro-
ken phases wherein the eigenvalues are purely real and in
complex conjugate pairs, respectively. And EPs always
occur at the boundaries between the two phases. Borrow-
ing this mechanism to a 2D subspace, we find that two



4

DAS point-group symmetries, i.e. mirror-adjoint (de-
noted M -†) and C2T , fit the bill.

The M -† symmetry is a non-Hermitian generalization
of mirror symmetry, which is defined as the combination
of mirror reflection and Hermitian adjoint. For the Bloch
Hamiltonian H(k) in the momentum space, it can be
expressed as

M̂H (m̂k)†
M̂−1 =H (k) , (6)

where m̂ represents the mirror reflection on spatial co-
ordinates and vectors, and M̂ is a Hermitian unitary
reflection operator on Bloch states. M -† is an intrinsic
non-Hermitian spatial symmetry distinct from the mirror
symmetry in non-Hermitian systems, while they reduce
to an identical one in Hermitian cases. On a M -invariant
plane ΠM = {km ∈ BZ ∣ m̂km = km}, Eq. (6) implies thatH(km) is pseudo-Hermitian. Therefore, as depicted in
Fig. 2(a), all eigenstates on that plane are classified as
being either exact or broken, and the transition boundary
of the two phases forms an EL lying in ΠM (see Supple-
mentary Information 4).

Similarly, the bosonic C2T symmetry of a Bloch
Hamiltonian requires

Ĉ2T̂H(−ĉ2k)∗(Ĉ2T̂ )−1 =H(k), (7)

where Ĉ2T̂ is the unitary part saitisfying (Ĉ2T̂ )(Ĉ2T̂ )∗ =
1 as the consequence of (C2T )2 = 1. On a C2T -invariant
plane ΠC2T = {kc ∈ BZ∣kc = −ĉ2kc}, the HamiltonianH(kc) can be considered to be 2D “PT -symmetric”, and
hence ELs can also be confined in this plane, separating
C2T exact and broken phases.

In Fig. 2(b), we consider a system with two such sym-
metries R1,R2 ∈ {M -†,C2T }, whose invariant planes Π1

(red), Π2 (blue) are perpendicular. Imagining a single
EL (red) is fixed by R1 in the plane Π1 and cuts through
Π2 at the midpoint K0, R2 symmetry guarantees this
oriented EL to be symmetric about Π2. In particular,
its orientation must be reversed at K0, say, the two red
half-ELs at different sides of Π2 are both directed out-
ward from K0 (Fig. 2(b)), since the DN obeys the rela-

tion D(Γ) = −D(R̂2Γ) (see Supplementary Information
3 for a more general discussion of the EL orientations
under different types of symmetry protection). By the
doubling theorem of ELs, the source-free requirement at
K0 implies that there should exist at least another EL
(blue) on Π2 with two inflow half-lines connecting the
red EL at K0, thereby forming an orthogonal exceptional
chain. Accordingly, regions of the exact (broken) phase
on the two planes are consistently joined along their in-
tersection. Thus, we have demonstrated that any pair
of symmetries belonging to {M -†,C2T } can protect the
existence of orthogonal ECs.

However, if either of the two symmetries is M -†, the
formation of the orthogonal EC requires the bands to
satisfy additional conditions. To see this, we inspect the
relation, imposed by the M -† symmetry, to a pair of right

and left eigenstates, ∣ψR(km)⟩, ∣ψL(km)⟩ in the exact
phase on a mirror plane ΠM :

M̂ ∣ψR(km)⟩ = ρ(km)∣ψL(km)⟩. (8)

On the condition of binormalization ⟨ψL(km)∣ψR(km)⟩ =
1, the coefficient ρ(km) ≠ 0 is ensured to be real and
therefore invests each eigenstate ∣ψ(km)⟩ in the exact
phase with a certain M -†-parity,

p̃(km) = sign[ρ(km)] = ±1, (9)

generalizing the concept of mirror-parity for the eigen-
states in mirror-symmetric systems. Intriguingly, it can
be proved that (see Supplementary Information 4)

Theorem. A M -†-symmetry protected order-2 excep-
tional line on ΠM can only be formed by two bands with
opposite M-†-parities in the nearby exact phase.

Consequently, we know from the theorem that an or-
thogonal EC in Fig. 2(b) protected by either two M -†
or (M -†,C2T ) symmetries cannot be formed, unless the
M -†-parities of the two crossing bands take opposite signs
in the exact phases on the corresponding mirror planes.

B. Planar ECs protected by two M-† symmetries

In the presence of two orthogonal mirror-adjoint sym-
metries, denoted M1-† and M2-†, they can stabilize an-
other type of planar EC, as shown in Fig. 3(a), with
two crossing ELs confined in the same mirror plane Π1

and the chain point is fixed along the intersection of the
two mirror planes (the little group along the intersec-
tion line is isomorphic to the DAS point group m†m†2),
where the two ELs are formed by the coalescence of two
bands whose M -† parities are opposite in the nearby ex-
act phase in Π1 but are identical in Π2.

(b)

k2

k3
k1

(a)

Γ
Μ

Π2

K
0

Π1

Region B

(c)
Region A

FIG. 3. (a) Planer exceptional chain protected by two M1,2-†
symmetries. K0 is the non-defective chain point confined on
the intersection of two mirror planes Π1 and Π2. A and B are
two regions of exact phase in Π1 with opposite M1-† parities
p̃+Ap̃+B < 0. (b,c) Two plausible evolutions compatible with the
source-free principle of ELs, which are, however, forbidden
by (b) the same M2-†-parity of two bands and by (c) the
quantized Berry phase along ΓM , respectively.
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At first glance, the source-free principle of ELs does not
forbid the two possible evolutions shown in Figs. 3(b) and
(c). However, the contrapositive of the above theorem
indicates that any degeneracy between two bands with
the same M2-†-parity in the exact phase should be non-
defective on Π2, hence the crossing point K0 of the two
M2-†-partner ELs on Π1 is a non-defective diabolic point
banned from expanding to an EP ring in Π2 (i.e., the
case of Fig. 3(b)).

In addition, we consider a vertical M1-symmetric loop
ΓM = m̂1ΓM

−1 enclosing K0 (the dashed green circle in
Fig. 3(a)), where the negative power indicates the direc-
tion of the loop is reversed by reflection. ΓM is demanded
to cross Π1 in two different regions, A and B, of exact
phases with opposite M1-†-parities p̃+Ap̃+B < 0, where the
superscript “+” denotes the band with larger real parts
of eigenvalues in each region. Despite having a null DN,
the loop carries a nontrivial Berry phase quantized by
M1-† symmetry, (see Mehtods):

exp [i θ(ΓM)]
= exp [iRe[θLR(ΓM)]] = exp [iRe[θRL(ΓM)]]
= exp [i 1

2
(θLL(ΓM) + θRR)] = p̃+A p̃+B = −1,

(10)

i.e., θ(ΓM) = π mod 2π, where θαβ(ΓM) = ∮ΓM
Aαβ(k) ⋅

dk and Aαβ(k) = −i⟨ψα(k)∣∇k∣ψβ(k)⟩ (α,β ∈ {L,R}) de-
note the four different types of Berry phases and Berry
connections. And in computing ALL and ARR, the left
and right eigenstates are required to obey the gauge con-
straint ⟨ψL(k)∣ψR(k)⟩ ∈ R. Thereupon, the intersection
of the ELs cannot be gapped out in the way that Fig. 3(c)
shows, justifying the stability of the planar EC.

C. Mirror-symmetric exceptional chains

The realization of M -† or C2T protected ECs relies on
the confinement of ELs into symmetry-invariant planes,
which is somewhat similar to the method for Hermitian
nodal chains [53–58]. Next, we show that a single mirror
symmetry can give rise to EC formation, whose ingenious
mechanism has no Hermitian counterpart.

For a general mirror-symmetric non-Hermitian system
satisfying M̂H (m̂k) M̂−1 = H (k), every eigenstate on
the mirror plane ΠM has a definite (even or odd) M -
parity. Considering two bands with opposite M -parities
on ΠM , their eigenvalues E+(km), E−(km), are well-
ordered by the parities (see Fig. 4(a,b)), hence ∆E =
E+ − E− is single-valued in the regions where no other
band crosses. The intersection of the two bands on the
mirror plane requires both the real and imaginary parts
of the two eigenvalues to be equal, Re[∆E(km)] = 0 and
Im[∆E(km)]=0, which corresponds to two curves on ΠM

with their crossing point (e.g., the cyan dot K0) deter-
mining the degeneracy of the two bands, as illustrated in
Fig. 4(c). Consequently, in contrast to the best-known
fact that Hermitian band crossings on the mirror plane

Im(ΔE) = 0

k2

k3

k1

0π

arg [ Δf  ]k2 k3

R
e(

E
)

k2 k3

Im
(E

)

Re(ΔE) = 0

Re(E)

Im
(E

) arg [ ΔE ]

ΓK0

K0

(c)(a)

(b) (d)

ΠM

E+
E-

FIG. 4. Exceptional chain protected by mirror symmetry.
(a,b) Real and imaginary parts of two bands E+, E− with
opposite mirror parities on the mirror plane ΠM . (c) Mirror-
symmetric EC intersecting at K0 on ΠM . Colormap on ΠM :
the phase vortex of ∆f(km) around K0. (d) Eigenvalue braid-
ing of E+ (red), E− (light blue) along the loop ΓK0 encircling
K0 forms a Hopf link with two rings of opposite mirror pari-
ties. Inset: section at a point kθ ∈ ΓK0 gives E+(kθ),E−(kθ)
on the complex plane. Color of the bar depicts arg[∆f ], which
is twice as big as the bar’s twist angle arg[∆E].
form nodal lines [3], two non-Hermitian bands with oppo-
site M -parities always stably intersect at isolated points
(cyan dot) inside the mirror plane. Moreover, since the
eigenstates’ coalescence is forbidden by their opposite M -
parities, these isolated nodal points are non-defective,
whereas an EP inside the mirror plane can only be formed
by two bands with the same M -parity.

Indeed, the mirror-symmetry protected nodal point
is a phase singularity of ∆E(km) with ν+−(ΓK0) =
1

2π ∮Γ darg[∆E] = ±1 along any loop ΓK0 (white dashed
line) on ΠM solely encircling the degenerate point K0.
Thus, the DN of ΓK0 , which is entirely attributed to
ν+−(ΓK0), is quantized to an even number (see the phase
vortex of ∆f(km) on ΠM in Fig. 4(c))

D(ΓK0) = 2ν+−(ΓK0) = ±2, (11)

indicating the non-defective node K0 is an intersection
of two ELs that pierce the mirror plane from the same
side and form a mirror symmetry protected EC. Differ-
ent from the M -† or C2T cases, the two crossing ELs
are distributed antisymmetrically about ΠM , i.e., they
have M -symmetric shapes but opposite orientations, as
the consequence of D(Γ) = D(m̂Γ) for two mirror-partner
loops imposed by the mirror symmetry (see Supplemen-
tary Information 3).

According to the relation Eq. (3), the DN D(ΓK0) = ±2
indicates that the two eigenmodes of opposite M -parities
braid twice along the loop ΓK0 . Therefore, when re-
turning to the initial states after a round, their eigen-
value trajectories are interwoven into a mirror-symmetry-
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FIG. 5. Different types of ECs evolved from a nodal ring. (a) A Hermitian nodal ring protected by Mz symmetry lays on
the mirror plane Πz. A second symmetry of C2xT or Mx presents with the corresponding high-symmetry plane Πx. (b-d) ECs
induced by non-Hermitian perturbation respecting two different symmetries, where the chain points (cyan dots) are fixed on
the intersection line between Πx and Πz. (e-g) ECs protect by a single symmetry. The parenthesis above each configuration
gives the required symmetries of that case.

protected Hopf link [32, 35]. As shown in Fig. 4(d),
the colored bars connecting the two trajectories repre-

sent the vector
ÐÐ→
∆E(kθ) = (Re[∆E], Im[∆E]) (kθ ∈ ΓK0)

on the complex energy plane, whose altitude angle gives
arg[∆E]. Therefore, the eigenvalue Hopf link delineates

the twist of the vector
ÐÐ→
∆E around the loop.

IV. EXCEPTIONAL CHAINS ARISING FROM
A NODAL RING

In the previous sections, we have introduced three DAS
symmetries, M -†, C2T , and M , that can protect ECs.
Here, starting from an Mz-protected Hermitian nodal
ring (Fig. 5(a)) in the mirror plane Πz (light red), we
will enumerate all possible EC structures that can be de-
terministically generated by thresholdless non-Hermitian
perturbations preserving M , M -† or C2T symmetries.

We first introduce Mz-†-invariant non-Hermitian per-
turbations. As shown in Fig. 5(b,c), since the system
becomes pseudo-Hermitian on Πz, the nodal line imme-
diately splits into a pair of ELs confined in Πz. Consid-
ering an Mz-†-symmetric loop Γ1 around the EL pair,
it carries a zero DN, D(Γ1) = 0, and also a π quantized
biorthogonal Berry phase, θ(Γ1) = π, both inherited from

the Hermitian system, which oblige the two ELs to be op-
positely directed but exempt from pair annihilation.

If the system under non-Hermitian perturbations also
preserves a second symmetry R2 ∈ {C2xT ,Mx-†} with
an R2-invariant plane, Πx, normally crossing Πz, the EL
pair in Πz should reverse their directions when traversing
Πx, then two different types of ECs can be determinis-
tically formed. When R2 =Mx-†, evolving from the Mx

symmetry of the Hermitian case, the absence of nodal
lines in Πx in Fig. 5(a) indicates the two original Hermi-
tian bands share the sameMx-parity. So an identicalMx-
†-parity is inherited by the non-Hermitian bands, which
gives rise to a planar EC with two non-defective chain
points (cyan dot) confined on the intersection line of Πx

and Πz, as shown in Fig. 5(b). If the Mx-† symmetry is
broken, the ban on EPs appearing in Πx is lifted; then
at once, each non-defective chain point spawns a vertical
EP ring lying out of high-symmetry planes, as shown in
Fig. 5(e). Amazingly, the vertical EP rings remain con-
necting with the planar ELs and the EC survives. This
remarkable robustness of EC is because the directions of
the Mz-†-protected ELs cannot change abruptly and the
sourceless requirement (Eq. (5)) at the direction-reversal
points of the in-plane ELs compels the emergence of the
out-of-plane ELs from those points, uncovering that the
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Mz-† symmetry itself can protect ECs.
When R2 = C2xT , the non-Hermitian perturbation

expands the intersection points between the Hermitian
nodal line and the plane Πx into two exceptional rings
(blue) fixed in Πx bridging the gaps between the pair of
horizontal ELs in Πz (see Fig. 5(c)), akin to the forma-
tion of an exceptional ring from a Dirac point in 2D PT
symmetric systems [8, 81, 82]. Thus, a double-earring
EC can be realized. In addition, if the Mz-† symmetry
is broken while C2xT persists as shown in Fig. 5(f), a
C2xT -protected π-quantized biorthogonal Berry phase,
θLR = ∮Γ2

ALR(k) ⋅ dk = π, along a loop Γ2 in Πx pro-
tects the earring exceptional ring against shrinking to
disappear (see Methods), and the EC stays alive in the
presence of only the C2xT symmetry. Moreover, since
the annihilation between the two horizontal ELs is now
permissible in that the biorthogonal Berry phase θ(Γ1) is
no longer quantized, the EC can split into two separate
ones shown by Fig. 5(f).

Next, we consider the case in which Mz-symmetric
non-Hermitian perturbations are introduced. As exhib-
ited in Fig. 5(d,g), the nodal line splits into two ELs an-
tisymmetrically distributed at the two sides of Πz. Pro-
vided that the two ELs meet inside the mirror plane,
Mz symmetry can protect their stable intersections at
non-defective points on Πz and hence guarantees the for-
mation of EC, as illustrated in the above section. By
imposing another symmetry R2 ∈ {C2xT ,Mx-†}, the
chain point can be further fixed on the line intersection
of the two planes Πx and Πz by the DAS point group
mzm

†
x2†
y or 2′xm′

ymz (see Supplementary Information 6).
Breaking R2 while preserving Mz, the chain points can
move freely in the Mz-invariant plane Πz, as shown in
Fig. 5(g), which cannot disappear unless annihilating in
pairs of opposite DNs D = ±2. Conversely, if we break
Mz while maintaining R2 = C2xT , the Mz-symmetric EC
in Fig. 5(d) can evolve to the configuration in Fig. 5(f).

The concrete Hamiltonians gnerating the ECs in Fig. 5
are given in Supplementary Information 6, where we also
offer a rigorous analysis of the determinate evolution
paths towards local ECs from a DAS point group per-
spective. Furthermore, if we break the symmetries pro-
tecting the chain point in certain manners, the ECs may
evolve into more fascinating exceptional links [44, 45, 68]
(see examples in Supplementary Information 7).

V. PHOTONIC CRYSTAL REALIZATION OF
EXCEPTIONAL CHAINS

In this section, we will show that various types of ECs
protected by different DAS crystalline symmetries can
be realized in non-Hermitian photonic crystals. It has
been experimentally proved that a Hermitian metallic-
mesh PC supports nodal chains protected by both PT
symmetry and three mirror symmetries Mx,y,z [57], and
the nodal rings on different mirror planes can be ex-
panded into exceptional torus if the PT -symmetric non-

Hermiticity is introduced [83]. Here, we first modify
the metallic mesh PC so as to design a non-Hermitian
PC with three mirror-adjoint symmetries. One thing
to note is that a reciprocal PC with the three Mx,y,z-†
symmetries must be PT symmetric, inasmuch as “reci-
procity” is equivalent to the time-reversal-adjoint sym-
metry, T -†, [12] and (Mx-†)(My-†)(Mz-†)(T -†) = PT .
Therefore, to realize ELs on the mirror planes in all three
directions instead of EP surfaces, we need to break thePT symmetry and accordingly the reciprocity of the PC,
which can be achieved by properly arranging the non-
Hermitian gyrotropic materials with the relative permit-
tivity and permeability surrounding the metallic mesh:

εr (r) = ⎛⎜⎝
1 + iγ(r) iα(r) 0−iα(r) 1 + iγ(r) 0

0 0 1 + iγ(r)
⎞⎟⎠ , µr = 1. (12)

Figure 6(a) displays the non-reciprocal Hermitian
metallic mesh PC with γ = 0, where the prism re-
gions are magnetized with the red (blue) arrows denot-
ing the gyration vectors corresponding to α = 0.5 (−0.5).
The Hermitian space group of the PC is Pmmm1† (No.
1698 [77])including three mirror symmetries, Mx,yz, but
no PT symmetry. Figure 6(d) shows the bulk band struc-
ture of the Hermitian PC along high symmetry lines (see
Fig. 6(g)), which is numerically calculated by COMSOL.
Since the two bands near the frequency of f = 0.65c/a
have opposite mirror parities (labels on the band struc-
ture) along every intersection line of two orthogonal mir-
ror planes, as shown in Fig. 6(g), the nodal rings in differ-
ent mirror planes should connect together [55, 56, 62] and
form a globally connected nodal chain network, where the
nodal rings are retrieved from the 2D band structure on
the mirror planes (see Supplementary Information 10).
For the lower two bands at about f = 0.6c/a with op-
posite Mz parities but identical Mx,y parities, the nodal
ring only appears on the kz = π/a plane, as shown by the
right panel of Fig. 6(g).

