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So far, topological band theory is discussed mainly for systems described by eigenvalue problems.
Here, we develop a topological band theory described by a generalized eigenvalue problem (GEVP).
Our analysis elucidates that non-Hermitian topological band structures may emerge for systems
described by a GEVP with Hermitian matrices. The above result is verified by analyzing a two-
dimensional toy model where symmetry-protected exceptional rings (SPERs) emerge although the
matrices involved are Hermitian. Remarkably, these SPERs are protected by emergent symmetry,
which is unique to the systems described by the GEVP. Furthermore, these SPERs elucidate the
origin of the characteristic dispersion of hyperbolic metamaterials which is observed in experiments.

Introduction.— After discovery of topological insula-
tors, topological band structures have been studied as
one of the central issues in condensed matter systems [1–
16]. In these systems, robust gapless modes emerge
around the boundary due to topological properties in the
bulk [17]. In addition, the topological band theory is also
applicable to semimetals which host robust band touch-
ing in the bulk [18–25]. For instance, the Chern num-
ber can be assigned to the gapless points in the bulk of
Weyl semimetals, which elucidates novel transport prop-
erties [19–22]. Mathematically speaking, these topolog-
ical band structures are described by a standard eigen-
value problem (SEVP) with a Hermitian matrix.

Recently, the topological band theory has been ex-
tended to non-Hermitian systems [26–33] which are
described by the SEVP with a non-Hermitian ma-
trix. The platforms of the non-Hermitian topologi-
cal band theory are extended to even beyond quantum
systems such as photonic crystals with gain/loss [34–
37], electric circuits [38–41], mechanical metamate-
rials [42, 43] and so on. Remarkably, the non-
Hermiticity of such systems enriches topological proper-
ties. For instance, non-Hermitian systems may host ex-
ceptional points where both for the real- and imaginary-
parts of energy bands touch [44–49]. It has also
been elucidated that symmetry of non-Hermitian sys-
tems results in symmetry-protected exceptional rings
(SPERs) [50–52] and symmetry-protected exceptional
surfaces (SPESs) [51, 53–55] in two- and three- dimen-
sions, respectively, although preserving the relevant sym-
metry requires fine-tuning.

Along with the above development of the topological
band theory, recent studies have revealed that several
systems are described by generalized eigenvalue prob-
lems (GEVPs) [56–58]. The above progress of topologi-
cal band theory implies the presence of novel topological
phenomena unique to GEVPs. Unfortunately, however,
most of the previous works focus on the case where the
problem is reduced to the ordinary Hermitian systems.
Thus, for systems described by GEVPs, a further devel-

opment of a topological band theory remains a curtail
issue to be addressed.

In this letter, we discuss the topological band theory
for systems of a GEVP with Hermitian matrices. Our
analysis elucidates that such systems may exhibit non-
Hermitian topological phenomena protected by emergent
symmetry. As an example, we demonstrate the emer-
gence of SPERs for a system described by a GEVP with
Hermitian matrices. Notably, no fine-tuning is necessary
to realize these SPERs because they are protected by
emergent symmetry. This property is unique to systems
described by the GEVPs. Furthermore, the SPERs with
emergent symmetry explain the origin of the hyperbolic
dispersion of hyperbolic metamaterials (HMMs) [59–73].

So far, SPERs and SPESs have been reported for non-
Hermitian systems described by SEVP. We would like
to stress, however, that SPERs and SPESs described by
the GEVP with Hermitian matrices do not require fine-
tuning in order to preserve the relevant symmetry, which
is a striking difference from the ordinary SPERs.

GEVP with Hermitian matrices.— Here, we analyze a
general theory of a GEVP with Hermitian matrices de-
scribing non-Hermitian topology. Specifically, we eluci-
date that a complex band structure may emerge despite
the Hermiticity of matrices. We also show that general-
ized eigenenergies form pairs due to emergent symmetry.

Let us consider the band theory described by a GEVP,
which is defined as

Hψ = ESψ. (1)

Here, H and S are Hermitian matrices, E are general-
ized eigenvalues and ψ are generalized eigenvectors. Un-
less otherwise noted, generalized eigenvalues and gener-
alized eigenvectors are simply referred to as eigenvalues
and eigenvectors in this paper.