Introducing gain (loss) with γ = 0.5 (−0.5) into the
background materials in red (cyan) color in Fig. 6(b),
the prototype Hermitian PC becomes non-Hermitian
and the three mirror symmetries Mx,y,z convert to the
corresponding mirror-adjoint symmetries, Mx,y,z-†, so

the DAS space group of PC becomes Pm†m†m† (No.
3558 [77]). The non-Hermitian perturbed band structure
is plotted in Fig. 6(e). As such, the nodal rings in differ-
ent mirror planes are split into paired exceptional rings
with opposite orientations. For the upper pair of bands
near f = 0.65c/a, the two EP rings on each plane can be
marked as “inner” and “outer” according to their relative
positions. In particular, every inner (outer) EP ring on
a mirror plane is chained with another two outer (inner)
rings in the two perpendicular planes, resulting in a pair
of triply orthogonal EC networks linked with each other
(see the toy tight-binding model generating the same EC
structure in Supplementary Information 8), as depicted
by the left panel in Fig. 6(h). Moreover, the numerical
tests also verify that the numbers of inflow and outflow
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FIG. 6. Different types of ECs in non-Hermitian photonic crystals. (a-c) Schematics of three cubic PCs’ unit cells with lattice
constant a. Orange cylinders: metallic meshes. Regions in gray, red, and cyan colors: conservative (γ = 0), lossy (γ > 0), and
gain (γ < 0) materials, respectively. Regions with down-red (up-blue) arrows: gyrotropic media with α < 0 (α > 0). (d-f) Band
structures (real part) along high symmetry lines YMZR corresponding to the PCs in (a-c). (g-i) The nodal structures in the BZ
of the PCs in (a-c). (a,d,g) The Hermitian PC in (a) respecting Mx,y,z symmetries with α = ±0.5 and γ = 0. Labels [±] in blue,
green and red in (d): the Mx,y,z-parities of the bands, respectively. Left panel of (g): nodal chain formed around f=0.65c/a
(light blue shaded region in (d)); right panel: nodal ring formed around f = 0.6c/a (pink shaded region in (d)). (b,e,h) The
non-Hermitian PC respecting Mx,y,z-† symmetries with α = ±0.5, γ = ±0.5. Left panel of (h): a pair of linked orthogonal EC
network formed around f=0.65c/a; right panel (arrows: directions of the ELs): a planar EC with four non-defective chain
point (cyan dots) formed around f = 0.6c/a (pink shaded region in (d)). Triangles in blue, green, and red in (e): EPs on the
Mx,y,z-invariant planes, respectively; triangles in two colors: EC points. (c,f,i) The non-Hermitian PC respecting Mz-† and
C2xT symmetries with α = −0.3, γ = ±0.5. (i) A double-earring EC formed around f = 0.65c/a (light blue shaded region in (f)).

ELs at each chain point are balanced (see Supplementary
Information 10), corroborating the source-free principle
of ELs. The multi-band nature of the PC also demon-
strates that our theory of EC formation is universal for
generic full-wave crystalline systems.

For the lower pair of bands around f = 0.6c/a, thanks
to their identical Mx-† (My-†) parity on the mirror plane
of kx = 0 (ky = 0) descended from the Hermitian mirror
parity, the Hermitian degenerate points of the two bands
along kx = 0 (M-Z direction in Fig. 6(d)) stay intact after
introducing the non-Hermiticity (Fig.6(e)), and so do the
Hermitian degenerate points along ky = 0. Consequently,
as seen from the right panel of Fig. 6(h), the pair of
exceptional rings splitting from the Hermitian nodal ring
intersect at four Mx,y-†-protected non-defective points

and therefore form a planar EC in the kz = π/a plane.

In the last row of Fig. 6, we designed another metal-
lic mesh PC with a different distribution of the gy-
rotropic and nonconservative materials (see the unit cell
in Fig. 6(c)), such that its space group is Pm†m′†2′ (No.
8967) possessing Mz-† and C2xT symmetries. Because of
the lack of Mx,y symmetries in the prototype Hermitian
PC (γ = 0), only the Mz-invariant planes can support
Hermitian nodal rings in this case. After bringing gain
and loss into the PC, the nodal ring in the kz = π/a plane
divides into two planar exceptional rings joining together
by two vertical EP loops in the kx = 0 plane protected by
the C2xT symmetry, as can be seen from Fig. 6(i). As a
result, a double-earring EC arises in the non-Hermitian
PC, reproducing the configuration in Fig. 5(c).
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VI. DISCUSSION

In conclusion, we showed that the source-free princi-
ple of directed ELs and the symmetry constraints are two
crucial conditions for the formation of ECs. Based on this
idea, we developed a general theory for constructing ECs
of various local morphologies, including orthogonal EC,
planar EC, and mirror-symmetric EC, protected by C2T ,
mirror-adjoint, or mirror symmetries. We also investi-
gated all possible EC configurations evolving from a Her-
mitian nodal ring with thresholdless non-Hermitian per-
turbations. Furthermore, via designing non-Hermitian
PCs respecting certain symmetries, we realized three rep-
resentative and exotic ECs in the PCs, i.e., a pair of
linked orthogonal EC networks, a planar EC with non-
defective chain points, and a double-earring EC. It is
worth emphasizing that the source-free principle of ELs
and symmetry constraints not only account for the for-
mation of two-band ECs but are also valid to the multi-
band cases, such as the exceptional nexus of the ELs
formed by the intersections of triple bands [60] (see Sup-
plementary Information 9).

Our theory integrates the non-Hermitian topology
with the spatiotemporal crystalline symmetries and
opens the avenue for symmetry-protected non-Hermitian
topological phases and topological degeneracies, such as
symmetry-protected higher-order EPs [84–86], in non-
Hermitian crystals. In light of the analogy between non-
Hermitian physics and other systems or theories [87–
89], our framework may also be transplanted to these
systems, giving birth to new physical effects. For ex-
ample, it was recently discovered that the circular po-
larization singularity (C point) of 3D optical polariza-
tion fields can map to a non-Hermitian EP [89]. There-
fore, the present method would also be applied to real-
ize symmetry-protected chains of C points for 3D optical
fields in the real space.

METHODS

A. Non-Hermitian crystalline symmetries and DAS
space groups.

An antisymmetry A with respect to a group G is de-
fined as an operator satisfying three conditions [75]:

1. A itself is not an element of G: A /∈ G;

2. Involutivity (self-inverseness): A2 = I;

3. A commutes with all elements of G: [A,G] = 0, ∀G ∈ G.

For example, the time reversal operator T (1′ in
Hermann–Mauguin (HM) notation) is an antisymmetry
for spinless space (point) groups, hence involving T into
the crystallographic space (point) groups gives rise to
single-antisymmetry space (point) groups, i.e., the widely
acknowledged magnetic space (point) groups.

For non-Hermitian systems, the Hermitian-adjoint op-
eration has been shown to be a new symmetry dimen-
sion that can greatly enrich the non-Hermitian topologi-
cal phases [12]. In contrast to the spatiotemporal trans-
formations which are linear (antilinear) operators act-
ing on the states in Hilbert space, the Hermitian-adjoint
(1† in HM notation) is an antiautomorphic map on the
set of bounded linear operators (mathematically, a non-
commutative ring) on the Hilbert space. Nevertheless,
the spatiotemperal transformations, say G, may also be
regarded as maps between linear operators via unitary
transformation: G(H) = ĜHĜ−1 = ĜHĜ†. In this sense,
the Hermitian-adjoint map indeed manifests as an
antisymmetry to any group G of unitary transfor-
mations since it is self-inverse 1†1†(H) = (H†)† =H and
commutative with any unitary transformation 1†G(H) =(ĜHĜ†)† = ĜH†Ĝ† = G1†(H), ∀G ∈ G.

Consequently, by taking both time-reversal 1′ and
Hermitian-adjoint 1† into account, we find that the ex-
panded space (point) group for a non-Hermitian crystal
is generally isomorphic to a double-antisymmetry space
(point) group [77]. In particular, the product of time-
reversal and Hermition-adjoint operations (denoted 1′† in
HM notation) is also an antisymmetry to space groups.
Physically, it just represents the reciprocity transforma-
tion of the system T -† [12]. These three antisymmetry
operations together with identity transformation consti-
tute a group isomorphic to the dihedral group D2 with
the multiplication table:

1 1′ 1† 1′†
1 1 1′ 1† 1′†
1′ 1′ 1 1′† 1†

1† 1† 1′† 1 1′
1′† 1′† 1† 1′ 1

(13)

In the DAS space (point) groups for non-Hermitian
crystals, the symmetries are sorted into four types:

(i) The pure spatial symmetries, deonoted G or g:

ĜH(ĝ−1x)Ĝ−1 =H(x);
(ii) The spatial-adjoint symmetries, denoted G-† or g†:

ĜH(ĝ−1x)†Ĝ−1 =H(x);
(iii) The spatiotemporal symmetries, denoted GT or g′:

ĜT̂H(ĝ−1x)∗(ĜT̂ )−1 =H(x);
(iv) The spatiotemporal-adjoint symmetries, denoted

GT -† or g′†:
ĜT̂H(ĝ−1x)⊺(ĜT̂ )−1 =H(x).

Here, ĝ = {R ∣w} denotes the spatial transformation,
with a rotation partR and a translation part w, acting on
the position vector x, and Ĝ, T̂ denote the unitary parts
associated with the G, T operators, respectively, acting
on the internal degrees of freedom. The last three types of
symmetries can be viewed as coloring the original space-
group symmetries into red, blue, and green, respectively.
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TABLE I. Classification of double-antisymmetry space (point) groups for non-Hermitian crystals. The serial number (#) of
each category listed in the table follows Ref. [77].

Gray space groups Single-antisymmetry groups Multicolor groups

Colorless
crystallographic

space groups
Q

Category (1)

TRS gray groups Q1′
Category (2)

Magnetic groups Q′
Category (3)

TRS adjoint groups Q†1′ =Q′†1′
Category (9)

Hermitian gray groups Q1†

Category (4)

Adjoint groups Q†

Category (7)

Hermitian magnetic groups Q′1† =Q′†1†

Category (6)

Reciprocal gray groups Q1′†
Category (8)

Magnetic-adjoint groups Q′†
Category (11)

Reciprocal magnetic groups Q′1′† =Q†1′†
Category (10)

Hermitian— TRS groups Q1′1†

Category (5)

Indecomposable DAS groups Q(′)(†)
Category (12)

And the DAS space (point) groups are obtained by col-
oring the elements of the original space (point) groups.
There are 624 DAS point groups and 17803 DAS space
groups in total [75–77].

Based on these four types of symmetries, the DAS
space (point) groups can be classified into 12 cate-
gories [77]. In Table I, we list the 12 categories with
vesting each categories with a physics meaningful desig-
nation. The first category (1) includes all the original
colorblind space groups Q without any “colored” sym-
metries. The second column of the table shows four cat-
egories of gray space groups (namely, all elements in a
group are uniformly colored), each of which possesses
at least one antisymmetry, describing the time-reversal
symmetric (TRS) systems, Hermitian systems, recipro-
cal systems, and Hermitian TRS systems, respectively.
The third column shows the three categories of single-
antisymmetry groups. For example, the groups in cate-
gory (3) are just the black-white magnetic groups which
only contain symmetries of types (i) and (iii) but do not
have TRS. Similarly, in category (4), an adjoint group de-
scribes the non-Hermitian systems only possessing sym-
metries of types (i) and (ii). The space group of the
PC shown in Fig. 6(b), Pm†m†m†, just belongs to this
category. The categories in the fourth column describe
the groups containing at least three types of symmetries.
In categories (6), (9), and (10), each group also con-
tains an antisymmetry, contrary to the indecomposable
groups in category (12) that violate all the three antisym-
meries. For example, the space group of the PC shown
in Fig. 6(c), Pm†m′†2′, belongs to the category (12).

B. Quantized Berry phases protected by DAS
point-group symmetries

The quantization conditions for Berry phases pro-
tected by purely spatial and spatiotemporal point-group
symmetries, such as PT and mirror symmetries, have
been widely investigated in Hermitian systems. How-
ever, when extending our perspective to non-Hermitian
crystalline systems, we urgently need to test whether
the results established in the Hermitian case still hold

and whether the new types of symmetries that are in-
trinsically non-Hermitian can also preserve the quantized
Berry phases.

Moreover, since the left and right eigenvectors of
the same eigenstate become different in non-Hermitian
systems, more variants of Berry phases can be in-
troduced, making the situation more complicated.
Apart from the global biorthogonal Berry phase Θ
in Eq. (4), we can define four different types of
Berry phases, θLL(Γ), θRR(Γ), θLR(Γ), θRL(Γ),
of a single continuous band along a loop Γ ={k(φ)∣k(π) = k(−π),−π ≤ φ ≤ π} through integrating the
corresponding Berry connections , ALL, ARR, ALR,
ARL [10]:

θαβ(Γ) = ∮
Γ
dk ⋅Aαβ(k), (14)

Aαβ(k) = −i ⟨ψαn(k)∣∇k ∣ψβn(k)⟩, (α,β ∈ {L,R}), (15)

where the eigenvectors ∣ψα/βn (k)⟩ should be normalized

by ⟨ψαn(k)∣ψβn(k)⟩ = 1, which is dependent on the differ-
ent α,β. For the biorthogonal Berry connections (α ≠ β),

ALR, ARL, ∣ψα/βn (k)⟩ respects the binormalization condi-

tion ⟨ψLn (k)∣ψRn (k)⟩ = 1. Whereas for left or right Berry

connections (α = β ∈ {L,R}), ALL, ARR, ∣ψαn(k)⟩ is just
self-normalized: ⟨ψαn(k)∣ψαn(k)⟩ = 1.

The eigenstates along the loop Γ, abbreviated as∣ψR/Ln (φ)⟩ ∶= ∣ψR/Ln (k(φ))⟩, form a continuous band from
φ = −π to π. To guarantee the Berry phases are well-
defined, namely, the results are identical in the sense of
modulo 2π for any continuous gauge of the eigenvectors
along Γ, we require that the continuous band concerned
is self-closed, namely the eigenstate returns to the ini-
tial one, i.e., ∣ψαn(π)⟩ = ∣ψαn(−π)⟩, after travelling on the
concerned band along the loop one turn (φ evolves from−π to π), implying the DN along the loop to be an even
number: D(Γ) ∈ 2Z.

In addition, according to the relation Aαβ
∗ = Aαβ† =

i ⟨∇kψ
β
n ∣ψαn⟩ = −i ⟨ψβn ∣∇kψ

α
n⟩ = Aβα, the two biorthogonal

Berry connections, as well as the two biorthogonal Berry
phases, are always complex-conjugate

ALR(k) = ARL(k)∗, θLR(Γ) = θRL(Γ)∗, (16)
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TABLE II. Quantized Berry phases of a self-closed band protected by different types of twofold DAS point-group symmetries
G. The corresponding G-invariant subspace is ΠG = {kG ∣ ĜkG = kG}. p(φ) ∈ {±1} and p̃(φ) ∈ {±1} denote the G-parities and
G-†-parities, respectively, of the eigenstates at the G-invariant points k(φ) (φ ∈ {0, π}).

Symmetry type Loop Other conditions Quantized Berry phases (0 or π mod 2π) Examples

G Γ = ĝΓ−1 none θLR = θRL = θLL = θRR = arg (p(0)p(π)) P, M

G-† Γ = ĝΓ−1 two intersections of Γ and
ΠG are in the exact phase

Re[θLR] = Re[θRL] = 1
2
(θLL + θRR) = arg (p̃(0)p̃(π)) M-†

GT Γ = −ĝΓ Γ is in the exact phase Re[θLR] = Re[θRL] = θLL = θRR PT , C2T
GT -† Γ = −ĝΓ none θLR = θRL = 1

2
(θLL + θRR) PT -†

while the ordinary Berry connections and Berry phases
for left (right) eigenvectors always take real values

ALL(k), ARR(k) ∈ R3, θLL(Γ), θRR(Γ) ∈ R. (17)

In Supplementary Information 5, we proved that the
four types of two-fold DAS point-group symmetries could
protect the quantization of different kinds of Berry phases
along symmetry-invariant loops, as summarized in Ta-
ble II. Here, “two-fold” symmetry means that G2 = I. In
computing 1

2
(θLL + θRR), the left and right eigenstates

are required to satisfy the gauge constraint. In the Sup-
plementary Information, we also showed that the self-
closeness of the band can be guaranteed by some rather
lenient Properties of the bands in each case.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

We thank Profs. Guancong Ma, Biao Yang, Kun Ding,
and Shubo Wang for the fruitful discussions. This work is
supported by the Research Grants Council of Hong Kong
(Grant No. 16303119 and 16307420) and by the Croucher
Foundation (Grant No. CAS20SC01). Wen-Jie Chen ac-
knowledges the supports from National Natural Science
Foundation of China (Grant No. 11874435), Guangzhou
Science, Technology and Innovation Commission (Grant
No. 201904010223).

[1] N. P. Armitage, E. J. Mele, and A. Vishwanath, Weyl
and Dirac semimetals in three-dimensional solids, Rev.
Mod. Phys. 90, 015001 (2018).

[2] M. Z. Hasan, G. Chang, I. Belopolski, G. Bian, S.-Y. Xu,
and J.-X. Yin, Weyl, Dirac and high-fold chiral fermions
in topological quantum matter, Nat. Rev. Mater. 6, 784
(2021).

[3] C. Fang, H. Weng, X. Dai, and Z. Fang, Topological nodal
line semimetals, Chin. Phys. B 25, 117106 (2016).

[4] H. Park, W. Gao, X. Zhang, and S. S. Oh, Nodal lines in
momentum space: Topological invariants and recent re-
alizations in photonic and other systems, Nanophotonics
10.1515/nanoph-2021-0692 (2022).

[5] B. Midya, H. Zhao, and L. Feng, Non-Hermitian photon-
ics promises exceptional topology of light, Nat. Commun.
9, 1 (2018).
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1. RELATIONS BETWEEN EIGENVALUE BRAIDING, DISCRIMINANT NUMBER AND GLOBAL
BERRY PHASE

A. Relation between eigenvalue braiding and discriminant number

Here, we prove the relation between the Abelian topological invariant, discriminant number D(Γ) ∈ Z [1], and the
non-Abelian topological invariant along the loop with separable bands, the braid of the complex eigenvalues of N
bands: b(Γ) = bn1

i1
bn2

i2
bn3

i3
⋯ bnLiL ∈ BN (L can be an arbitrary positive integer, bim ∈ {b1, b2,⋯, bN−1} (m ∈ {1,⋯, L}),

and nm ∈ Z) [2, 3]:

Theorem 1.1. For a N -level Hamiltonian H(k) with separable bands along a loop Γ, the discriminant number,D(Γ) ∈ Z gives the algebraic length (i.e., the sum of the exponents on the braid generators) of the eigenvalue braid
b(Γ) = bn1

i1
bn2

i2
bn3

i3
⋯ bnLiL ∈ BN :

D(Γ) = L∑
l=1

nl. (1)

Therefore, the homomorphism F ∶ BN ∋ b(Γ)→ D(Γ) ∈ Z gives an Abelianization of the braid group.

Physically, the theorem manifests that the discriminant number D(Γ) along a loop Γ counts the net number
of directed ELs encircled by D(Γ) and also equals the net number of times that eigenmode braiding
occurs (taking count of the sign of the braiding) along the loop.

Proof. Method 1. We first give an intuitive proof by virtue of their relation to the ELs in 3D parameter space.
As shown in Fig. 1(a), imagine that the loop Γ encircles a total of M ELs. Without loss of generality, we can
assume all the ELs are of order-2 and elementary, i.e., only one pair of eigenvalues braid around each EL, since all
nonelementary degeneracies can split into elementary ones under small perturbations without changing the topology
along Γ. Through a continuous deformation that maintains the basepoint k0 (i.e., the starting and ending point of Γ)
and bypasses the ELs, we can transform the loop Γ as the concatenation of a series of sub-loops, Γ = γ1 ○ γ2 ○⋯ ○ γM ,
such that every sub-loop γm is based at k0 and encloses a single elementary EL. Then, both the discriminant number
and the braid element can be broken down into the contributions of all sub-loops:

b(Γ) = M∏
m=1

b(γm) = M∏
m=1

b
n′m
i′m , D(Γ) = M∑

m=1

D(γm), (2)

Since each sub-loop only encircles one elementary EL, we have b(γm) = b
n′m
i′m ∈ {b1, b−1

1 , b2, b
−1
2 ,⋯, bN−1, b

−1
N−1} and

Re(E)

Im
(E

)

E1
E2 E3

E4

γ3 0π

2 arg(δE32)

(a) (b) (c)

γ1

γ2 γ5

γ4
γ3

k0

k0

b(γ1)

b(γ2)

b(γ3)

b(γ4)

b(γ5)

Γ b3

b2

b3
-1

b2

b1
-1

FIG. 1. Schematic for the proof Method 1 of the Theorem 1.1. (a) A Hamiltonian with N = 4 bands has M = 5 ELs
flowing in or out of the screen in a loop Γ that can be continuously transformed into sub-loops: γ1 ○ γ2 ○ ⋯ ○ γ5. (b) The braid
diagrams for sub-loops encircling a single elementary EL. (c) The eigenenergy braiding in the complex energy plane for the
braid b(γ3) = b2 along the sub-loop γ3, and the colors of the connecting bars between the strand E2 and E3 denote the phase
of the relative energy.
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D(γm) ∈ {±1}, as shown in Fig. 1(b). The decomposition of D(Γ) also exhibits that the discriminant number is
equal to the net number of directed elementary ELs passing through the loop.

As shown in Fig. 1(c), the braiding direction of the two swapping eigenvalues (i.e, the sign of the exponent) is
indeed consistent with the winding direction of the relative eigenenergy δEi′m+1,i′m = Ei′m+1 − Ei′m on the complex

plane1. Hence, the exponent of the braid is just given by the energy vorticity νi′m+1,i′(γm) = ∮γm darg(Ei′m+1 −Ei′)
and hence by the discriminant number along the sub-loop:

n′m = 2νi′m+1,i′m(γm) = D(γm) ∈ {±1}.
Since the algebraic length (exponent sum) is a braid invariant, the different factorizations, e.g., ΠL

l=1b
nl
il

and

ΠM
m=1b(γm) = ΠM

m=1b
n′m
i′m , of the same braid b(Γ) do not change the algebraic length, leading to the relation in

Eq. (1):

L∑
l=1

nl = M∑
m=1

n′m = M∑
m=1

D(γm) = D(Γ).
Method 2. In this method, instead of embedding the loop into 3D parameter space in the method 1, we directly

use the 1D information along the loop to prove the relation. As illustrated in Fig. 2, we first decompose the braid
into the sub-braids b̃ij between pairwise strands (i, j) (the strands are numbered by their order of the real parts at

the bottom). Denoting nij as the number of times that braiding occurs in b̃ij , the algebraic length of b(Γ) can be
alternatively evaluated by

L∑
l=1

nl =∑
j<inij .

It is easy to see that the relative phase winding between each pair of eigenvalue strands (i, j) (j < i) satisfies

∆θij = ∮
Γ
darg(Ei −Ej) = 2π⌊nij

2
⌋ + (θfij − θ0

ij) =
⎧⎪⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎪⎩
πnij + (θfij − θ0

ij) if nij ∈ even

π(nij − 1) + (θfij − θ0
ij) if nij ∈ odd

, (3)

where ⌊∗⌋ represents the floor function, θ0
ij = arg(δE0

ij) ∈ (−π/2, π/2) and θfij = arg(δEfij) ∈ (−π/2,3π/2) gives the

values of arg(Ei −Ej) at the bottom and top ends of the strands (see Fig.). The first term 2π⌊nij
2

⌋ in Eq. (3) records

Re

Im
δE21

0

δE21
f δE32

0=

δE31
0

δE31
f δE42

0=
δE41

0

δE41
f δE21

0= -

δE21
0

δE32
0

δE32
f δE43

0= δE43
0

δE41
0

δE43
f δE41

0= -

δE42
0

δE31
0

δE42
f δE31

0= -
Re(E)

Im
(E

)

E1
E2 E3

E4

0π

2 arg(δEij)

Γ

δE21
0

δE21
f

δE31
f δE41

f δE32
f

δE42
f δE43

f

b21

~(b)(a)

δE31
0 δE41

0
δE32

0 δE42
0

δE43
0

b31

~(c) b41

~(d) b32

~(e) b42

~(f) b43

~(g)b (Γ)

FIG. 2. Schematic for the proof Method 2 of the Theorem 1.1. (a) The eigenenergy braiding in the complex eigenenergy

plane along the loop Γ. The braid b(Γ) of N = 4 strands can be decomposed into 6 sub-braids b̃ij which are shown in (b-g),

where the lower panels show the initial (final) normalized relative eigenenergy δE0
ij (δEf

ij) in the complex energy plane.

1 Obtaining the braid word depends on the convention in which direction we project the 3D eigenvalue paths onto the 2D plane. However,
the algebraic length of a braid is independent to the convention. Here, we project the eigenvalues onto the real axis so that braiding
occurs when δEi′m+1,i′m traverses the imaginary axis.



4

the contribution of intact winding periods in the sub-braid b̃ij , and the second term (θfij − θ0
ij) gives the residual

winding angle less than one period. If we regard δEij as a vector on the complex plane, the initial vector δE0
ij always

appears in the right-hand side of the imaginary axis due to the requirement of j < i. Hence, we let θ0
ij take values in

the single-valued interval (−π/2, π/2), and accordingly θfij should be in (−π/2,3π/2).
If the pair of strands (i, j) goes to the endpoints (fi, fj) on the top (numbered by the order of the strands at the

top as shown Fig. 2(b-g)), owing to the periodicity of the braid, the final relative phase θfij of the pair (i, j) are related

to the initial relative phase of the pair (fi, fj):
θfij = θ0

fifj = arg(E0
fi −E0

fj) = θ0
sort{fi,fj} + (nij − 2⌊nij

2
⌋)π = ⎧⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎩

θ0
fifj if nij ∈ even

θ0
fjfi + π if nij ∈ odd

, (4)

where the function sort{fi, fj} sorts the pair of indices in descending order. This result can be understood as follows.
When the two strands braid an even number of times (nij ∈ even), the final order of the two strands, i.e., the order

of (fi, fj), remains the same as the initial order of (i, j), so j < i ensures fj < fi. Consequently, the final vector δEfij
of the pair (i, j) is coincident with the initial vector δE0

fifj
, as depicted in Figs. 2(b,c,e). In contrast, a braid with an

odd number of times (nij ∈ odd) reverses the sequence of the two strands at the bottom and top ends, so j < i leads

to fj > fi, making the final vector δEfij lie at the antipodal point of the initial vector δE0
fjfi

on the left side of the

imaginary axis (see the lower panels in Figs. 2(d,f,g)).
Substituting Eq. (4) into Eq. (3), we obtain

∆θij = π nij + (θ0
sort{fi,fj} − θ0

ij),
and also the discriminant number

D(Γ) =∑
j<i

1

π
∮

Γ
darg(Ei −Ej) =∑

j<i
∆θij

π
=∑
j<inij +

1

π
∑
j<i (θ0

sort{fi,fj} − θ0
ij). (5)

In the following, we show that the last term has no contribution to the DN. The unordered pair {fi, fj} of the two

strands at the top end of the subbraid b̃ij can be obtained by the braid permutation P̂ : {fi, fj} = P̂{i, j}. And since

the permutation P̂ is an automorphism of the set [N] = {1,⋯,N}, the set of all unordered pairs in [N] is invariant
against permutation:

S = {{i, j}∣i, j ∈ [N] and i ≠ j} = {P̂{i, j}∣i, j ∈ [N] and i ≠ j} = SP .
Therefore,

∑
j<i θ

0
sort{fi,fj} = ∑{i,j}∈S θ

0
sort[P̂{i,j}] = ∑{i,j}∈SP

θ0
sort{i,j} = ∑{i,j}∈S θ

0
sort{i,j} =∑

j<i θ
0
ij ,

which ensures the cancellation of the last term in Eq. (5); accordingly, Eq. (1) is proved.

B. Relation between global Berry phase and discriminant number

We consider a N -band non-Hermitian HamiltonianH(k), and the right and left eigenstates ∣ψR/L
n (k)⟩ corresponding

to the nth eigenenergy En(k) satisfy

H(k) ∣ψRn (k)⟩ = En(k) ∣ψRn (k)⟩ ,
H†(k) ∣ψLn (k)⟩ = E∗

n(k)∣ψLn (k)⟩. (6)

The total biorthogonal Berry phase of all bands along the loop Γ, termed global biorthogonal Berry phase, is given
by [4]

Θ(Γ) = −i N∑
n
∮

Γ
dk ⋅ ⟨ψLn ∣∇k∣ψRn ⟩ = −i∮

Γ
dk ⋅Tr (Ψ−1∇kΨ) , (7)
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where the eigenvectors ∣ψR/L
n (k)⟩ should satisfy the biorthonormal relation ⟨ψLn′(k) ∣ ψRn (k)⟩ = δnn′ and are con-

tinuous through the loop (including at the concatenate points of two bands with different indices), and Ψ =(∣ψR1 (k)⟩ , ∣ψR2 (k)⟩ ,⋯, ∣ψRN(k)⟩) and Ψ−1 = (∣ψL1 (k)⟩ , ∣ψL2 (k)⟩ ,⋯, ∣ψLN(k)⟩)†. In the Hermitian case, the global Berry
phase always trivially equals zero, while in the non-Hermitian case, the global Berry phase Θ can take nontrivial
quantized value stemming from the nontrivial eigenvalue permutation [4]. Therefore, the global Berry phase offers a
Z2 topological invariant for a non-Hermitian Hamiltonian along 1D loops. Here, we can proceed to show that the Z2

global Berry phase can also be determined by the discriminant number.

Theorem 1.2. For a Hamiltonian with separable bands along a loop Γ, the Z2 global biorthogonal Berry phase
Θ(Γ), the parity of the braid permutation P̂(Γ), and the parity of the discriminant number D(Γ) satisfy the
relation:

exp [iΘ(Γ)] = det [P̂(Γ)] = (−1)D(Γ) ∈ {±1}. (8)

The theorem sheds light on the physical meaning of the global Berry phase, i.e., the global Berry phase Θ(Γ)
(trivial or nontrivial) along a loop Γ corresponds to the parity (even or odd) of the number of mode
swapping along Γ and also to the parity of the number of ELs encircled by Γ.

Proof. Following Ref. [4], the global Berry phase factor is derived as

exp [iΘ(Γ)] = exp [∮
Γ
dk ⋅Tr (Ψ−1∇kΨ)] = exp [∮

Γ
d ln (det Ψ)] = exp [ln

det Ψf

det Ψ0
] = det Ψf

det Ψ0
,

where Ψ0 and Ψf are the matrices of the ordered eigenvectors at the starting and end points of the loop Γ. For
generic braiding non-Hermitian bands, the initial and final eigenstates Ψ0 and Ψf are identical up to a permutationP̂(Γ): Ψf = P̂(Γ)Ψ0 due to the periodicity. Thus, the global Berry phase is just determined by the parity of the

permutation: exp [iΘ(Γ)] = det [P̂(Γ)] = ±1.

In addition, the parity of a permutation equals det [P̂(Γ)] = (−1)N(P̂(Γ)), where N(P̂(Γ)) = ∑Ll=1 ∣nl∣ denotes the
total number of eigenvalue swaps in the permutation (without regard to the sign of the swapping), which can be

directly related to the algebraic length of the braid b(Γ) = ∑Ll=1 b
nl
il

:

det [P̂(Γ)] = (−1)N(P̂(Γ)) = (−1)∑Ll=1 ∣nl∣ = (−1)∑Ll=1 nl = (−1)D(Γ),
where we have used the result in Theorem 1.1, i.e., the algebraic length of the braid equals the discriminant number
along the loop. Thereupon, the proof of the relation is accomplished.

Remark. Under a generic continuous gauge transformation to the eigenstates along a loop, Ψ′(k) = U(k)Ψ(k) with
U(k) = diag(α1(k),⋯, αN(k)) and αi(0) = αi(2π) + 2niπ (ni ∈ Z), the global Berry phase is changed accordingly
Θ′(Γ) = Θ(Γ) + 2π∑i ni. Therefore, the global Berry phase should be recognized as a Z2 invariant with an unfixed
2nπ phase freedom if we do not specify the gauge of the eigenstates along the loop. In Refs. [5, 6], the global Berry
phase along a loop ΓEP around a single order-2 EP is proved to be exactly proportional to the DN, Θ(Γ) = πD(ΓEP)
if the eigenstates satisfy a specific continuous gauge inside the whole enclosed area of ΓEP. However, when the loop
encircles multiple EPs with arbitrary orders in a multi-band system, how to construct such a 2D continuous gauge
remains as an open question.
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2. SOURCE-FREE PRINCIPLE OF EXCEPTIONAL LINES

A. Doubling theorem for degenerate points in 2D Brillouin zone

In Ref. [1], it is revealed that the Nielsen-Ninomiya fermion doubling theorem can be generalized to characterize
the EPs in the Brillouin zone (BZ) for 2D non-Hermitian periodic systems:

Theorem 2.1 (Doubling theorem of EPs in 2D BZ [1]). For a 2D periodic non-Hermitian systems, if the
Hamiltonian in the momentum space H(k) only has isolated degeneracies at the points {kd} in the 2D BZ, the
total indices of all degenerate points vanish.

∑
kd∈BZ

D(Γkd) = 0, (9)

where the index of a degenerate point kd is given by the DN along a small counterclockwise loop Γkd solely
encircling kd. If all degeneracies are elementary EPs that are stable under generic perturbations, the elementary
EPs must appear in pairs with opposite DNs: D = ±1.

Indeed, if we map the discriminant ∆f(k) to a real tangential vector field v∆f
(k) = Re[∆f(k)]k̂x + Im[∆f(k)]k̂y

on the 2D BZ (a torus T 2) (see the schematic in Fig. 3), the doubling theorem of EPs can be understood as an
direct application of the Poincaré-Hopf theorem for tangent bundles [7, 8] (also known as hairy ball theorem),
which states that for any continuous tangential vector field v(k) (mathematically, a global section of the tangent
bundle) on a 2D oriented compact manifold S, the sum of the indices of all zero points {kd} of v equals the the Euler
characteristic, χ(S), of the manifold S:

∑
xi∈M indexv(kd) = χ(S), (10)

where the index of a zero point kd, indexv(kd), is given by the winding number of v⃗ around kd (see the white dashed
loops in Fig. 3). Therefore, the vanishing of the total DNs of all degeneracies in a 2D BZ precisely stems from the
zero Euler characteristic of a torus χ(T 2) = 0.

B. Generalized doubling theorem for the EPs on an arbitrary orientable closed surface

If we consider an arbitrary 2D orientable closed surface, rather than the 2D BZ, inside the 3D momentum space,
the Poincare-Hopf theorem for tangential vector fields becomes generally inapplicable to decide the existence of EPs
on the surface, since the discriminant ∆f(k) cannot map to a tangential vector field on the surface with nontrivial
Euler characteristic. For instance, the discriminant on a sphere in 3D BZ can be nowhere-vanishing (the Hamiltonian
is non-degenerate everywhere), contradicting to the Euler characteristic of a sphere χ(S2) = 2.

kx

ky

(a) (b)

0π

arg [ Δf  ]

FIG. 3. Doubling theorem of EPs in 2D BZ. (a) Schematic of elementary order-2 EPs in 2D BZ. (b) Mapping the disciminant

∆f(k) to a tangent vector field v∆f (k) = Re[∆f(k)]k̂x + Im[∆f(k)]k̂y on the torus T 2. The background colormap shows the
phase distribution of ∆f(k). The arrows display the vector field v∆f (k). The red and blue dots at the phase and vector field
singularities represent the EPs with D(Γkd) = ±1, respectively, and the white dashed loops denote Γkd .
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Nevertheless, we will see that the doubling theorem for EPs remains valid on any closed and oriented surfaces
by using the generalized index theorem for complex line bundles. In fact, as long as the Hamiltonian H(k) is
continuous everywhere in the 3D momentum space, the characteristic polynomial of H(k), f(E,k) = det [E −H(k)] =
EN + aN−1(k)EN−1 +⋯ + a1(k)E + a0(k), and the discriminant ∆f(k) ∈ C, which is a polynomial in a0(k)⋯aN1(k)
with integer coefficients, is also continuous in the whole space. Given a 2D closed and oriented surface S in the
momentum space, the discriminant ∆f(k), as a continuous and single-valued complex function, induces a
continuous map from the surface to the product manifold L = S ×C:

∆̃f ∶ S → L = S ×C. (11)

Mathematically, the product manifold L = S ×C can be regarded as a trivial2 complex line bundle:

π ∶ L = S ×C → S, (12)

with the 2D surface S being the base space, L being the bundle space, the complex plane (1D complex vector space)

C being the fiber, and π the bundle projection. And the “discriminant map” ∆̃f (Eq. (11)) indeed forms a global

section of the line bundle L such that π ○ ∆̃f = id ∶ S → S gives the identity map, i.e., π ○ ∆̃f(k) = k, ∀k ∈ S.

Remark. The global continuity and single-value nature of the discriminant ∆(k) are crucial for regarding it as a
global section of a trivial complex line bundle. Indeed, in a nontrivial bundle, it is generically impossible to express
a global section as a continuous single-complex-valued function in the whole base space. Instead, a global section can
only be parameterized to local complex-valued functions (known as gauges in physics) in different patches. In the
glued region of two patches, two different parameterized functions are related by a “gauge transformation”. The most
well-known application of this notion in physics is the nonexistence of a globally continuous gauge for the electron
wave functions surrounding a Dirac magnetic monopole [9].

For complex line bundles, the number of zeros of a global section is also determined by the global topology of the
bundle, which generalizes the Poincaré-Hopf index theorem as follows:

Theorem 2.2 (Poincare-Hopf theorem for complex line bundle [8, 10]). For any global section ∆̃ ∶ S →
L of a complex line bundle π ∶ L → S on a 2D closed and oriented surface S, if the global section only has
isolated zeros at {kd} on S, the index sum of all zero points are identically given by the first Chern number Ch(L)
of the bundle:

∑
kd∈S
D∆̃(Γkd) = Ch(L), (13)

where the index of a zero point kd is just given by phase winding number of the local fiber coordinate (i.e., a local

complex-valued function ∆(k)) of the section ∆̃ along a loop Γkd around kd: D∆̃(Γkd) = ∮Γkd
darg ∆(k), and

the direction of the loop Γkd for integration should comply with the outward normal of the oriented surface.

Since the bundle for the “discriminant section” ∆̃f (11) is always trivial: L ≅ S ×C regardless of the Hamiltonian,
and the Chern number of the trivial line bundle always vanishes Ch(L) ≡ 0, the generalization of the doubling theorem
for EPs on any compact oriented surface S is established:

Theorem 2.3 (Doubling theorem of EPs on 2D compact oriented surface). For a continuous non-
Hermitian Hamiltonian H(k) defined on any 2D compact oriented surface S, if all degeneracies of H(k) (i.e.,
the zeros of the discriminant ∆f(k)) are isolated points at {kd} on S, the total DNs of all degenerate points
vanish.

∑
kd∈BZ

D(Γkd) = Ch(S ×C) = 0. (14)

In particular, allowing for generic perturbations, the degeneracies on the surface S always emerge as elementary
EP pairs with opposite DNs: D = ±1.

When a 2D surface S is embedded in the 3D momentum space, the EPs on S are indeed the loci where ELs pass
across the surface (see the schematic in Fig.1(d) of the main text), and the EPs’ DNs determine the orientations of
the ELs. Then we obtain from Theorem 2.3 that

2 A fiber bundle is trivial just means that the bundle space is the direct product of the base space and the fiber and hence its fibers are
“untwisted”.
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Corollary 2.1 (Source-free principle of ELs). For any 2D orientable closed surface S in the 3D momentum
space, if all ELs intersecting with the S are elementary, the numbers of the directed elementary ELs entering and
exiting the surface are always identical. Therefore, ELs should either form closed loops or join together at chain
points, at each of which the inflow and outflow ELs must be balanced.

3. CORRELATED DIRECTIONS OF SYMMETRY-PARTNER ELS

TABLE I. Reltations between the DNs of two symmetry-partner loops and relations between the positive directions of two
symmetry-partner ELs.

Symmetry type Spectral symmetry DNs Directions of partner ELs Examples

G Ei(k) = Ei(ĝk) D(ĝΓ) = D(Γ) tEL(ĝkEP) = det[ĝ] ĝtEL(kEP) P, M

G-† Ei(k) = Ei(ĝk)∗ D(ĝΓ) = −D(Γ) tEL(ĝkEP) = −det[ĝ] ĝtEL(kEP) M-†

GT Ei(k) = Ei(−ĝk)∗ D(−ĝΓ) = −D(Γ) tEL(−ĝkEP) = −det[ĝ] ĝtEL(kEP) C2T
GT -† Ei(k) = Ei(−ĝk) D(−ĝΓ) = D(Γ) tEL(−ĝkEP) = det[ĝ] ĝtEL(kEP) C2T -†

As we showed in the Methods of the main text, by introducing time reversal (T ) and Hermitian-adjoint (†) op-
erations, the non-Hermitian crystalline symmetries are characterized by double-antisymmetry (DAS) space (point)
groups. In DAS point groups, the symmetries are sorted into four types obeying the following expressions in the
momentum space:

(i) The pure spatial symmetries, deonoted G: ĜH(ĝ−1k)Ĝ−1 =H(k);
(ii) The spatial-adjoint symmetry, denoted G-†: ĜH(ĝ−1k)†Ĝ−1 =H(k);
(iii) The spatiotemporal (magnetic-group) symmetries, denoted GT : ĜT̂H(−ĝ−1k)∗(ĜT̂ )−1 =H(k);
(iv) The spatiotemporal-adjoint symmetries, denoted GT -†: ĜT̂H(−ĝ−1k)⊺(ĜT̂ )−1 =H(k).

Here, ĝ ∈ O(3) denotes the spatial rotation acting on the vectors in the real and momentum spaces, and Ĝ, T̂ denote
the unitary parts associated with the G, T operators, respectively, acting on the Bloch states.