In the following, we show that when H and S are in-
definite, E can be complex in spite of the Hermiticity of
H and S. Without loss of generality, we assume that S
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is diagonalized. Here, matrix S can be decomposed as

S = S′ΣS′, (2)

with S′ = diag(
√

|β1|, . . . ,
√

|βn|), Σ =
diag[sgn(β1), . . . , sgn(βn)], and βi being eigenvalues
of matrix S. sgn(βi) take the sign of βi. When S is
indefinite, Σ is not propotional to the identity matrix.
Here, we define φ and H̃ as φ = S′ψ, H̃ = S′−1HS′−1.
Because of the relation Σ = Σ−1, Eq. (1) is rewritten as

HΣφ = Eφ, (3)

with HΣ = ΣH̃ . The matrix HΣ is non-Hermitian, and
eigenvaluesE are given by complex. Noticing Hermiticity
of H̃ and Σ, we can find emergent symmetry; HΣ satisfies
the relation,

Σ−1HΣΣ = H†
Σ
, (4)

which is known as pseudo-Hermiticity. Therefore, eigen-
values λ are real or form complex conjugate pairs [74–76]
(for details, see Sec. S1 of Supplemental Material [77]).
We note that the indefiniteness of H and S is essential
for the complex band structure; either H or S is definite,
eigenvalues are always real[78].
In the above, we have shown that system described

by the GEVP with Hermitian matrices may exhibit a
complex band structure. The emergence of the complex
band structure can be understood by mapping the GEVP
to the SEVP. We stress, however, that such a mapping
yields pseudo-Hermiticity as emergent symmetry, which
is a significant difference from ordinary systems described
by the SEVP with a non-Hermitian matrix.

SPERs in a two-band model.— We have seen that sys-
tems, described by the GEVP with Hermitian matrices
show complex eigenvalues. In the following, we specifi-
cally analyze a two-band model to demonstrate SPERs, a
unique topological band touching of non-Hermitian topo-
logical bands.
Here, we consider a two-band model of the honeycomb

lattice [see Fig. 1(a)]. We note that such a model de-
scribed by 2×2 Hermitian matrices is the minimal model
to investigate the SPERs. The GEVP of the model is
written as

(

mL vfk
vf∗

k
−mL

)

ψ = E

(

1 +mR 0
0 1−mR

)

ψ, (5)

with the hopping v. Here, mL and mR are real. The
eigenvalues (eigenvectors) are denoted by E (ψ). fk is
defined as fk = (1 + eik·t1 + eik·t2) with t1, t2, and t3

being vectors connecting neighboring sites [see Fig. 1(a)].
Here, we take the matrix in the left-hand (right-hand)
side of Eq. (5) as H (S).
Now let us discuss the band structure. Eigenvalues of

this model are described by

E = E0 ±
√

M2 − |gk|2, (6)
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FIG. 1. (a): Sketch of the honeycomb lattice model and
its Brillouin zone. The gray (orange) dashed lines describe
the unitcell (first Brillouin zone). t1,t2, and t3 are vectors
connecting neighboring site. These vectors are defined as
t1 = (0,−1), t2 = (−

√
3, 1)/2, and t3 = (

√
3, 1)/2. (b): The

dispersion relation of overlaped honeycomb lattice model with
mL = 0, mR = 0. v is fixed at 1. Dirac points at K and K′

points are denoted by arrows. (c)[(d)]: The real [imaginary]
part of the dispersion relation of overlaped honeycomb lattice
model with mL = 0.3, mR = 1.1. SPERs (red ring) based on
the GEVP emerges around the K and K′ points.

with E0 = [mL/(1 + mR) − mL/(1 − mR)]/2,
M = [mL/(1 + mR) − mL/(1 − mR)]/2, and gk =
(vfk)/

√

1−m2
R. Details of analysis are provided in

Sec. S2 of Supplemental Material [77]. In the following,
we discuss the band structure for three cases; (i)|mR| <
1, (ii) |mR| > 1, and (iii) |mR| = 1. We note that in
cases (i), (ii), and (iii), matrix S is definite, indefinite,
and not invertible, respectively.

We start with case (i) where the model shows Dirac
cones atK andK ′ points [see Fig. 1(b) which is obtained
for mL = 0 and mR = 0]. Here, the band structure has
a mass gap with non-zero mL and mR for |mR| < 1.

Next, we discuss the case (ii). Figures 1(c) and 1(d)
show the band structure for mL = 0.3 and mR =
1.1. In these figures, we can find the SPERs where
both of the real- and the imaginary-parts show band
touching around K and K ′ points. The topological
characterization of SPERs can be done by computing
the zero-th Chern number N0Ch, which is the number
of negative eigenvalues of Hermitian matrix Σ(HΣ −
Eref) with Eref = 1.57, Σ = diag(1,−1), and HΣ =
(

mL/|1 +mR| vfk/
√

|1−m2
R|

−vf∗
k
/
√

|1−m2
R| mL/|1−mR|

)

. Specifically, in-

side (outside) of the ring, the zero-th Chern number
takes N0Ch =2 (1) which topologically protects the non-
Hermitian band touching. We note that the above
SPERs are protected by the emergent symmetry; they
are robust against perturbations preserving Hermiticity
of H and S. For case (iii) (i.e., for mR = 1), S is not
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invertible, and one of the eigenvalues diverges.
In the above, we have demonstrated the emergence of

SPERs for the system described by a GEVP with 2 × 2
Hermitian matrices. Intriguingly, the topology of SPERs
is protected by emergent symmetry. Here, we stress that
for the emergence of SPERs, the indefiniteness of both
matrices H and S are essential. Although the overlap
matrix S cannot be indefinite for quantum systems de-
scribed by Shrödinger equation, it can be indefinite for
optical systems. In the following, we apply the above
results to an optical system.

Application to HMMs.— The SPERs described by the
GEVP elucidate the origin of the experimentally ob-
served hyperbolic dispersion of the HMMs.
The HMMs are optical metamaterials with extreme

anisotropy. One of the examples is a system of a metallo-
wire structure [Fig. 2(a)]. In this case, permittivity for
the x-direction (permittivity for the y- and z-direction)
satisfies ǫxx < 0 ( εyy > 0 and εzz > 0) [79].
In these optical systems, the band structure is de-

scribed by Maxwell equations; eigenvalues (eigenvectors)
correspond to angular frequencies (electromagnetic field).
Here, we consider the two-dimensional system, whose

permittivity and permeability are anisotropic. In this
case, EM modes are separable to the TM modes and
TE modes. The former is defined as E = (0, 0, Ez)

T

and H = (Hx, Hy, 0)
T while the latter is defined as

E = (Ex, Ey, 0)
T and H = (0, 0, Hz)

T . Here, electric
(magnetic) filed is denoted by E (H).
Maxwell equations of the TE modes are given by





0 −ky kx
−ky 0 0
kx 0 0









Hz

Ex

Ey



 = ω





µzz

εxx
εyy









Hz

Ex

Ey



 ,

(7)

with permittivity ε and permeability µ. We have as-
sumed that the EM wave is a normal mode which is pro-
portional to exp(ik · r − iωt).
The eigenvalues of Eq. (7) are given by

ω0 = 0, ω± = ±
√

k′2x − k′2y , (8)

with k′x = kx/
√
εyyµzz and k′y = ky/

√

|εxx|µzz. Eigen-
vectors of each eigenvalue are given by

vω0
=





0
1

ky/kx



 , vω±
=
εyy
kx





ω±

ky/εxx
1



 . (9)