The four types of symmetries connect the eigenenergies of the Bloch states at two symmetry-partner points in the
momentum space, hence giving rise to the different types of spectral symmetries of the energy bands as listed in the

second column in Table I. The spectral symmetries also correlate the discriminants ∆f(k) =∏j<i [Ei(k) −Ej(k)]2 of
the characteristic polynomial f(E,k) = det [H(k) −E] at the two partner points:

G ∶ ∆f(ĝk) = ∆f(k), (15)

G-† ∶ ∆f(ĝk) = ∆f(k)∗, (16)

GT ∶ ∆f(−ĝk) = ∆f(k)∗, (17)

GT -† ∶ ∆f(−ĝk) = ∆f(k). (18)

Hence, the point-group symmetries also connect the DNs along two symmetry-partner loops, provided that all states
on the loops are non-degenerate. Say, a G-† symmetry connects the DNs along two G-†-partner loops Γ and Γ′ = ĝΓ:

D(ĝΓ) = ∮
ĝΓ
dk ⋅ ∇k arg [∆f(k)] = ∮

Γ
dk ⋅ ∇k arg [∆f(ĝk)]

= ∮
Γ
dk ⋅ ∇k arg [∆f(k)∗] = −∮

Γ
dk ⋅ ∇k arg [∆f(k)] = −D(Γ). (19)

The relations between the DNs along two symmetry-partner loops arising from the other three types of symmetries
can be similarly deduced, as shown in the third column in Table I.
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Owing to the spectral symmetry induced by a DAS point-group symmetry G̃ ∈ {G,G-†,GT ,GT -†}, the ELs

should also be G̃-symmetrically distributed in the momentum space. Next, we explain how the positive directions
of two G̃-partner ELs endowed by the DNs around them are correlated with each other by the G̃ symmetry. Given
a directed loop, Γ, encircling a single EL and a tangent vector of the EL tΓ(kEP) (kEP is a point on the EL)
whose orientation is determined by the right-hand rule of the loop, the positive direction of the EL at kEP is de-
fined by tEL(kEP) = D(Γ)tΓ(kEP). Correspondingly, the positive direction of the G̃-partner EL at k′EP = g̃kEP is

tEL(k′EP) = D(Γ′)tΓ′(k′EP), where Γ′ = g̃Γ is the G̃-partner loop of Γ and tΓ′(k′EP) is the corresponding tangent vector
. Importantly, the tangent vector tΓ(kEP) associated with a loop by the right-hand rule is a pseudovector
under rotations:

tΓ′(k′EP) = det[g̃] g̃ tΓ(kEP), (20)

which means a sign change det[g̃] = −1 appears if the tangent vector undergoes an improper rotation g̃. Here, g̃ = ĝ
or −ĝ depending on the type of the symmetry G̃. Using Eq. (20) and the relations between the DNs, we obtain
the relations between the position tangent vectors of two symmetry-partner ELs with the results listed in the fourth
column of Table I.

4. MIRROR-ADJOINT SYMMETRY

We first consider a mirror operation m̂ ∶ z → −z, which flips the sign of the z coordinate in real space. It is known
that a M -symmetric momentum-space Hamiltonian H(k) fulfills

M̂H (m̂k) M̂−1 =H (k) , (21)

where M̂ = M̂ † = M̂−1 is a Hermitian unitary operator denoting the mirror reflection on the internal degrees of freedom.
All the eigenstates ψ(k) of a M -symmetric Hermitian Hamiltonian are also eigenstates of the mirror operator M̂

M̂ψ(k) = pψ(m̂k) = ±ψ(m̂k), (22)

where p = ±1 denotes the mirror parity. On the M -invariant plane ΠM that is defined as

ΠM = {km ∈ BZ ∣ m̂km = km} ⊂ BZ, (23)

two bands with opposite mirror parity can cross and form band-structure nodal lines, which separates the plane ΠM

into two regions based on the sign of the mirror parity of the lower band [11].

For any symmetry or antisymmetry of a Hermitian Hamiltonian H, such as ÂHÂ−1 = ±H, it can be ramified to
two distinct symmetries in non-Hermitian systems, ÂHÂ−1 = ±H and ÂH†Â−1 = ±H due to H† ≠ H. For example,
non-Hermiticity enables a Hermitian-adjoint counterpart of the Altland-Zirnbauer(AZ) symmetry classes, forming the
AZ† symmetry classes [12]. This principle is also applicable to spatial symmetries. In this section, we introduce the
Hermitian-adjoint counterpart of the mirror symmetry, dubbed mirror-adjoint symmetry (M-†):

M̂H† (m̂k) M̂−1 =H (k) , (24)

which is distinct from the mirror symmetry given by Eq. (21) provided that the Hamiltonian is non-Hermitian. Equa-
tion (24) implies that the Hamiltonian is pseudo-Hermitian on the mirror-invariant plane ΠM , where the eigenvalues
on ΠM are either purely real and complex-conjugate paired, and hence the mirror plane ΠM can be partitioned into
exact and broken phases.

A. Mirror-adjoint parity of states in exact phase

We consider a non-Hermitian Hamiltonian H(k) with a pair of right and left eigenstates ∣ψR/L
n (k)⟩ corresponding

to the eigenenergy En(k) satisfying Eq. (6). In this section, unless otherwise stated, we will not postulate that the
eigenstates satisfy specific normalization conditions so as to be compatible with the self-biorthogonal relation at EPs.
Thus, the left and right eigenvectors are biorthogonal ⟨ψLn′(k) ∣ ψRn (k)⟩ = 0 for n′ ≠ n, but they do not need to obey

the binormalization condition ⟨ψLn (k) ∣ ψRn (k)⟩ = 1 in general.
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For a M-†-symmetric Hamiltonian satisfying Eq. (24), we have

H†(m̂k)M̂ ∣ψRn (k)⟩ = M̂H(k) ∣ψRn (k)⟩ = En(k)M̂ ∣ψRn (k)⟩ , (25)

meaning that M̂ ∣ψRn (k)⟩ = ρn(k)∣ψLn′(m̂k)⟩ is proportional to a left eigenstate ∣ψLn′(m̂k)⟩ of H(m̂k) with eigenvalue
E∗
n′(m̂k) = En(k) at the mirror point m̂k of k. Note that

∣ρn(k)∣2 = ⟨∣ψRn (k)∣M̂ †M̂ ∣ψRn (k)⟩⟨ψLn′(m̂k))∣ψLn′(m̂k)⟩ = ⟨∣ψRn (k)∣ψRn (k)⟩⟨ψLn′(m̂k))∣ψLn′(m̂k)⟩ ≠ 0 or ∞, (26)

as long as the norms of ∣ψRn (k)⟩ and ∣ψLn′(m̂k)⟩ are both nonzero and finite. Therefore, the M-† symmetry ensures
that the band structure is complex-conjugate symmetric about the mirror plane ΠM .

If the state ∣ψRn (km)⟩ is situated in the exact phase of the mirror plane ΠM , we have En′(km) = En′(m̂km)∗ =
En(km). Provided that ∣ψRn (km)⟩ is non-degenerate, i.e., n′ = n, the mirror operation becomes a map between the
right and left eigenvectors of the same state:

M̂ ∣ψRn (km)⟩ = ρn(km)∣ψLn (km)⟩ ⇔ M̂ ∣ψLn (km)⟩ = 1

ρn(km) ∣ψRn (km)⟩. (27)

Therefore, we know that in the exact phase, the expectations of the mirror operator in a pair of right and left
eigenvectors take the same nonzero real value:

⟨M̂⟩n = ⟨ψRn (km)∣M̂ ∣ψRn (km)⟩⟨ψRn (km)∣ψRn (km)⟩ = ⟨ψLn (km)∣M̂ ∣ψLn (km)⟩⟨ψLn (km)∣ψLn (km)⟩ = ρn(km) ⟨ψRn (km)∣ψLn (km)⟩⟨ψRn (km)∣ψRn (km)⟩ ∈ R≠0, (28)

considering the facts that ρn(km) ≠ 0, ⟨ψRn (km)∣ψLn (km)⟩ ≠ 0, and ⟨ψRn (km)∣ψRn (km)⟩ ≠∞ in the exact phase on ΠM .
Since the expectation value of a state is invariant against gauge transformation ∣ψ⟩→ c∣ψ⟩ for any c ∈ C, we have

Definition 4.1 (M-†-parity). The M-†-parity of an eigenstate in the exact phase on the mirror plane
is defined as the sign of the mirror expectation value:

p̃n(km) = sign [⟨M̂⟩n] ∈ {±1}.
= sign [⟨ψRn (km)∣M̂ ∣ψRn (km)⟩]
= sign [⟨ψLn (km)∣M̂ ∣ψLn (km)⟩]
= sign [ρn(km)⟨ψRn (km)∣ψLn (km)⟩] ,

(29)

which generalizes the notion of mirror-parity for the eigenstates of a mirror-symmetric Hamiltonian on mirror
planes.

If the left and right eigenvectors observe the binormalization condition, i.e, ⟨ψRn (km)∣ψLn (km)⟩ = 1, we have ρn(km) ∈
R≠0 and p̃n(km) = sign[ρn(k)]. As p̃n(km) = ±1 is quantized, the M-†-parity offers a constant index labeling
the bands in a continuous region of the exact phase on the mirror plane.

For any state ∣ψRn (km)⟩ located in the broken phase on ΠM , its mirror-partner left eigenvector ∣ψLn′(km)⟩ =
1

ρn(km)M̂ ∣ψRn (km)⟩ is on a different branch of band (i.e., n′ ≠ n) with the complex-conjugate eigenvalue En′(km) =
En(km)∗ ≠ En(km). Thus, the mirror expectation value of the states in the broken phase vanishes:

⟨Mz⟩n = ⟨ψRn (km)∣M̂ ∣ψRn (km)⟩⟨ψRn (km)∣ψRn (km)⟩ = ρn(km)⟨ψRn (km)∣ψLn′(km)⟩⟨ψRn (km)∣ψRn (km)⟩ = 0. (30)

The null mirror expectation value also holds for the states at EPs due to the self-biorthogonality of EP ⟨ψRn (km)∣ψLn′(km)⟩ =
0. Thus, the M-†-parity of a state is well-defined if and only if the state is in the exact phase on the mirror plane.

Consider a M-†-symmetric non-Hermitian Hamiltonian H(k, ε) = H0(k) + ε∆H(k) perturbed from a mirror-

symmetric Hermitian Hamiltonian H0(k) = M̂H0(m̂k)M̂ , where ε > 0 gives a dimensionless parameter measuring
the strength of the non-Hermitian perturbation. As ε decreases to 0, an exact eigenstate ∣ψR(km, ε)⟩ of H(km, ε) on
ΠM reduces to an eigenvector ∣ψR0 (km, ε)⟩ of the Hermitian Hamiltonian H0(km). Correspondingly, the M-†-parity,
p̃(km, ε) of ∣ψR(km, ε)⟩ is inherited from the mirror-parity, p(km) = p̃(km,0), of ∣ψR0 (km)⟩ in the unperturbed Her-
mitian case. Provided not encountering phase transition, p̃(km, ε) remains a quantized constant during the evolution
of ε, therefore the M-†-parity of a band in the exact phase on the mirror plane should be equal to the
mirror-parity of the original band in the unperturbed Hermitian case.
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B. Relation between M-†-parity and degeneracies on the mirror plane

Before analyzing the interaction between M-† symmetry and EPs, we first review some useful properties of the
eigenstates and generalized eigenstates of an EP. At an EP of order 2 (EP2) with eigenvalue E0, the right and left

eigenstates ∣χR/L
0 ⟩ and the right and left generalized eigenstates ∣χR/L

1 ⟩ satisfy

(HEP −E0)∣χR0 ⟩ = 0,

(HEP −E0)∣χR1 ⟩ = ∣χR0 ⟩,
(H†

EP −E∗
0 )∣χL0 ⟩ = 0,

(H†
EP −E∗

0 )∣χL1 ⟩ = ∣χL0 ⟩. (31)

where HEP is short for H(kEP).
Property 4.1. The eigenvectors and generalized eigenvectors at an EP2 obey the relations

⟨χL0 ∣χR0 ⟩ = 0, (32)

⟨χL1 ∣χR0 ⟩ = ⟨χL0 ∣χR1 ⟩ ≠ 0, (33)

⟨ψLE′ ∣χRi ⟩ = ⟨ψRE′ ∣χLi ⟩ = 0, (i = 0,1) (34)

where ∣ψR/L
E′ ⟩ denotes another pair of right and left eigenvectors at kEP with a different eigenvalue E′ ≠ E0.

Proof.

⟨χL0 ∣χR0 ⟩ = ⟨χL0 ∣(HEP −E0)∣χR1 ⟩ = 0 ⇒ Eq. (32)

⟨χL1 ∣χR0 ⟩ = ⟨χL1 ∣(HEP −E0)∣χR1 ⟩ = ⟨χL0 ∣χR1 ⟩ ⇒ the equality in Eq. (33)

0 = ⟨ψLE′ ∣(HEP −HEP)∣χR0 ⟩ = (E′ −E0)⟨ψLE′ ∣χR0 ⟩ ⇒ ⟨ψLE′ ∣χR0 ⟩ = 0

0 = ⟨ψLE′ ∣(HEP −HEP)∣χR1 ⟩ = (E′ −E0)⟨ψLE′ ∣χR1 ⟩ − ⟨ψLE′ ∣χR0 ⟩ ⇒ ⟨ψLE′ ∣χR1 ⟩ = 0

⎫⎪⎪⎬⎪⎪⎭ ⇒ Eq. (34)

Similarly, we can prove ⟨ψRE′ ∣χLi ⟩ = 0 (i = 0,1). This result indicates that ∣χL0 ⟩, ∣χL1 ⟩ span the 2D orthogonal comple-

ment V ⊥N−2 of the (N − 2)-D subspace VN−2 = span[∣ψRE1
⟩,⋯, ∣ψREN−2⟩] (Ei ≠ E0) for a N -level Hamiltonian. On the

other hand, since the eigenvectors and generalized eigenvectors of HEP are linearly independent, we have ∣χR0 ⟩ /∈ VN−2,
implying that the projection of ∣χR0 ⟩ to V ⊥N−2 is nonzero:

∣⟨χL0 ∣χR0 ⟩∣´¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¸¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¶=0

+∣⟨χL1 ∣χR0 ⟩∣ ≠ 0 ⇒ inequality in Eq. (33)

In general, there are four free complex coefficients, a0, a1, b0, b1, to uniquely fix the left and right eigenvectors and
generalized eigenvectors at an EP2:

∣χ′R0 ⟩→ a0∣χR0 ⟩
∣χ′R1 ⟩→ a0∣χR1 ⟩ + a1∣χR0 ⟩

∣χ′L0 ⟩→ b0∣χL0 ⟩
∣χ′L1 ⟩→ b0∣χL1 ⟩ + b1∣χL0 ⟩ (35)

It is safe to introduce two orthonormal conditions consistent with Property 4.1 to reduce two undetermined degrees
of freedom in the eigenvectors

⟨χL1 ∣χR1 ⟩ = 0, ⟨χL1 ∣χR0 ⟩ = ⟨χL0 ∣χR1 ⟩ = 1. (36)

Now, we consider the M-† symmetry-protected EP2s on the mirror plane. In a M-†-symmetric system, the EP2s
on the mirror plane can be classified into two classes: (1) real EP2s lying on the transition line of exact and broken
phase of two complex-conjugate paired bands; (2) complex EP2s formed by two bands both in the broken phases
(which do not form complex-conjugate pair). Here, we only consider the first class, for which the eigenvalue of the
EP2 must be real E0 = E∗

0 ∈ R.



12

Property 4.2. The eigenvectors and generalized eigenvectors of a M-† symmetry protected real EP2 on the
mirror plane observe the relations:

M̂ ∣χR0 ⟩ = ρ0∣χL0 ⟩, M̂ ∣χL0 ⟩ = 1

ρ0
∣χR0 ⟩, (37)

M̂ ∣χR1 ⟩ = ρ0(∣χL1 ⟩ + c∣χL0 ⟩), M̂ ∣χL1 ⟩ = 1

ρ0

(∣χR1 ⟩ − c∣χR0 ⟩). (38)

Moreover, the normalization condition Eq. (36) guarantees that

(1) ρ0 ≠ 0 and c are real numbers;

(2) sign[ρ0] is invariant against the gauge transformation (35) of the ∣χR/L
i ⟩ (i = 1,2).

Proof. The proof of the first line for the eigenvectors at the real EP2 is the same as Eq. (27) for the eigenstates in the
exact phase. And similar to Eq. (26), we know that ρ0 ≠ 0. For the generalized eigenvectors, we have

(H†
EP −E0)M̂ ∣χR1 ⟩ = M̂(HEP −E0)∣χR1 ⟩ = M̂ ∣χR0 ⟩ = ρ0∣χL0 ⟩,

which indicates that M̂ ∣χR1 ⟩ is a left generalized eigenvector given by M̂ ∣χR1 ⟩ = ρ0(∣χL1 ⟩ + c∣χL0 ⟩) with an undetermined

coefficient c. Acting M̂ on the two sides, we obtain the second equality in Eq. (38):

M̂ ∣χL1 ⟩ = 1

ρ0
∣χR1 ⟩ − cM ∣χL0 ⟩ = 1

ρ0
∣χR1 ⟩ − c

ρ0
∣χR0 ⟩.

The normalization condition Eq. (36) leads to

1 = ⟨χL0 ∣χR1 ⟩ = ⟨χL0 ∣M̂M̂ ∣χR1 ⟩ = ρ0

ρ∗0 ⟨χR0 ∣χL1 ⟩´¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¸¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¶=1

+cρ0

ρ∗0 ⟨χR0 ∣χL0 ⟩´¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¸¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¶=0

⇒ ρ0 = ρ∗0 ∈ R,

0 = ⟨χL1 ∣χR1 ⟩ = ⟨χL1 ∣M̂M̂ ∣χR1 ⟩ = ( 1

ρ∗0 ⟨χR1 ∣ − c∗
ρ0

∗ ⟨χR0 ∣)(ρ0∣χL1 ⟩ + cρ0∣χL0 ⟩) = cρ0

ρ∗0 ⟨χR1 ∣χL0 ⟩ − c∗ρ0

ρ0
∗ ⟨χR0 ∣χL1 ⟩

⇒ cρ0

ρ∗0 = c∗ρ0

ρ∗0 ⇒ c = c∗ ∈ R.
Since ρ0 = ⟨χR1 ∣ M̂ ∣χR0 ⟩ under the condition Eq. (36), the gauge transformation (35) yields

ρ′0 = ⟨χ′R1 ∣ M̂ ∣χ′R0 ⟩ = (⟨χR1 ∣a∗0 + ⟨χR0 ∣a∗1)M̂(a0 ∣χR0 ⟩) = (⟨χR1 ∣a∗0 + ⟨χR0 ∣a∗1)(a0ρ0 ∣χL0 ⟩) = ∣a0∣2ρ0.

Therefore, sign[ρ′0] = sign[ρ0] confirms that the sign of ρ0 is gauge independent under the constraint of Eq. (36).

Starting at a real EP2 on the transition boundary between exact and broken phases on the mirror plane, the pertur-
bation of the two branches of eigenvalues and eigenstates bifurcating from the EP2 can be explicitly expressed as the
Puiseux series (Theorem 2.3 in Ref. [13] and also see Refs.[5, 14]):

E±(kEP + δk) = E0 ±√
µ(δk̂) δk1/2 +O(δk), (39)

∣ψR± (kEP + δk)⟩ = ∣χR0 ⟩ ±√
µ(δk̂) δk1/2∣χR1 ⟩ +O(δk), (40)

∣ψL± (kEP + δk)⟩ = ∣χL0 ⟩ ±√
µ(δk̂)∗ δk1/2∣χL1 ⟩ +O(δk), (41)

with

µ(δk̂) = ⟨χL0 ∣∇kH(kEP)∣χR0 ⟩ ⋅ δk̂ =∑
i

⟨χL0 ∣∂kiH(kEP)∣χR0 ⟩δki/δk, (42)

where δk̂ denotes the unit vector in the direction of δk. µ(δk̂) ≠ 0 is usually satisfied providing that δk is not along
the tangent direction of the EP line. Note that in the derivation of the eigenvectors’ expansions, the normalization
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FIG. 4. (a) Schematic of the perturbation near a M-†-protected real EP on the mirror plane. (b) Schematic of the M-†-
protected band structure along a line on the mirror plane, where two upper bands with opposite M-†-parities in the exact phase
are degenerate at an EP, while lower two bands with the same M-†-parity can be only degenerate at a non-defective point.
Note that this non-defective degeneracy is generally accidental in the absence of other symmetry protection.

conditions ⟨χL1 ∣ψR± (kEP + δk)⟩ ≡ 1 and ⟨χR1 ∣ψL± (kEP + δk)⟩ ≡ 1, which are consistent with Eq. (36) at the EPs, have
been imposed.

As shown in Fig. 4 (a), if δk = δkm is in the mirror plane, we have

⟨χL0 ∣∇kH(kEP)∣χR0 ⟩ = ⟨χL0 ∣M̂∇kH(kEP)†M̂ ∣χR0 ⟩ = ⟨χR0 ∣∇kH(kEP)†∣χL0 ⟩ = ⟨χL0 ∣∇kH(kEP)∣χR0 ⟩∗ ∈ R. (43)

Hence, µ(δk̂m) ∈ R indicates that the eigenvalues E±(kEP + δkm) near the EP2 should either be real if µ(δk̂m) > 0 or

form complex conjugate pairs if µ(δk̂m) < 0.
Furthermore, we arrive at the following theorem and corollary:

Theorem 4.1 (M-†-symmetry protected ELs). A M-†-symmetry protected order-2 exceptional line on the
mirror plane ΠM can only be formed by two bands with opposite M-†-parities in the nearby exact phase on
ΠM .

The contrapositive of the theorem leads to

Corollary 4.1. In a M-†-symmetric system, if two bands have the same M-†-parity in the exact phase on the
mirror plane, their degeneracies adjacent to the exact phase must be non-defective.

Proof. In terms of the expansion in Eqs. (40,41), we can directly compute the M-†-parities of the two branches of
eigenstates in the exact phase in the vicinity of the EP:

⟨ψR± (kEP + δkm)∣M̂ ∣ψR± (kEP + δkm)⟩
=(⟨χR0 ∣ ±√

µ(δk̂m)δk1/2
m ⟨χR1 ∣)M̂(∣χR0 ⟩ ±√

µ(δk̂m) δk1/2
m ∣χR1 ⟩) +O(δkm)

=(⟨χR0 ∣ ±√
µ(δk̂m)δk1/2

m ⟨χR1 ∣)[(ρ0 ± cρ0

√
µ(δk̂m)δk1/2

m ) ∣χL0 ⟩ ± ρ0

√
µ(δk̂m) δk1/2

m ∣χL1 ⟩] +O(δkm)
= ± ρ0

√
µ(δk̂m) δk1/2

m (⟨χR0 ∣χL1 ⟩ + ⟨χR1 ∣χL0 ⟩) +O(δkm)
= ± 2ρ0

√
µ(δk̂m) δk1/2

m +O(δkm),
where ρ0 ∈ R≠0 and µ(δk̂m) > 0 in the exact phase have been used. Therefore, the two branches of the eigenstates

coalescing at the EP2 always have opposite M-†-parities, p̃± = sign[⟨ψR± (kEP + δkm)∣M̂ ∣ψR± (kEP + δkm)⟩] = ±sign[ρ0].
And according to Property 4.2, we know that sign[ρ0] and hence the mirror parities of the two bands are irrespective

to the gauge of the eigenvectors and generalized eigenvectors ∣χR/L
i ⟩ (i = 1,2).

As shown in Fig. 4 (b), Theorem 4.1 reveals that an orthogonal EC protected by two perpendicular M-†
symmetries can only be formed by two bands with opposite M-†-parties on both mirror planes. And
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for a planar EC protected by two perpendicular M-† symmetries (see Fig. 2(c) in the main text), since the two bands
forming the chain have opposite M-†-parities on the horizontal plane (Π1) while they have an identical M-†-parity on
the vertical plane (Π2), Corollary 4.1 ensures that the non-defective chain point cannot expand to an EP
ring in Π2.

5. PROOF OF QUANTIZED BERRY PHASES PROTECTED BY NON-HERMITIAN
SPATIOTEMPERAL SYMMETRIES

In this section, we will prove the quantization of different kinds of Berry phases protected by four types of two-fold
DAS point-group symmetries, G, G-†, GT and GT -†, which are summarized in Table II of the main text. Note that
to guarantee the Berry phases are well-defined, namely, the results are identical in the sense of modulo 2π for any
continuous gauge of the eigenvectors along Γ, we require that the continuous band concerned is self-closed, namely
the eigenstate returns to the initial one after travelling on the concerned band along the loop one turn.

A. Quantized Berry phases protected by G symmetry

We consider a Hamiltonian H(k) with a twofold point-group symmetry G, i.e., H(k) = ĜH(ĝk)Ĝ†, and a G-
symmetric loop

Γ = {k(φ) ∣ ĝk(φ) = k(−φ) and k(π) = k(−π),−π < φ ≤ π}, (44)

which intersects with the G-invariant subspace ΠG = {kg ∣ ĝkg = kg} at φ = 0 and π. Obviously, transforming the
loop with a G operation, the shape of the loop remains unchanged, while the direction of transformed loop ĝΓ ={k′(φ) = ĝk(φ) ∣k(φ) ∈ Γ, −π < φ ≤ π} is reversed: ĝΓ = Γ−1, where the superscript −1 denotes the direction reversal.

In the G-invariant subspace ΠG, any non-degenerate eigenstate ∣ψR/L(kg)⟩ of the Hamiltonian is also an eigenstate

of Ĝ, whose eigenvalues are denoted as the G-parity of the states,

Ĝ ∣ψR/L(kg)⟩ = pG(kg) ∣ψR/L(kg)⟩ . (45)

where pG = ±1 because of Ĝ2 = I, and the left and right eigenvectors possess the same G-parity since pLG(kg) =⟨ψL(kg)∣ Ĝ ∣ψR(kg)⟩ / ⟨ψL(kg)∣ψR(kg)⟩ = pRG(kg). For an eigenvector ∣ψR/L(k)⟩ of the G-symmetric Hamiltonian,

Ĝ ∣ψR/L(k)⟩ = ρR/L(k) ∣ψR/L(ĝk)⟩ . (46)

is proportional to the eigenvector ∣ψR/L(ĝk)⟩ at the G-partner point ĝk of k, where the coefficients ρR/L(k) ≠ 0 satisfy

ρR/L(k) = 1/ρR/L(ĝk). (47)

Inside ΠG, Eqs. (45,46) lead to

ρR(kg) = ρL(kg) = pG(kg) ∈ {±1}. (48)

Importantly, we know that (see the example of a mirror-symmetric loop encircling a mirror-protected EC in Fig. 5.)

Property 5.1. Along a G-symmetric loop satisfying Γ = ĝΓ−1, provided that all bands En(φ) are non-degenerate
everywhere along Γ, the G symmetry ensures that

(1) the eigenenergies En(φ) along the loop Γ are symmetric about the two G-invariant points k(0) and k(π),
(2) every continuous band of En(φ) with eigenvectors ∣ψR/L

n (φ)⟩ is self-closed for −π < φ ≤ π.

The second property immediately implies that any pair of states ∣ψR/L(k)⟩ and ∣ψR/L(ĝk)⟩ ∝ Ĝ ∣ψR/L(k)⟩ at
two G-partner points on Γ are on the same self-closed band. The self-closeness of non-degenerate bands
guarantees the single-band Berry phase along a G-symmetric loop is well-defined. Indeed, we can prove that
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FIG. 5. (a) Schematic of a mirror-symmetric (green) loop Γ = m̂Γ−1 that intersects with the mirror plane ΠM at two M -
invariant points φ = 0,±π and encircles a mirror symmetry protected EC. (b) Schematic of the non-degenerate band structure
along the mirror-symmetric loop Γ, where the bands 1,2,3 are ordered by their real parts according to their real parts at φ = −π.
The presence of mirror (M) symmetry ensures that the complex bands are mirror-symmetric about the planes at φ = 0, π. This
spectral symmetry guarantees every non-degenerate band along Γ to be self-closed. The color of the tubes represents the norm
of the phase of ρ(φ), which are also mirror-symmetric according to Eq. (47). The red and blue thin lines in (b) denote the two
bands with constant M -parities along the in-plane path γ in (a)

Theorem 5.1 (G-protected quantized Berry phase). For a non-degenerate band along a G-symmetric loop
Γ satisfying ĝΓ = Γ−1, the twofold point-group symmetry G of the Hamiltonian guarantees that all the four types
of Berry phases of the band are consistently quantized modulo 2π:

θLL(Γ) = θRR(Γ) = θLR(Γ) = θRL(Γ) = (0 or π) mod 2π. (49)

The quantized value is determined by the G-parities, pG(0), pG(π), of the two eigenstates at the two G-invariant
points k(0) and k(π) on Γ:

exp[iθLL(Γ)] = exp[iθRR(Γ)] = exp[iθLR(Γ)] = exp[iθRL(Γ)] = pG(0)pG(π) ∈ {±1}. (50)

Proof. The eigenvectors for calculating a specific type of Berry connection Aαβ(k) = −i ⟨ψαn(k)∣∇k ∣ψβn(k)⟩, (α,β ∈{L,R}), should be normalized by the condition ⟨ψαn(k)∣ψβn(k)⟩ = 1, yielding that

1 = ⟨ψαn(k)∣ψβn(k)⟩ = ⟨ψαn(k)∣ ĜĜ ∣ψβn(k)⟩ = ραn(k)∗ρβn(k) ⇒ ραn(k) = 1

ρβn(k)∗ . (51)

Equations (47,48,51) give the three constraints on ρ
α/β
n (k) along the G-symmetric self-closed band. The the G-

symmetry also connects the Berry connections at two G-partner points on Γ:

Aαβ(ĝk) = − i⟨ψαn(ĝk)∣∇ĝk∣ψβn(ĝk)⟩
= − i⟨ψαn(k)∣Ĝ 1

ραn(k)∗∇ĝk
1

ρβn(k) Ĝ∣ψβn(k)⟩
= − i⟨ψαn(k)∣ 1

ραn(k)∗ (
∂k

∂(ĝk)´¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¸¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¶=ĝ−1=ĝ

⋅∇k)ραn(k)∗∣ψβn(k)⟩

= ĝ[ − i⟨ψαn(k)∣∇k∣ψβn(k)⟩ − i∇k lnραn(k)∗]
= ĝ[Aαβ(k) − i∇k lnραn(k)∗].

And the Berry phases along Γ can be calculated as
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θαβ(Γ) = ∮
Γ
Aαβ(k) ⋅ dk =∮

Γ
[ĝAαβ(ĝk) + i∇k ln(ραn(k)∗)] ⋅ dk

=∮
Γ
Aαβ(ĝk) ⋅ d(ĝk) + i∮

Γ
d ln(ραn(k)∗)

=∮
ĝΓ=Γ−1 A

αβ(k) ⋅ dk + i∮
Γ
d( ln ∣ραn(k)∣´¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¸¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¶

single valued

−iarg(ραn(k)))
= − θαβ(Γ) + ∮

Γ
darg(ραn(k)),

where ∮Γ d ln ∣ραn(k)∣ = 0 in the penultimate step is due to the self-closeness of the non-degenerate band along Γ (see
Property 5.1). Therefore, we obtain

θαβ(Γ) = 1

2
∮

Γ
darg(ραn(k)) = 1

2
∫ π

−π darg(ραn(φ)) = ∫ π

0
darg(ραn(φ)) = [arg(ραn(π)) − arg(ραn(0))] mod 2π,

where the third equality is because arg(ραn(φ)) = −arg(ραn(−φ) mod 2π is an odd function of φ according to Eq. (47).
Meanwhile, Eq. (48) shows that ραn(0) ≡ pG(0) and ραn(π) ≡ pG(π) always hold for any α,β ∈ {R,L}. As a result,
the four types of Berry phases are consistently equal to the same quantized value determined by the G-parities,
pG(0), pG(π) ∈ {±1}, of the two states at the two G-invariant points k(0),k(π):

θLL(Γ) = θRR(Γ) = θLR(Γ) = θRL(Γ) = [arg(pG(π)) − arg(pG(0))] mod 2π = (0 or π) mod 2π,

which can be equivalently expressed as Eq. (50).

1. Example of mirror-symmetry protected Berry phases

As a direct application of Theorem 5.1, a mirror symmetry (M) can protect the quantization of the Berry phases
of a band along a M -symmetric loop traversing the mirror plane ΠM , Γ = m̂Γ−1, as depicted in Fig. 5(a):

exp [iθLL(Γ)] = exp [iθRR(Γ)] = exp [iθLR(Γ)] = exp [iθRL(Γ)] = p1(0)p1(π), (52)

where p1(0), p1(π) denotes the mirror parities of the first band (in Fig. 5(b)) at the intersections of the loop and
ΠM (green spheres in Fig. 5(b)). If the loop encloses a M -symmetric EC (magenta tubes in Fig. 5(a)), the two
bands (gradient color tubes in Fig. 5(b)) forming the EC must have opposite M -parities on the plane ΠM , i.e.,
p1(φ)p2(φ) < 0 for φ = 0, π (see Section “Mirror-symmetric exceptional chains” of the main text). Along an in-plane
path γ, the parities of the bands are well-defined constants, as shown by the red (p(φ) = −1, φ ∈ [0, π]) and blue
(p(φ) = 1, φ ∈ [0, π]) thin lines in Fig. 5(b). Furthermore, we consider the closed loop c = γ ○ Γsemi−low combined by
γ and the lower-half of the green loop Γsemi−low, which encircles the EL directed to bottom right. Thus, starting at
E1,2(−π), the two bands along c = γ ○ Γsemi−low braid once and undergoes the evolutions E1(−π) → E1(0) → E2(π)
and E2(−π) → E2(0) → E1(π), respectively. And since the evolution along γ do not change the M -parities of the
bands, we acquire that

p1(0) = p2(π), p2(0) = p1(π) ⇒ p1(0)p1(π) = p2(0)p1(π) = p1(0)p2(0) = −1, (53)

therefore bringing about nontrivial Berry phases exp [iθαβ(Γ)] = −1 of the two bands.

B. Quantized Berry phase protected by G-† symmetry

In this section, we consider a Hamiltonian respecting a twofold G-†-symmetry: ĜH(ĝk)†Ĝ = H(k). Indeed, most
properties of a mirror-† symmetry derived in Section 4 can be directly generalized to any twofold G-†-symmetric
system, which are listed as follows: A Hamiltonian with a twofold G-†-symmetry has properties:

(1) Ĝ maps a right/left eigenvector ∣ψR/L(k)⟩ of H(k) at k to a left/right eigenvector ∣ψL/G(ĝk)⟩ of H(ĝk) at ĝk:

Ĝ ∣ψR/L(k)⟩ = ρR/L(k) ∣ψL/G(ĝk)⟩ , (54)

whose eigenvalues form complex conjugate pair. Note that two G-partner states may not be on the same band.
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(2) In the G-invariant subspace ΠG, H(kg) is pseudo-Hermitian, and hence the eigenstates are either in the exact
phases with real eigenvalues or in the broken with wherein the eigenvalues form complex conjugate pairs. In
the exact phase in ΠG, the right and left eigenvectors ∣ψR/L(kg)⟩ of the same state satisfies

Ĝ ∣ψR/L(kg)⟩ = ρR/L(kg) ∣ψL/G(kg)⟩ , (55)

with ρR(kg) = 1/ρL(kg) ≠ 0 or ∞.

(3) In the exact phase in ΠG, the G-†-parity of an eigenstate can be defined as

p̃G(kg) = sign[⟨ψR(kg)∣ Ĝ ∣ψR(kg)⟩] = sign[⟨ψL(kg)∣ Ĝ ∣ψL(kg)⟩] ∈ {±1}, (56)

which forms a quantized invariant of a band in a continuous region of exact phase.

In addition, G-† symmetry may also ensure the self-closeness of a band along a loop (see examples in Fig. 6):

Property 5.2. For a continuous band of eigenstates ∣ψR/L
n (φ)⟩ (−π ≤ φ ≤ π) along a G-symmetric loop Γ = ĝΓ−1

given by Eq. (44), provided that

(1) the band remains non-degenerate along the loop Γ ,

(2) the eigenstates at the two G-invariant points k(0),k(π) ∈ ΠG on Γ both lie in the exact phase, namely,

En(0),En(±π) ∈ R and Ĝ∣ψRn (φg)⟩ = ρ(φg)∣ψLn (φg)⟩ (φg ∈ {0,±π}),

the G-† symmetry can guarantee the band is self-closed, i.e., En(−π) = En(π) and ∣ψR/L
n (−π)⟩ = ∣ψR/L

n (π)⟩.
Thanks to the self-closeness of the band along Γ, Eq. (54) is applicable to any pair of eigenstates on the band at

two G-partner points k(φ) and ĝk(φ) = k(−φ): Ĝ ∣ψR/L
n (φ)⟩ = ρR/L

n (φ) ∣ψL/R
n (−φ)⟩, which leads to

ρRn (k) = 1/ρLn(ĝk) ⇒ ρRn (φ) = 1/ρLn(−φ). (57)

We have the following theorem for the quantized Berry phase protected by G-† symmetry:

Theorem 5.2 (G-†-protected quantized Berry phase). Provided that a band of eigenstates observe the above
two conditions in Property 5.2 along a G-symmetric loop Γ = ĝΓ−1, the G-† symmetry guarantees the quantization
for the Berry phases of the self-closed band:

Re[θLR(Γ)] = Re[θRL(Γ)] = 1

2
[θLL(Γ) + θRR(Γ)] = (0 or π) mod 2π, (58)

where the eigenvectors used to calculate 1
2
(θLL(Γ)+θRR(Γ)) should satisfy the gauge constraint ⟨ψLn (k)∣ψRn (k)⟩ ∈

R>0. The quantized Berry phases are determined by the G-†-parities of the two eigenstates at the intersection
points k(0) and k(π) of ΓG with the plane ΠG:

exp [iRe(θRL(Γ))] = exp [iRe(θLR(Γ))] = exp [i1
2
(θLL(Γ) + θRR(Γ))] = p̃G(0)p̃G(π) = ±1. (59)

Proof. In computing any type of Berry connection Aαβ(k) = −i ⟨ψαn(k)∣∇k ∣ψβn(k)⟩, (α,β ∈ {L,R}), the eigenstates
should be normalized by

1 = ⟨ψαn(k)∣ψβn(k)⟩ = ⟨ψαn(k)∣ ĜĜ ∣ψβn(k)⟩ = ραn(k)∗ρβn(k) ⟨ψᾱn(ĝk)∣ψβ̄n(ĝk)⟩ ,
which combining with Eq. (57) gives

ρᾱn(k)∗ρβ̄n(k) = ⟨ψᾱn(k)∣ψβ̄n(k)⟩ ∈ R>0. (60)

Here, ᾱ, β̄ represent the opposite indices to α,β respectively, say if α = R, ᾱ = L, and vice versa. Equa-
tions. (57) and (60) also imply the equality in the sense of modulo 2π:

− arg(ρᾱn(−φ)) = arg(ραn(φ)) = arg(ρβn(φ)) = −arg(ρβ̄n(−φ)). (61)
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Then, we consider the effect of G-† symmetry on the Berry connections:

Aαβ(ĝk) = − i ⟨ψαn(ĝk)∣∇ĝk ∣ψβn(ĝk)⟩
= − i ⟨ψᾱn(k)∣ Ĝ 1

ρᾱn(k)∗∇ĝk
1

ρβ̄n(k) Ĝ ∣ψβ̄n(k)⟩
=ĝ

⎡⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎣
−i ⟨ψᾱn(k)∣ 1

ρᾱn(k)∗ρβ̄n(k)∇k ∣ψβ̄n(k)⟩ + i⟨ψ
ᾱ
n(k)∣ψβ̄n(k)⟩
ρᾱn(k)∗ρβ̄n(k) ∇k lnρβ̄n(k)

⎤⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎦
=ĝ[−i ⟨ψ̃ᾱn(k)∣∇k ∣ψ̃β̄n(k)⟩ − 1

2
i∇k ln (⟨ψᾱn(k)∣ψβ̄n(k)⟩) + i∇k lnρβ̄n(k)]

=ĝ[Aᾱβ̄(k) − 1

2
i∇k ln (⟨ψᾱn(k)∣ψβ̄n(k)⟩) + i∇k lnρβ̄n(k)],

where ∣ψ̃ᾱ/β̄n (k)⟩ = ∣ψᾱ/β̄n (k)⟩ /√⟨ψᾱn(k)∣ψβ̄n(k)⟩ denotes the eigenvectors that naturally satisfy ⟨ψ̃ᾱn(k)∣ψ̃β̄n(k)⟩ = 1,

hence Aᾱβ̄(k) = −i ⟨ψ̃ᾱn(k)∣∇k ∣ψ̃β̄n(k)⟩. It is worth noting that since ⟨ψᾱn(k)∣ψβ̄n(k)⟩ for any α,β always takes real

positve values along the loop Γ according to Eq.(60), a continuous gauge of the original eigenvectors ∣ψαβn (k)⟩ along Γ

guarantees that the renormalized eigenvectors ∣ψ̃ᾱ/β̄n (k)⟩ also form a continuous gauge along Γ. Hence, the two types

of Berry phases θαβ(Γ) and θᾱβ̄(Γ) are both well-defined and obey the relation:

θᾱβ̄(Γ) = ∮
Γ
Aᾱβ̄(k) ⋅ dk =∮

Γ
[ĝAαβ(ĝk) + 1

2
i∇k ln (⟨ψᾱn(k)∣ψβ̄n(k)⟩) − i∇k ln(ρβ̄n(k))] ⋅ dk

=∮
Γ
Aαβ(ĝk) ⋅ d(ĝk) + ∮

Γ
darg(ρβ̄n(k)) + i∮

Γ
d
⎛⎝ 1

2
ln (⟨ψᾱn(k)∣ψβ̄n(k)⟩) − ln ∣ρβ̄n(k)∣´¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¸¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¶

single valued

⎞⎠
= − θαβ(Γ) + ∮

Γ
darg(ρβ̄n(k)).

(62)

Therefore, from Eq. (61), we obtain

1

2
[θαβ(Γ) + θᾱβ̄(Γ)] = 1

2
∮

Γ
darg(ρβ̄n(k)) = 1

2
∫ π

−π darg(ρβ̄n(φ)) = 1

2
[∫ π

0
darg(ρβ̄n(φ)) + ∫ π

0
darg(ρβn(φ))]. (63)

In order to acquire quantized Berry phases, we introduce a gauge constraint on the eigenvectors ∣ψβn(k)⟩ and

∣ψβ̄(k)⟩ along the loop:

⟨ψβn(k)∣ψβ̄n(k)⟩ = ⟨ψβn(k)∣ ĜĜ ∣ψβ̄n(k)⟩ = ρβn(k)∗ρβ̄n(k) ⟨ψβ̄n(k)∣ψβn(k)⟩ ∈ R>0. (64)

This constraint is automatically satisfied by the binormalized eigenvectors used to compute the biorthogonal Berry

phases θαβ(Γ) = θLR(Γ) and θᾱβ̄(Γ) = θRL(Γ). In calculating θαβ(Γ) = θLL(Γ) and θᾱβ̄(Γ) = θRR(Γ), ∣ψLn (k)⟩
and ∣ψRn (k)⟩ are normalized separately, and their phases are two gauge degrees of freedom. But the constraint (64)

locks the relative phase between ∣ψLn (k)⟩ and ∣ψRn (k)⟩, hence leaving only one gauge degree of freedom. Moreover,

⟨ψβn(k)∣ψβ̄n(k)⟩ = ⟨ψLn (k)∣ψRn (k)⟩ ≠ 0 always holds, then plugging Eq. (54) into Eq. (64) leads to

ρβn(k)∗ρβ̄n(k) = ⟨ψβn(k)∣ψβ̄n(k)⟩
⟨ψβ̄n(k)∣ψβn(k)⟩ = 1 ⇒ arg(ρβn(k)) = arg(ρβ̄n(k)) mod 2π. (65)

Combining Eqs. (57) and (65), we obtain

arg(ρβn(φ)) = arg(ρβ̄n(φ)) = −arg(ρβn(−φ)), (66)

indicating ρβn(φ) is an odd function about the G-invariant point φg = 0,±π.
In the G-invariant subspace ΠG, the constraint (64) also guarantees

ρβn(kg) = ⟨ψβn(kg)∣ Ĝ ∣ψβn(kg)⟩⟨ψβn(kg)∣ψβ̄n(kg)⟩ ∈ R≠0 ⇒ sign(ρβn(kg)) = sign[⟨ψβn(kg)∣ Ĝ ∣ψβn(kg)⟩] = p̃G(kg) (67)
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FIG. 6. (a,c) Schematics of a mirror-symmetric (green) loop Γ = m̂Γ−1 that intersects with the mirror plane ΠM at two
M -invariant points φ = 0,±π and encircles (a) two in-plane ELs in ΠM or (c) two M-†-partner ELs at the two sides of πM . (b,d)
Schematics of the non-degenerate band structure along the loop Γ in (a,c), respectively, where the bands 1,2,3 are ordered by
their real parts at φ = −π. The presence of M-† symmetry ensures that the complex bands are C2-symmetric about the lines at(φ = 0, Im[E] = 0) and (φ = π, Im[E] = 0). The colors on bands 1,2 represent the norm of the phase of ρ(φ), which determines
the M-†-parities p̃(φm) = ρ(φm) = ±1 at φm = 0, π. The red and blue thin lines in (b,d) denote the bands E± along the in-plane
path γ in (a,c), whose colors in exact phases denote their M-†-parities.

Substitution of Eqs. (65) and (67) into Eq. (63) yields

1

2
[θαβ(Γ) + θᾱβ̄(Γ)] = 1

2
∫ π

−π darg(ρβn(φ)) = [arg(ρβn(π)) − arg(ρβn(0))] mod 2π = arg(p̃G(0)p̃G(π)) mod 2π. (68)

which shows that G-† symmetry can protect the quantization of Berry phases for any α,β in the above form and the
quantized value is uniquely dictated by the G-†-parities of the two states at the two G-invariant points k(0),k(π) on
Γ.

1. Examples of M-† protected Berry phases

As shown in Fig. 6, we consider the application of Theorem 5.2 to a mirror-symmetric loop Γ = m̂Γ−1 in a M-†-
symmetric system. The loop crosses the mirror plane ΠM at φ = 0 and π. For a non-degenerate band along Γ,
provided that two states at φ = 0, π on the band are in the exact phases, the Berry phases of the band is quantized as

exp [iRe[θLR(Γ)]] = exp [iRe[θRL(Γ)]] = exp [iθLL(Γ)] = exp [iθRR(Γ)] = p̃(0)p̃(π), (69)

where p̃(0) and p̃(π) denote the M-†-parities of the two states at the M -invairant points.
Supposing all ELs enclosed by the loop Γ are formed by two bands which are well separated from other bands

by real line gaps, Figs. 6(a,b) and Figs. 6(c,d) illustrate two different scenarios supporting nontrivial M-†-protected
Berry phases. In both scenarios, the eigenenergies of the two bands are fixed on the real axis at φ = 0, π where the
order of the two real eigenvalues are definite, hence the energy braiding of the two bands along each semi-loop (i.e,
φ ∈ [−π,0] and φ ∈ [0, π]) is unambiguous. This fact together with the spectral symmetry Ei(φ) = Ei(−φ)∗ ensures
that the energy braidings along the upper and lower semi-loops are always identical, so the DN along
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Γ, twice as big as the semi-loop DN D(Γsemi) ∈ Z, should be an even number

D(Γ) = 2D(Γsemi) ∈ 2Z, (70)

indicating the loop Γ must enclose an even number of ELs. If we connect the two terminals of Γsemi by a path
γ = {km(ϕ) ∈ ΠM ∣km(0) = Γ(0) and km(π) = Γ(π), ϕ ∈ [0, π]} inside the mirror plane (see Fig. 6(a,c)) and order the
eigenenergies E±(ϕ) along the path γ be their real parts, Re[E+(ϕ)] > Re[E−(ϕ)] (see the red and blue thin lines in
Figs. 6(b,d)), we should have the following permutation relation:

(∣ψ1(π)⟩∣ψ2(π)⟩) = (∣ψ+(π)⟩∣ψ−(π)⟩) ⇒ (∣ψ1(0)⟩∣ψ2(0)⟩) = (0 1
1 0

)D(Γsemi)

´¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¸¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¶
P̂(Γsemi)

(∣ψ+(0)⟩∣ψ−(0)⟩) . (71)

For the first scenario in Figs. 6(a,b), the loop Γ encloses two M-†-protected ELs lying inside ΠM , which implies
that the two considered bands possess opposite M-†-parities at the two terminals, i.e., p̃1(0)p̃2(0) = p̃1(π)p̃1(π) = −1
according to Theorem 4.1 (see bands 1 and 2 in Fig. 6(b)). In particular, since the two ELs pass through the
loop from opposite directions, the two energy bands do not braid along Γ (D(Γ) = 0) and hence the orders of the
two eigenenergies are identical at two terminals, i.e. the two terminals of band 1 ∣ψ1(0)⟩ , ∣ψ1(π)⟩ (band 2∣ψ2(0)⟩ , ∣ψ2(π)⟩) are on the in-plane band E+ (E−). When band 1,2 take nontrivial Berry phases, the two terminals
of each band ∣ψ1,2(0)⟩ = ∣ψ+,−(0)⟩ and ∣ψ1,2(π)⟩ = ∣ψ+,−(π)⟩ should have opposite M-†-parities,

p̃1,2(0)p̃1,2(π) = p̃+,−(0)p̃+,−(π) = −1.

However, since the M-†-parity along a continuous in-plane band should be a constant unless encountering degeneracies,
the opposite terminal M-†-parities indicates the in-plane bands E± have to be degenerate at some points along the
path γ (i.e., the points encountering the ELs), in other words, the quantized Berry phases along Γ forbid the
annihilation of the two in-plane ELs in spite of their opposite directions.

For the second scenario in Figs. 6(c,d), the loop encloses two M-†-partner ELs symmetrically located at the two
sides of ΠM . From Table I, we know that the two M-†-partner ELs must thread the loop from the same direction,
so the DN is quantized to D(Γ) = 2 and the two bands braid once along each semi-loop, as shown in Fig. 6(d).
Seemingly, the Berry phase along Γ would always be trivial in this case as the two terminals φ = 0, π are in a
continuous exact phase inside the plane ΠM : p̃±(0) = p̃±(π). However, thanks to the mode braiding D(Γsemi) = 1,
the two states ∣ψ1(0)⟩ , ∣ψ1(π)⟩ on band 1 along Γ fall on two different in-plane bands E± along γ in light of Eq. (71).
As a consequence, provided the two in-plane bands have opposite M-†-parities p̃+p̃− = −1 (e.g., the red and blue thin
lines in Fig. 6(d)), we have

p̃1(0)p̃1(π) = p̃2(0)p̃2(π) = p̃+p̃− = −1, (72)

giving rise to the nontrivial Berry phases of the bands 1,2 along Γ. This scenario manifests that the single-
band Berry phases can also be quantized even if the band undergoes nontrivial energy braiding, which
therefore goes beyond the previous result requiring a real line gap and has no Hermitian counterpart.

C. Quantized Berry phases protected by GT symmetry

Let H(k) now be a Hamiltonian with a twofold antiunitary symmetry GT combined by the point group operation
G and time-reversal T , i.e., H(k) = τ̂H(−ĝk)∗τ̂ †, where τ = τ⊺ = (τ−1)∗ is a symmetric unitary operator acting on the
internal degrees of freedom. And we consider a GT -symmetric loop

Γ = GT (Γ) = {k(φ) ∣ ĝk = −k and k(π) = k(−π),−π ≤ φ ≤ π} =∈ ΠGT (73)

lying in the GT -invariant subspace ΠGT = {k ∣ ĝk = −k}. In the subspace ΠGT , the GT symmetry ensures the
eigenstates are either in the exact or broken phases where the eigenvalues are purely real or form complex conjugate
pairs. And in the exact phase in ΠGT , the GT operation maps a non-degenerate eigenvector to itself:

H(k)τ̂ ∣ψR(k)⟩∗ = τ̂H(k)∗ ∣ψR(k)⟩∗ = E∗τ̂ ∣ψR(k)⟩∗ = Eτ̂ ∣ψR(k)⟩∗
⇒ GT ∣ψR/L(k)⟩ = τ̂ ∣ψR/L(k)⟩∗ = ρR/L(k) ∣ψR/L(k)⟩ , (74)

where ρR/L(k) = exp [iϕR/L(k)] is a pure phase due to (GT )2 = 1.
Importantly, we know that
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Property 5.3. GT symmetry can ensure a band of continuous eigenstates along a GT -symmetric loop Γ is
self-closed, provided that

(1) the band concerned is in the exact phase,

(2) the band concerned is isolated from other bands by real line gaps.

Then we have the following theorem of GT symmetry protected quantized Berry phases along such loops:

Theorem 5.3 (GT -protected quantized Berry phase). Along a GT -symmetric loop Γ ∈ ΠGT , provided that
a band of exact eigenstates satisfies the Property 5.3, GT symmetry ensures that the real parts of all four types
of Berry phases of the band are consistently quantized modulo 2π:

θLL(Γ) = θRR(Γ) = Re[θLR(Γ)] = Re[θRL(Γ)] = (0 or π) mod 2π. (75)

Proof. For a specific type of Berry connection Aαβ (α,β ∈ {R,L}) of eigenstates in the exact phase in ΠGT , the
normalization condition requires that

1 = ⟨ψαn(k)∣ψβn(k)⟩ = ⟨ψαn(k)∗∣ τ̂∗τ̂ ∣ψβn(k)∗⟩ = ραn(k)∗ρβn(k) ⇒ ραn(k) = 1

ρβn(k)∗ = ρβn(k).
And the Berry connections satisfy

Aαβ(k) = − i ⟨ψαn(k)∣∇k ∣ψβn(k)⟩= − i ⟨ψαn(k)∣ τ̂ τ̂∗∇k ∣ψβn(k)⟩= − i ⟨ψαn(k)∗∣ραn(k)∇kρ
β
n(k)∗ ∣ψβn(k)∗⟩

= − i(⟨ψαn(k)∣∇k ∣ψβn(k)⟩)∗ − i∇k lnρβn(k)∗= −Aαβ(k)∗ − i∇k lnρβn(k)∗.
Therefore, the real parts of all types of Berry phases along Γ are quantized:

Re[θαβ(Γ)] = 1

2
[θαβ(Γ) + θαβ(Γ)∗] = 1

2
∮

Γ
[Aαβ(k) +Aαβ(k)∗] ⋅ dk = − 1

2
∮

Γ
d arg(ρβn(k))) = 0 or π mod 2π.

Under a gauge transformation ∣ψβn(φ)⟩ → ∣ψ′βn (φ)⟩ = eiϑ(φ) ∣ψβn(φ)⟩ with ∮Γ dϑ(π) = 2mπ (m ∈ Z), we have τ̂ =∣ψ′βn (φ)⟩∗ = e2iϑ(φ) ∣ψ′βn (φ)⟩ and hence arg [ρ′n(φ)] = arg [ρn(φ)]+2ϑ(φ). As a result, we see that any kind of the Berry
phases are gauge invariant in the sense of modulo 2π:

Re[θ′αβ(Γ)] = Re[θαβ(Γ)] + ∮
Γ
dϑ(φ) = Re[θαβ(Γ)] + 2mπ.

Therefore, as long as the four types of Berry phases take the same quantized value in any special gauge, they will

be always identical modulo 2π in all gauges. This is indeed the case if we select a gauge of ∣ψL/R
n (k)⟩ satisfying

⟨ψLn (k)∣ψRn (k)⟩ = 1 to compute θLR,θRL and in the mean time take ∣ψ′L/R
n (k)⟩ = ∣ψL/R

n (k)⟩ /∣ψL/R
n (k)∣ to calculate

θLL and θRR, respectively. On account that θLL, θRR always take real values, we thus complete the proof.

In Fig. 7(a), we illustrate an example of C2T -protected quantized Berry phases along a loop Γ = −ĉ2Γ in the exact
phase of the C2T -invariant plane ΠC2T . The loop Γ encircles an in-plane EP ring (blue) which is chained with the
other two out-of-plane ELs (magenta). Figure 7(b) shows the schematic of the band structure along Γ, where the two
colored lines denote the two bands 1,2 forming the EC in Fig. 7(a). Since the two bands are in the exact phase, their

eigenenergies are fixed in the real plane (Im[E] = 0), the colors on the bands represent the phase arg[ρβ1,2] associated
with the two bands, each of which changes a cycle as φ travels from −π to π, corresponding to π-quantized Berry
phases of each band.
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D. Quantized Berry phases protected by GT -† symmetry

We consider a H(k) respecting with a GT -† symmetry , i.e., H(k)† = τ̂H(−ĝk)∗τ̂ † with τ = τ⊺ = (τ−1)∗ and a
GT -symmetric loop Γ (Eq. (73)) lying in the GT -invariant subspace ΠGT (i.e., ĝk = −k). In the subspace ΠGT , the
GT operation maps a non-degenerate eigenvector to itself:

H(k)†τ̂ ∣ψR(k)⟩∗ = τ̂H(k)∗ ∣ψR(k)⟩∗ = E∗τ̂ ∣ψR(k)⟩∗
⇒ GT ∣ψR/L(k)⟩ = τ̂ ∣ψR/L(k)⟩∗ = ρR/L(k) ∣ψL/R(k)⟩ , (76)

where ρL(k) = 1/ρR(k)∗ as a result of (GT )2 = 1.
Then we have the following theorem of GT -† symmetry protected quantized Berry phases:

Theorem 5.4 (GT -protected quantized Berry phase). For a self-closed band along a GT -symmetric loop
Γ ∈ ΠGT , GT -† symmetry can protect the quantization of Berry phases in the following forms

θLR(Γ) = θRL(Γ) = 1

2
[θLL(Γ) + θRR(Γ)] = (0 or π) mod 2π, (77)

where the eigenvectors used to calculate 1
2
[θLL(Γ) + θRR(Γ)] should obey the gauge constraint ⟨ψLn (k)∣ψRn (k)⟩ ∈

R>0.

Proof. For a specific type of Berry connection Aαβ (α,β ∈ {R,L}) of eigenstates in the exact phase in ΠGT , the
normalization condition requires that

1 = ⟨ψαn(k)∣ψβn(k)⟩ = ⟨ψαn(k)∗∣ τ̂∗τ̂ ∣ψβn(k)∗⟩ = ραn(k)∗ρβn(k) ⟨ψᾱn(k)∣ψβ̄n(k)⟩ = ⟨ψᾱn(k)∣ψβ̄n(k)⟩
ρᾱn(k)ρβ̄n(k)∗⇒ ρᾱn(k)ρβ̄n(k)∗ = ⟨ψᾱn(k)∣ψβ̄n(k)⟩ ∈ R>0. (78)

And the Berry connections satisfy

Aαβ(k) = − i ⟨ψαn(k)∣∇k ∣ψβn(k)⟩= − i ⟨ψαn(k)∣ τ̂ τ̂∗∇k ∣ψβn(k)⟩
= − i ⟨ψᾱn(k)∗∣ραn(k)∇kρ

β
n(k)∗ ∣ψβ̄n(k)∗⟩

= − i ⟨ψᾱn(k)∗∣ραn(k)∗ρβn(k)∇k ∣ψβ̄n(k)∗⟩ − [ραn(k)∗ρβn(k) ⟨ψᾱn(k)∗∣ψβ̄n(k)∗⟩]i∇k lnρβn(k)∗
= − i ⟨ψ̃ᾱn(k)∗∣∇k ∣ψ̃β̄n(k)∗⟩ − i

2
∇k ln (⟨ψβ̄n(k)∣ψᾱn(k)⟩) − i∇k lnρβn(k)∗

= −Aᾱβ̄(k)∗ − i∇k[1

2
ln (⟨ψβ̄n(k)∣ψᾱn(k)⟩) + lnρβn(k)∗],

φ

ΠC2T

0

Im(E) = 0

Im(E)

Re(E)

π−π 0
φ

(a) (b)

0π

arg(ρ)
1

2

3
Γ

FIG. 7. (a) Schematic of a C2T -symmetric (green) loop Γ = −ĉ2Γ lying in the exact phase of C2T -invariant plane ΠC2T
encircling an exceptional ring (blue tube). (b) Schematic of the non-degenerate multi-band structure along the loop Γ in (a),
where the bands 1,2,3 are purely real. The colors on bands 1 and 2 represent arg[ρ1,2] of the bands.
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where ∣ψ̃ᾱ/β̄n (k)⟩ = ∣ψᾱ/β̄n (k)⟩ /√⟨ψᾱn(k)∣ψβ̄n(k)⟩ denote the eigenvectors used for calculating Aᾱβ̄(k). Therefore, the

Berry phases along Γ satisfy

1

2
[θαβ(Γ) + θᾱβ̄(Γ)∗] = 1

2
∮

Γ
[Aαβ(k) +Aᾱβ̄(k)∗] ⋅ dk = − 1

2
∮

Γ
d arg(ρβn(k))) = 0 or π mod 2π.

When α,β = R,L or L,R, the above result indicates θRL = θLR ∈ R are quantized. When α = β = R or L, to

guarantee 1
2
(θLL + θRR∗) = 1

2
(θLL + θRR) being gauge invariant up to modulo 2π, we should demand the left and

right eigenvectors used to compute θLL and θRR, respectively, satisfy the gauge constraint ⟨ψLn (k)∣ψRn (k)⟩ ∈ R>0

(see the analysis below Eq. (64)). Moreover, as long as we select a gauge of ∣ψL/R
n (k)⟩ satisfying ⟨ψLn (k)∣ψRn (k)⟩ = 1

to compute θLR,θRL and in the mean time take ∣ψ′L/R
n (k)⟩ = ∣ψL/R

n (k)⟩ /∣ψL/R
n (k)∣ to calculate 1

2
(θLL + θRR), the

obtained three types of Berry phases take the same value in this gauge, and hence they must be identical up to modulo
2π in all gauges satisfying Eq. (64).

6. DETERMINISC REALIZATION OF ECS ARISING FROM HERMITIAN NODAL LINES

In this section, we analyze the typical local EC configurations evolving from a z-mirror-symmetry (Mz) protected
Hermitian nodal line from a non-Hermitian perturbation perspective. To deterministically obtain ECs, we suppose
there exists a second symmetry R2 ∈ {Mx,C2xT }, apart from Mz, in the Hermitian nodal line system. Hence, there

are two symmetry-invariant planes Πz = {k1 ∣k1 = m̂zk1} and Πx = {k2 ∣k2 = R̂2k2}. The nodal line lies in Πz and
intersects with Πx at K (see the nodal structure in the second lines of Tables II and III, respectively).

Now we investigate the situations of R2 =Mx and R2 = C2xT , separately. For the case of R2 =Mx, the little group
at the intersection K of the nodal line and Πx is isomorphic to the Hermitian magnetic point group G1 =mzmx2y1†.
And the corepresentation of the nodal point at K is given by A1⊕B2 in Mulliken notation, which allows us express the
unitary part of Mz and Mx operators as M̂z = σz and M̂x = σ0. Hence,the two-band k ⋅p Hamiltonian H0(q) near the
nodal point k = K + q can be obtained (see Table II). Then we introduce purely non-Hermitian (i.e., anti-Hermitian)
perturbations to the k ⋅ p Hamiltonian precise to the second order of q:

H(q) =H0(q) + iHah(q) =H0(q) + i∑
µ

⎡⎢⎢⎢⎣aµ0 +∑i aµi qi +∑i,j aµijqiqj
⎤⎥⎥⎥⎦σµ, (79)

where the anti-Hermitian part iHah should obey the symmetries of a non-Hermitian double-antisymmetry point
group as a subgroup of G1 = mzmx2y1†. Based on the three mechanisms of EC formation we proposed in the
main text, we list in Table II all the possible evolution paths that can deterministically guarantee the generation
of ECs under thresholdless perturbations in each step of the path. And the local EC configurations protected by
the corresponding non-Hermitian subgroups are exhibited in the last column of the table. It shows that planar EC
and mirror-symmetric EC can be realized by thresholdless perturbations obeying m†

zm
†
x2y and mzm

†
x2†
y subgroups,

respectively, both of which have non-defective chain point fixing along the high-symmetry line of qx = qz = 0. If we
further impose m†

z and mz types of perturbations to the planar and mirror-symmetric ECs, respectively, the chains
persist while the plannar EC becomes a earring EC and the chain point of the mirror-symmetric EC moves always
from the high-symmetry line.

It should be aware that stable ECs may also be generated by other types of non-Hermitian perturbations not listed
in Table II, e.g. the non-Hermitian perturbations respecting the subgroup mzmx2y as shown in Fig. 8. However, in
these cases, the formation of ECs are not deterministic but relies on the detailed parameters of the perturbations.

Similarly, for R2 = C2xT , the Hermitian nodal point at K has a little group isomorphic to G2 = 2′xm′
ymz1

† with the

corepresentation A′⊕A′′. Writing the generators of G2 as M̂z = σz and Ĉ2xT̂ = σz, we can obtain the k ⋅p Hamiltonians
near K and all possible pathways of thresholdless non-Hermitian perturbations that can deterministically induce the
generation of ECs, as listed in Table III.

Indeed, we can also generalize these local deterministic schemes for achieving ECs from a local nodal point on a
Hermitian nodal lines to global 2-band models as shown by the schemtic in Fig. 4 of the main text. In Table IV, the
detailed Hamiltonians utilized to produce the EC configurations are listed.
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TABLE II. Deterministic schemes for realizing ECs by thresholdless non-Hermitian perturbations from a Hermitian nodal point
(the black point shown by the nodal structure in the second line) protected by mzmx2y1† point group at the intersection K of
a nodal line and a high-symmetry line (the crossing line of the red and blue planes). The first part (the first two lines) shows
the properties of Hermitian nodal point. The second part displays different non-Hermitian perturbations near the nodal point
classified by non-Hermitian little-group symmetries (the first column) of the perturbations, wherein the second column shows
the non-Hermitian evolution path of the little group in each case that can guarantee the formation of ECs. The third column
gives the perturbative k ⋅ p Hamiltonians near the nodal point k =K + q, where all coefficients are real numbers.

Hermitian
point group

non-Hermitian
subgroups 1 Corep Generators k ⋅ p Hamiltonian nodal structure

mzmx2y1†

m†
zm

†
x2y, m†

zmx2†
y, mzm

†
x2†

y,

mzmx2y, m†
z, m†

x, mz, mx,

2†
y, 2y

A1 ⊕B2

M̂z = σz

M̂x = σ0

H0 = (hx
3qz + hx

23qyqz)σx+ (hy
3qz + hy

23qyqz)σy+ (hz
2qy + hx

11q
2
x + hy

11q
2
y+ hz

11q
2
z)σz

subgroup evolution path k ⋅ p Hamiltonian EC structure

m†
zm

†
x2y mzmx2y1† →m†

zm
†
x2y

H1 =H0 + iHah
1

Hah
1 =(ax1qx + ax12qxqy)σx + (ay1qx + ay12qxqy)σy+ az13qxqzσz

mzm
†
x2†

y mzmx2y1† →mzm
†
x2†

y

H2 =H0 + iHah
2

Hah
2 =ax13qxqzσx + ay13qxqzσy + (az1qx + az12qxqy)σz

m†
z mzmx2y1† →m†

zm
†
x2y →m†

z

H3 =H1 + iHah
3

Hah
3 =(ax0 + ax2qy + ax11q

2
x + ax22q

2
y + ax33q

2
z)σx+ (ay0 + ay2qy + ay11q

2
x + ay22q

2
y + ay33q

2
z)σy+ (az3qz + az23qyqz)σz

mz mzmx2y1† →mzm
†
x2†

y →mz

H4 =H2 + iHah
4

Hah
4 =(ax3qz + ax23qyqz)σx + (ay3qz + ay23qyqz)σy+ (az0 + az2qy + az11q

2
x + az22q

2
y + az33q

2
z)σz

1 The underlines “ ” and “ ” denote the non-Hermitian subgroups that can deterministically guarantee the generation of
ECs in one-step and two-step perturbations, respectively.

(a) (b)

FIG. 8. Possible configurations of ELs induced by the thresholdless non-Hermitian perturbations obeying mzmx2y from the
Hermitian nodal line. (a) EC with two Mx-symmetric chain points, (b) two nonconnected ELs.
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TABLE III. Deterministic schemes for realizing ECs by thresholdless non-Hermitian perturbations from a Hermitian nodal
point (the black point shown by the nodal structure in the first line) on a nodal line protected by 2′x/mz1† point group at the
intersection K of a nodal line and a high-symmetry line (the crossing line of the red and blue planes).

Hermitian
point group

non-Hermitian
subgroups 1 Corep Generators k ⋅ p Hamiltonian nodal structure

2′xm′
ymz1†

2′xm′†
ym

†
z, 2′xm′

ymz, 2′†xm′
ym

†
z,

2′†xm′†
ymz, m†

z, mz, 2′x, 2′†x ,

m′
y, m′†

y

A′ ⊕A′′ M̂z = σz

Ĉ2xT̂ = σz

H0 = hx
13qxqzσx+ (hy
3qz + hy

23qyqz)σy+ (hz
2qy + hx

11q
2
x + hy

11q
2
y+ hz

11q
2
z)σz

subgroup evolution path k ⋅ p Hamiltonian EC structure

2′xm′†
ym

†
z 2′xm′

ymz1† → 2′xm′†
ym

†
z

H1 =H0 + iHah
1

Hah
1 =(ax0 + ax2qy + ax11q

2
x + ax22q

2
y + ax33q

2
z)σx+ (ay1qx + ay12qxqy)σy + az13qxqzσz

2′xm′
ymz 2′xm′

ymz1† → 2′xm′
ymz

H2 =H0 + iHah
2

Hah
2 =(ax3qz + ax23qyqz)σx + ay13qxqzσy+ (az1qx + az12qxqy)σz

m†
z 2′xm′

ymz1† → 2′xm′†
ym

†
z →m†

z

H3 =H1 + iHah
3

Hah
3 =(ax1qx + ax12qxqy)σx+ (ay0 + ay2qy + ay11q

2
x + ay22q

2
y + ay33q

2
z)σy+ (az3qz + az23qyqz)σz

mz 2′xm′
ymz1† → 2′xm′

ymz →mz

H4 =H2 + iHah
4

Hah
4 =ax13qxqzσx + (ay3qz + ay23qyqz)σy+ (az0 + az2qy + az11q

2
x + az22q

2
y + az33q

2
z)σz

2′x

2′xm′
ymz1† → 2′xm′†

y /m†
z → 2′x

H5 =H1 + iHah
5

Hah
5 =(ax3qz + ax23qyqz)σx + ay13qxqzσy + (az1qx + az12qxqy)σz

2′xm′
ymz1† → 2′xm′

ymz → 2′x
H′

5 =H2 + iHah′
5

Hah′
5 =(ax0 + ax2qy + ax11q

2
x + ax22q

2
y + ax33q

2
z)σx+ (ay1qx + ay12qxqy)σy + az13qxqzσz

1 The underlines “ ” and “ ” denote the non-Hermitian subgroups that can deterministically guarantee the generation of ECs
in one-step and two-step perturbations, respectively.
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TABLE IV. List of the two-band Hamiltonians with certain symmetries used in Fig. 4 of the main text for generating the
EC configurations perturbed from a Hermitian nodal ring. In all cases, the local symmetry operators are identically given by
M̂z = σz, M̂x = σ0, and Ĉ2xT̂ = σz.

Symmetries 2-band Hamiltonian nodal structure

(Mz,C2xT ,1†) H0 = (vx sinkx σx + vyσy) sinkz + vz(coskx + cosky + coskz)σz

with vx = vy = vz = 1

(Mz,Mx,1
†) H′

0 = (vxσx + vyσy) sinkz + vz(coskx + cosky + coskz)σz

with vx = vy = vz = 1

(Mz-†,Mx-† )
H1 =H′

0 + i(uxσx + uyσy) sinkx

with ux = uy = −0.4

(Mz-†,C2xT )
H2 =H0 + i(uxσx + uy sinkxσy)

with ux = uy = −0.4

(Mz,C2xT ) H3 =H0 + i[(uxσx + uy sinkxσy) sinkz + uz sinkxσz]
with ux = uy = uz = 0.4

(Mz,Mx-†) H′
3 =H′

0 + i[(uxσx + uyσy) sinkx sinkz + uz sinkxσz]
with ux = uy = uz = 0.4

(Mz-†)
H4 =H′

0 + i[ux sinkxσx + uy(sinkx + coskx)σy + uz sinkzσz]
with ux = uy = −0.4 and uz = 1.1

(C2xT )
H5 =H0 + v′yσy + i(ux sinkyσx + uy sinkxσy)

with v′y = 0.02 and ux = −0.4, uy = −0.2

(Mz)
H6 =H′

0 + i[(uxσx + uyσy) sinkx sinkz + (uz sinkz + u′z coskx)σz]
with ux = uz = 0.5, uy = 0.4 and u′z = −0.7
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7. EXCEPTIONAL LINKS EVOLVED FROM ECS

L+ L- L0chain point

perturbations

FIG. 9. Three possible evolutions of a chain point intersected by two directed ELs induced by perturbations. The first two
evolutions, L+ and L−, denote the two types of EL braidings. The third type of eovlution, L0, denotes EL repelling.

The strategies for realizing exceptional links (EP links) in previous works rely on the elaborately designed tight-
binding models [15–19], hence hardly transplanted to real material systems beyond tight-binding models. However,
our crystalline-symmetry-based EC schemes provide an opportunity to achieve EP links by simply controlling the
crystalline symmetries of the systems, where the ECs serve as the critical phases for generating EP links.

We start with the local ECs protected by m†
zm

†
x2y and mzm

†
x2†
y point groups, respectively, which can be determi-

nately produced from a Hermitian nodal line (see Table II). The critical intersection of the directed ELs in both cases
can be lifted by breaking the point group symmetries, leading to three possible local evolutions compatible with the
DN conservation, i.e., EL braidings in two manners L+, L− and EL repelling L0, [20], as shown in Fig. 9. However, if
the perturbations are restricted to be purely non-Hermitian, we have

Theorem 7.1. For a local EC protected by m†
zm

†
x2y or mzm

†
x2†
y point group, a generic thresholdless and

purely non-Hermitian (i.e., anti-Hermitian) perturbation can only make the EC evolve to the two types of EL
braidings, L+ and L−, while the EL repelling, L0, can never happen under such perturbations.

Proof. Since the EL repelling, L0, requires the the chain point be gapped on some qx = const. planes near the chain
point (see figures in Table II), to prove the theorem, we only need to show that the degeneracies on any
qx = const.(≪ 1) plane cannot be lifted by sufficiently small anti-Hermitian perturbations. Near the chain
point q = 0, the k ⋅p Hamiltonian up to first order of q for both point groups can be expressed as (see H1 and H2 in
Table II)

H(q) = (hxσx + hyσy)qz + hzqyσz´¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¸¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¶Hh(q)
+ iqx ∑

µ=x,y,z aµσµ´¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¸¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¶Hah(q)

,

where either one of the point groups protects the Hermitian part to be a gapless Dirac Hamiltonian Hh(q) = h̃xqzσ̃x+
hzqyσz with σ̃x = (hxσx +hyσy)/h̃x and h̃x = √

h2
x + h2

y, while the anti-Hermitian part is only dependent on qx (az = 0

for m†
zm

†
x2y point group and ax = ay = 0 for mzm

†
x2†
y point group). Introducing a generic anti-Hermitian perturbation

δHah(q) = i∑µ(δaµ0 +∑ν δaµν qν)σ̃µ, the perturbed Hamiltonian reads

H′(q) =H(q) + iδHah(q) = h̃xqzσ̃x + hzqyσ̃z´¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¸¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¶Hh

+ i ∑
µ=x,y,z [

=a′µ0 (qx)³¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹·¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹µ(δaµ0 + ãµqx + δaµxqx)+ ∑
i=y,z δa

µ
i qi]σ̃µ

´¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¸¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¶H′ah=Hah+δHah

,

where {σ̃x, σ̃y, σ̃z} = {σ̃x, iσ̃xσz, σz} denotes a new basis of su(2) Lie algebra and all terms dependent on qx have been
collected into a′µ0 (qx). In a plane of qx = qx0, the discriminant of the perturbed Hamiltonian H′(qx = qx0) = H(qx =
qx0) + δH(qx = qx0) reads

∆f(qx0, qy, qz) = ⎡⎢⎢⎢⎢⎣(h̃
2
xq

2
z + hz2q2

y) −∑
µ

⎛⎝a′µ0 (qx0) + ∑
i=y,z δa

µ
i qi

⎞⎠
2⎤⎥⎥⎥⎥⎦+2i

⎡⎢⎢⎢⎣h̃xqz(a′x0 (qx0) + ∑
i=y,z δa

x
i qi) + hzqy(a′z0 (qx0) + ∑

i=y,z δa
z
i qi)⎤⎥⎥⎥⎦.
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The degeneracy of eigenenergies requires the real and imaginary parts of ∆f(qx0, qy, qz) both equal zero:

h̃2
xq

2
z + hz2q2

y =∑
µ

(a′µ0 + ∑
i=y,z δa

µ
i qi)2

= (∑
µ

a′µ0 2)
´¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¸¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¶=A0≥0

+ (∑
µ

δaµz
2)

´¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¸¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¶=Az≥0

q2
z + (∑

µ

δaµy
2)

´¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¸¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¶=Ay≥0

q2
y + (2∑

µ

a′µ0 δaµz )
´¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¸¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¶=Bz

qz + (2∑
µ

a′µ0 δaµy)
´¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¸¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¶=By

qy + (2∑
µ

δaµyδa
µ
z )

´¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¸¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¶=Cyz

qyqz, (80)

h̃xqz(a′x0 +∑
i

δaxi qi) + hzqy(a′z0 +∑
i

δazi qi) = 0. (81)

From Eq. (81), we get

qy = −h̃xa′x0
hza′z0´¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¸¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¶=c1

qz + −hx(a′x0 2
δazyhx + a′z0 2

δaxzhz − a′x0 a′z0 (δaxy h̃x + δazzhz))
a′z0 3hz´¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¸¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¶=c2

q2
z +O(q3

z),

Substituting this relation into Eq. (80) and omitting higher order terms O(q3
z), we obtain a quadratic equation of qz

[(h̃2
x + c21h2

z) − (Az + c21Ay + c2By + c1Cyz)]q2
z − (Bz + c1By)qz −A0 = 0,

where the coefficients are functions of qx0. For the thresholdless anti-Hermitian perturbations, the perturbation
coefficients δaµy,z can take arbitrarily small values, and so do Ay,Az,By,Bz,Cyz. Hence, as long as the perturbations

are sufficiently small relative to hx,y,z, we can guarantee [(h̃2
x+c21h2

z)−(Az +c21Ay +c2By +c1Cyz)] > 0, which together
with the fact A0 ≥ 0 leads to a nonnegative discriminant of the above quadratic equation of qz:

∆ = (Bz + c1By)2 + 4A0[(h̃2
x + c21h2

z) − (Az + c21Ay + c2By + c1Cyz)] ≥ 0,

implying that the original chain point degeneracy cannot be gapped out by thresholdless non-Hermitian perturbations
on any qx = const. plane but will generally split into two EPs (as long as one of a′µ0 is nonzero) on that plane. This
result demonstrates that the ELs must traverse the qx = const. planes, hence eliminating the possibility of the third
type evolution in Fig. under anti-Hermitian and thresholdless perturbations.

Now, we turn to the global ECs with two non-defective chain points as shown by Figs. 10(a) and (c), which are
locally stabilized by the little groups m†

zm
†
x2y and mzm

†
x2†
y, respectively, along the line of kx = 0 and kz = π. The

Hamiltonians of the two cases are given by H1(k) and H′
3(k) in Table IV. As we have shown that thresholdless purely

non-Hermitian perturbations can only make the EL crossings at the chain points evolve to the “EL braidings” L+
and L−, we can always produce EP links from the global ECs, providing that the ELs at the two chain
points braid in the same manner, namely either both L+ or both L−, which indeed can be guaranteed
by imposing additional symmetry constraints to the non-Hermitian perturbations.

For the EC shown in Fig. 10(a), as long as we preserve either C2x-† or C2z-† symmetry in the exerted non-Hermitian
perturbations, a Hopf EP link (22

1 in AlexanderBriggs notation) can be decisively generated. In Fig. 10(b), we present
a concrete example generated by the perturbed Hamiltonian

HHL1(k) =H1(k) + i0.2 sinkyσz, (82)

which respects both C2x-† and C2z-† symmetries, expressed as σzHHL1(ĉ2xk)†σz = HHL1(k) and HHL1(ĉ2zk)† =HHL1(k). The orientations of the ELs must respect the relations in Table I, as the ELs near the two chain points
both braid as L−, reasulting in a Hopf EP link.

Similarly, for the EC in Fig. 10(c), a thresholdless anti-Hermitian perturbation with either C2x or C2z-† symmetry
on the EC is also bound to deform the EC into a Hopf EP links, see the example in Fig. 10(d) generated by the
Hamiltonian

HHL2(k) =H′
3(k) + i0.2 sinkyσx (83)

which observes both C2x and C2z-† symmetries, σzHHL2(ĉ2xk)σz =HHL2(k) and HHL1(ĉ2zk)† =HHL1(k).
In addition, we show that the earring EC in Fig. 10(e) (generated by the Hamiltonian H2(k) in Table IV) can

also evolve into a Hopf EP links by introducing purely non-Hermitian perturbations that breaks both Mz-† and C2xT
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†2z

†

Hopf EP links

FIG. 10. Three schemes for realizing Hopf EP links (22
1) via evolutions from different types of ECs. The first and the second

columns display the prototype ECs and the Hopf EP links evolved from the ECs in the same row, where the label above each
panel denotes the double-antisymmetry point group of the corresponding exceptional structure. The third column exhibits the
top view of each EP link. The red and green surfaces in the second column denote the zero surface of the real and imaginary
parts of the discriminant, Re[∆f(k)] = 0 and Im[∆f(k)] = 0, respectively.

symmetries while preserves additional C2x-† and MzT symmetries, both of which can ensure the EL braidings at the
two EP earrings are in the same manner. The perturbed Hamiltonian is given by

HHL3(k) =H2(k) + i0.1 sinkyσz. (84)

And the two additional symmetries are σzHHL3(ĉ2xk)†σz =HHL3(k) and σzHHL3(−m̂zk)∗σz =HHL3(k).
Following the same strategy, more intriguing exceptional link configurations can be generated. In Fig. 11, we provide

three examples for achieving Solomon EP links (42
1) from three different types of ECs. Figures 11(a) and (c) show

a planar EC and a Mz-symmetric EC, respecitvely, both of which have four non-defective chain points. According
to Theorem 7.1, thresholdless purely non-Hermitian perturbations distort the chain points into EL braidings. And
C4z-†-symmetric perturbations demand the ELs at each chain points braid in the same manner, therefore guaranteeing
the formation of Solomon EP links, as shown in Figs. 11(b) and (d). The solomon EP link can also evolve from a
C4z-†-symmetric earring EC as illustrated in Figs. 11(e) and (f), providing that C4z-† symmetry is preserved during
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†/mz

†mx′
†md′ (f) 4z

†mx′
†md′

(b) 4z
†2x2d

†

(d) 4z
†2x

†2d

Solomon EP links

FIG. 11. Three schemes for realizing Solomon EP links (42
1) via evolutions from different types of ECs. The first and the

second columns display the prototype ECs and the Solomon EP links evolved from the ECs in the same row, where the label
above each panel denotes the double-antisymmetry point group of the corresponding exceptional structure. The third column
exhibits the top view of each EP link. The red and green surfaces in the second column denote the zero surface of the real and
imaginary parts of the discriminant, Re[∆f(k)] = 0 and Im[∆f(k)] = 0, respectively.

the perturbation. The concrete Hamiltonians for the ECs and links in Fig. 11 are listed as follows:

(a) ∶ HEC1 = [(vxσx + vyσy) sinkz + vz(coskx + cosky + coskz)σz] + i[(uxσx + uyσy) sinkx sinky] (85)(b) ∶ HSL1 =HEC1 + i0.2(coskx − cosky)σz (86)

(c) ∶ HEC2 = [(vxσx + vyσy) sinkz + vz(coskx + cosky + coskz)σz] + i[(uxσx + uyσy) sinkz + uzσz] sinkx sinky (87)(d) ∶ HSL2 =HEC2 + i0.3(coskx − cosky)σx (88)

(e) ∶ HEC3 =[(vx sinkx sinkyσx + vy(coskx − cosky)σy) sinkz + vz(coskx + cosky + coskz)σz]+ i[uxσx + uz(coskx − cosky) sinkx sinkzσy] (89)

(f) ∶ HSL3 =HEC3 + i0.03(coskx − cosky)σz (90)

In all cases, we set vx = vy = vz = 1 and ux = uy = uz = 0.4. The C4z-† symmetry for the Hamiltonians in

(a-d) is expressed as H(ky,−kx, kz)† = H(kx, ky, kz), while the C4z-† symmetry for the Hamiltonians in (e-f) is

σzH(ky,−kx, kz)†σz =H(kx, ky, kz).
Finally, we stress that our strategy can deterministically generate EP links from ECs by perturbatively controlling

the symmetry breaking. With this advantage, our method is a pragmatic approach to realizing EP links in real
crystalline materials and full-wave systems, going beyond sophisticatedly designed tight-binding models.
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8. A TWO-BAND TOY MODEL OF FULLY-LINKED EC PAIR

In this section, with the help of a simple two-band toy model, we will introduce an interesting EC configuration
simultaneously protected by three mirror-adjoint symmetries Mx,y,z-†, which has been observed in the PCs (see Fig.
5(h) of the main text). We first consider a Hermitian model respecting three M symmetries (21),

H0(k) = [vz (coskx + cosky + coskz)]σz + (vz sinkx sinky sinkz)σx, (91)

where vx and vz are coefficients. Note that besides the three mirror symmetries M̂x,y,z = σz, the model (92) also
respects the PT symmetry. And if we introduce PT -symmetric non-Hermiticity into (92), the EP will form robust
surfaces in the 3D momentum space [21]. Therefore, to obtain robust ELs, we need to break the PT symmetry first.
We modified (92) into a model as

H′
0(k) =H0(k) + (vy sinkx sinky sinkz)σy, (92)

which is no more PT -symmetric. But the three mirror symmetries M̂x,y,z = σz remain intact and can protect nodal
lines on the mirror planes as shown in Fig. 12 (a). Then, by introducing non-Hermiticity into the above model, the
three mirror symmetries are modified into Mx,y,z-† symmetries,

H1(k) =H′
0(k) + iγxσx + iγyσy. (93)

As shown in Fig. 12 (b), the nodal ring on each mirror plane is split into two nested ERs. Each inner (outer) ring
connects with the other four outer (inner) rings on its orthogonal mirror planes, forming two sets (orange and cyan)
of ECs which are fully linked in the BZ. In Fig. 12 (c) and (d), we plot the phase of the discriminant on the planes
kz = 0.9π and kz = 1.1π, respectively. The phase singularities denote the position where the ELs pierce through the
plane and the signs of the phase winding numbers indicate the direction of the ELs, which have been marked by
arrows in Fig. 12 (b). The directions of ELs on the plane kz = π can also be determined similarly. By introducing a

0π

arg [ Δf  ]

ky

kx

kz

(a) (b) (e)

(f)(c) (d)

FIG. 12. (a)The nodal chain of the 2-band toy model (92) with vx = vy = vz = 1 and the gray box denotes the first BZ. (b)
The fully-linked EC pair of the 2-band toy model (93) with γx = γy = 0.4. The directions of the ELs near the plant kz = π are
marked by arrows and other ELs’ directions can be determined by the Mx,y,z-† symmetries. The phase of the discriminant on
the plane (c) kz = 0.9π and (d) kz = 1.1π. The fully-linked EC pairs in (b) are untied when breaking the Mx,y,z-† by introducing
perturbation (e) mx = 0.01 and (f) mx = −0.01. The light green and pink surfaces represent Re[∆f(k)] = 0 and Im[∆f(k)] = 0,
respectively.
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perturbation that breaks the Mx,y,z-† symmetries, we obtain

H2(k) =H1 +mxσx, (94)

and all the chain points are opened as shown in Figs. 12 (e) and (f), and the links between the two sets of chains are
also untied.

9. EXAMPLE OF MULTI-BAND EXCEPTIONAL CHAINS

To demonstrate that our theory of ECs is not limited to two-band models but applicable to the cases of any number
of bands, we offer a three-band model to exemplify the formation of symmetry-protected multi-band ECs. The model
is given by the following k-space non-Hermitian Hamiltonian:

H(k) = ⎛⎜⎝
kxkz + iky −1 1 + ikz−1 kx −1−1 + ikz −1 −kxkz − iky

⎞⎟⎠ , (95)

which has two important symmetries, i.e., the Mz-† symmetry

M̂zH(m̂zk)†M̂z =H(k), with M̂z = ⎛⎜⎝
0 0 1
0 1 0
1 0 0

⎞⎟⎠ , (96)

and the anti -Mx-† symmetry (which can be viewed as the combined symmetry of sublattice and Mx-†)

M̂xH(m̂xk)†M̂x = −H(k), with M̂x = ⎛⎜⎝
1 0 0
0 −1 0
0 0 1

⎞⎟⎠ . (97)

From the three eigenvalues of M̂z, i.e. +1,+1,−1, we know that in the exact phases in the mirror plane kz = 0, two
bands have a positive Mz-†-parity p̃z = +1 while the left band has a negative Mz-†-parity p̃z = −1 as shown in Fig.
13 (d). Thus, according to Theorem 4.1, order-2 ELs will appear in kz = 0 formed by two bands with opposite
Mz-†-parities. In particular, since the eigenenergies in kz = 0 are either real or complex-conjugated paired, the
characteristic polynomial of H(kmz) in kz = 0 must be a real polynomial:

f(E,kmz) = det [E −H(kmz)] = E3 + c2(kmz)E2 + c1(kmz)E + c0(kmz),
where c2 = −Tr[H(kmz)] = −∑3

i=1Ei, c1 = − 1
2
(Tr[H(kmz)2] −Tr[H(kmz)]2), and c0 = −det[H(kmz)] = −∏3

i=1Ei

are all real numbers (Ei (i = 1,2,3) denote the three eigenenergies). Then, the catastrophe theory for real
polynomials tells us that a real polynomial of degree 3 can support a stable triple degeneracy (i.e., an
EP of order 3 (EP3)) at the cusp of two order-2 ELs in a 2D parameter space, where the two ELs are
formed by two different pairs of bands, i.e., the 1st and 2nd bands and the 2nd,3rd bands, respectively, sorted by the
real parts of the eigenenergies. This cusp degeneracy is indeed a class of elementary catastrophe singularities, labeled
as A3 as per the ADE classification. It can thus be concluded that the Mz-† symmetry can fix EP3 cusps as the
junction of two ELs lying inside the z-mirror plane, as evidenced by the band structure of the Hamiltonian (95)
plotted in Fig.13(d).

The anti-Mx-† symmetry can induce almost the same consequences in the kx = 0 mirror plane as those induced
by Mz-† symmetry in the kz = 0 plane. In fact, after reexpressing the Hamiltonian H(k)′ = iH(k), the anti-Mx-†
symmetry alters to a Mx-† symmetry for H(k)′, so the eigenstates in the kx = 0 plane either have purely imaginary
eigenenergies (exact phase) or appear pairwise with “anti-complex-conjugate” eigenenergies E1 = −E∗

2 (broken phase).
Moreover, anti-Mx-† symmetry can also protect a cusp of two ELs stably fixed in the kx = 0 plane, where
the two ELs are formed by two different pairs of bands with opposite Mx-†-parities in the nearby exact phase, as
shown in Fig. 13(e).

As shown in Fig. 13(a), along the crossing line of kx = 0 and kz = 0, the presence of both Mz-† and anti-Mx-†
symmetries demand one of the eigenenergies always equals zero, E1(0, ky,0) ≡ 0, while the other two eigenenergies take
either real opposite values E2(0, ky,0) = −E2(0, ky,0) ∈ R or imaginary opposite values E2(0, ky,0) = −E2(0, ky,0) ∈ iR,
corresponding to the (Mz-†-exact,anti-Mx-†-broken) phase (ky < 1) and the (Mz-†-broken,anti-Mx-†-exact) phase
(ky > 1), respectively. As a result, an EP3 (K0 in Fig. 13(a)) can be fixed on this crossing line at the
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FIG. 13. The triple-band ECs protected by (a) both Mz-† and anti-Mx-†, (b) Mz-† and (c) anti-Mx-†, where the light red
(blue) shadows represent the region where all three bands are in the exact phase, the cyan dots denote the EP3 chain points.
The band structure of the plane (d) kz = 0 and (e) kx = 0, where the red (blue) folded surface represents the bands in the exact
phase. (f) The band structure on the plane ky = 1 and the energy braiding of the three bands along the dashed green loop Γ
in (a).

transition point of the two phases, forming the chain point of the two EL cusps on the respective mirror
planes. In particular, the Mz-† and anti-Mx-† symmetries require the two ELs connecting the cusp on each plane
symmetrically lie on the two sides of the central line kx = kz = 0, despite forming by different pairs of bands. And both
symmetries impose the constraint on the DN: D(Γ) = −D(m̂iΓ) (i ∈ {x, z}), so the two ELs on each plane must
be directed either both inwards to or both outwards from the EP3. Consequently, the source-free principle
implies once the two ELs in the kx = 0 plane both inflow towards the EP3, the two ELs in the kz = 0 plane must
both outflow from the cusp, forming a triple-band EC. The identical directions of the two ELs on each plane are also
verified by the eigenenergies braiding along the loop Γ around the EP3 chain point K0. As displayed in Fig. 13(f),
the braiding along Γ is b(Γ) = b−1

1 b−1
2 . Therefore, the DN along the loop is D(Γ) = −2 according to Theorem 1.1,

indicating the ELs inflow to the chain point along the negative direction of the ky axis.

More intriguingly, the triple-band EC cannot be destroyed by perturbatively breaking either one of the two sym-
metries. This is because the preserved symmetry stays protecting the cusp of two ELs on the corresponding mirror
plane. And the orientations of the two in-plane ELs cannot be changed abruptly, hence two out-of-plane ELs have
to germinate from the EP3 cusp to balance the two in-plane ELs so that the source-free principle of ELs at the EP3
is satisfied. In Figs. 13 (b) and (c), we present two examples of the multi-band ECs protected solely by the Mz-†
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symmetry and the anti-Mx-† symmetry, respectively, which are generated by the following perturbed Hamiltonians

Mz-†-symmetric: H1(k) = ⎛⎜⎝
kxkz + iky −1 1 + ikz−1 kx − 0.25 −1−1 + ikz −1 −kxkz − iky

⎞⎟⎠ , (98)

anti-Mx-†-symmetric: H2(k) = ⎛⎜⎝
kxkz + iky −1 1 + ikz−1 kx + 0.25i −1−1 + ikz −1 −kxkz − iky

⎞⎟⎠ . (99)

10. PHOTONIC CRYSTAL REALIZATIONS OF EXCEPTIONAL CHAINS

A. Hermitian nodal chains
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FIG. 14. The 2D band diagrams on the mirror plane (a) kz = π and (b) kx = 0 for the PCs in Fig. 5(a) of the main text. (c)
The retrieved nodal line formed by the first and second band is plotted in the BZ. (d) The retrieved nodal line formed by the
second and third band is plotted in the BZ.

In this subsection, we will show how to retrieve the nodal lines in Fig. 5(g) of the main text by numerically sweeping
the 2D band structures on the mirror planes using COMSOL. We plot the 2D band structure on the mirror planes
kz = π in Fig. 14 (a), where the Mz mirror parities p = ± of the bands are labeled. We see that the lowest two bands
with opposite mirror parities intersect near the frequency fa/c = 0.6, forming the nodal ring on kz = π in the right
panel of Fig. 5(g) of the main text. The second and third bands with opposite mirror parities intersect near the
frequency fa/c = 0.65, forming a smaller nodal ring, which is plotted in the BZ as shown in the left panel of Fig. 5(g)
of the main text. Similarly, as shown in Fig. 14 (b), the nodal ring forming by the second and third bands on the
mirror plane kx = 0 is connected with the nodal ring on the plane kz = π, forming nodal chains, as shown in Fig. 14(d).
Note that the lower two bands in Fig. 14 (b) have the same Mx parities, forbidding the formation of nodal rings.
Therefore, the nodal ring on the plane kz = π formed by the lower two bands is an isolated ring as shown in Fig. 14(c).
Other nodal rings on mirror planes kx,y,z = 0, π can also be retrieved by sweeping the 2D band structures in a similar
way. Accordingly, we obtained the globally connected nodal chains in the left panel of Fig. 5(g) of the main text.

B. Orthogonal exceptional chains

By introducing non-Hermiticity (loss and gain) into the PCs in the above subsection, the nodal lines will split into
ELs. Figure 15 plots the real and imaginary parts of the 2D band diagrams on the plane (a, b) kz = π and (c, d)
kx = 0. We see that the nodal rings in Fig. 14 formed by the second and third bands (ordered by the real parts of the
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FIG. 15. The real parts of 2D band diagrams on the mirror plane (a) kz = π and (c) kx = 0 for the PCs in Fig. 5(b) of the
main text. (b) shows the imaginary parts of the bands 1-3 in (a). (d) shows the imaginary parts of the bands 2-3 in (c). The
retrieved orthogonal ECs and planar ECs in the BZ are plotted in (e) and (f), respectively.

bands) have split into a pair of ERs. And the annulus region between the two ERs on mirror planes kz = π and kx = 0
is the broken phase, where the two bands have identical real parts and opposite imaginary parts. Plotting the ELs
on all the mirror planes formed by the second and third bands in the BZ, we obtained the orthogonal ECs as shown
in Fig. 15(e).

To determine the orientations of the ELs and verify the source-free principles of the orientable ELs in the PCs, we
choose 6 1D winding loops encircling the ELs near the chain points as shown in Fig. 16 (a). We plot the eigenfrequency
braiding of the second and third bands that forms the ELs along different 1D loops in Figs. 16 (b-g). For example,
Fig. 16 (a) plots the eigenfrequencies in the complex plane along the loop Γ1, where the verticle axis represents the
loop parameters. We see that after one cycle, the left strand f2 (cyan) crosses from above to reach the initial position
of the right strand f3 (red), which can be denoted as braid b(Γ1) = bn2

2 with algebraic length n2 = 1. The two strands
are connected by bars whose colors represent twice of the relative eigenfrequency’s phase arg(δf) = arg(f3 − f2).
Therefore, according to Eq. (2), the algebraic length of the braid, the discriminant number, and the energy vorticity
along the loop Γ1 are related by n2 = D = 2ν32 = 1. The positive sign of ν32 means the encircled EL has the same
direction in compliance with the right-hand rule of the loop. Similarly, along the loop Γ2, the left strand f2 (cyan)
crosses from below to reach the initial position of the right strand f3 (red), and therefore, the encircled EL has the
reverse direction in compliance with the right-hand rule of the loop. The reversal of the direction when the EL go
through the plane kx = 0 is enforced by the Mx-† symmetry. The orientations of other ELs near the chain point k0

are also marked in Fig. 16 (a). We can see that as two blue ELs on the plane kx = 0 flow into the chain point k0, two
red ELs on the plane kz = π must flow out from the chain point, which demonstrates the source-free principles for the
ELs in PCs.

C. Planar exceptional chains

Now we turn to the planar EC formed by the first and second bands. As shown in Figs. 14 and 15, after introducing
non-Hermiticity, the nodal line is split, and since the two bands on the mirror plane kx = 0 has the same parity, the
degenerate points on the line ZM must be non-defective (see Corollary 4.1). We plot the eigenfrequency braiding
along 4 different winding loops in Fig. 17, thereby determining the orientation of the encircled ELs.
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FIG. 16. (a) The zoom-in of the orthogonal EC configuration near the M point in Fig. 15(e), and the green loops with arrows
denote the 1D winding loops encircling ELs. (b-g) The eigenfrequency braiding along loops in (a), and the energy vorticities
are labeled at the top.
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FIG. 17. (a) The zoom-in of the planar EC configuration near the M point in Fig. 15(f), and the green loops with arrows
denote the 1D winding loops encircling ELs. (b-g) The eigenfrequency braiding along loops in (a), and the energy vorticities
are labeled at the top.

D. Double-earring exceptional chains

In Fig. 18, we plot the 2D band diagrams on the mirror planes kz = π and kx = 0 for the PCs in Fig. 5(c) of the
main text. Note that we only show the two bands forming ELs and label the eigenfrequencies of the two bands as f1

and f2 based on the value of their real parts. By sweeping the 2D band diagrams on the mirror planes, we retrieve
the degenerate lines and plot them in the BZ as shown in Fig. 18 (c), which form double-earring ECs.

Then, we choose four winding loops near the chain points as shown in Fig. 19 (a). By plotting the eigenfrquency
braiding in Fig. 19 (c-f), we determine the orientation of the ELs, and find that ELs reverse their direction as passing
through the mirror planes, which are enforced by the Mz-† and C2xT symmetries. In addition, we notice that the
two ELs are very close around ky = 0, so to check whether there is a planar chain or not, we zoom in on this part in
Fig. 19 (b). As shown in Fig. 19 (h), the braiding along loop Γ6 is trivial, indicating that the ELs are not chained
together.
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FIG. 18. The diagrams of the two bands forming ELs on the mirror plane (a) kz = π and (b) kx = 0 for the PCs in Fig. 5(c)
of the main text. The retrieved double-earring ECs in the BZ are plotted in (c).
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