We discurd the eigenvector vω0
because it does not sat-

isfy the Gauss’s law. We also discurd the eigenvector
vω−

in the region of |k′x| < |k′y|, in which vω−
is ampli-

fied because of Im(ω−) < 0. In the case of |k′x| = |k′y|,

eigenvectors satisfy vω0
= vω+

= vω−
and all eigenspaces

coalesce[80].
As a first step to discuss the topological origin of the

hyperbolic dispersion, let us show the emergence of the
SPERs in this system. The emergence of SPERs can be
confirmed in the band structure of Eq. (7) [see Fig. 2(b)
and 2(c)]. These data are computed for ε̃xx = −0.36,
ε̃yy = 0.54, and µ̃zz = 1 which are obtained in Ref. [73].
ε̃ and µ̃ indicate relative permittivity and relative per-
meability respectively. At ω = 0, in the regions where
the condition |k′x| > |k′y| is satisfied, the eigenvalues be-
come real. In contrast, for regions where the condition
|k′y| > |k′x| is satisfied, the eigenvalues become pure imag-
inary. The real- and imaginary-parts of the eigenvalues
become zero on the |k′x| = |k′y| lines. This line corre-
sponds to the SPER in the lattice system. In HMMs,
SPERs separate the metallic region and non-metallic re-
gion. These SPERs are robust for perturbation with-
out breaking the Hermiticity of the Maxwell equation
because of the topological nature (see below).

The emergence of the above SPERs explains the ori-
gin of the hyperbolic dispersion of HMMs. At ω = 0,
the isofrequency surface forms the straight lines corre-
sponding to SPERs. Increasing ω from zero, the struc-
ture of the isofrequency surface continuously changes into
a hyperbolic structure which is observed in experiments
[see blue solid line of Fig. 2(e)]. These results explains
that SPERs are the origin of the hyperbolic dispersion
of HMMs. We note that for εxx > 0, εyy > 0, and
µzz > 0, the hyperbolic dispersion is not observed [see
green dashed line of Fig. 2(e)] corresponding to the ab-
sence of the SPERs.
At ω = 0, topological characterization of the metallic

region and the non-metallic region of the HMMs is done
by computing the zero-th Chern number N0Ch [51]. Fig-
ure 2(c) indicates the zero-th Chern number on the zero-
frequency plane. Σ denotes the pseudo-Hermitian oper-
ator, and HΣ denotes the pseudo-Hermitian matrix (see
for more details, Sec. S3 of Supplemental Material [77]).
The zero-th Chern number takes N0Ch = 2 in the non-
metallic region and takesN0Ch = 1 in the metallic region.

We also expect that the square-root dispersion is one
of the experimental signatures of SPERs. Here, prior
to the experimental observations, we provide theoretical
data by approximating that ε and µ are independent of
ω. The blue line in Fig. 2(f) indicates square of dimen-
sionless frequency [81] for the ε̃xx = −0.36, ε̃yy = 0.54,
and µ̃zz = 1 which are obtained by Ref. [73]. In Ref. [73],
microwave around 8[GHz] is used. Near the EP, the dis-
persion of the square of dimensionless frequency is lin-
ear. Dashed line indicates the dimensionless frequency
at which the permittivity and the permeability take the
above values. Therefore, we expect to be able to observe
the linear dispersion with the square of the frequency ex-
perimentally around the dashed line. The above band
structures exist out of a light cone. As the experimental
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FIG. 2. (a): A sketch of the HMM consist of a metallo-wire structure. (b) and (c): The real- and imaginary-parts of the
dispersion relation of Eq. (7), respectively. In these panels, red lines indicate the SPERs. (d): Zero-th Chern number on the
ω = 0 plane. (e): Hyperbolic dispersion with ε̃xx = −0.36 and ω̃ = ωa/2πc = 0.071 (blue solid line) and eliptic dispersion with
ε̃xx = 0.1 (green dashed line). (f):Dispersion relation with square of the dimensionless frequency for kxa = π. Data denoted
by blue solid line are obtained for ε̃xx = −0.36, ε̃yy = 0.54, and µ̃zz = 1. Data denoted by orange solid line are obtained for
ε̃xx = −0.36 + i0.016, ε̃yy = 0.54 + i0.025, and µ̃zz = 1. We note that the data of the blue line are almost the same as those of
the orange line. The red dashed line indicates the dimensionless frequency in which the parameter takes the above value. The
black dashed line is a guide to eye. (g): The Exceptional surface in three-dimensional HMMs with the zero-th Chern number.

method observe out of the light cone, attenuated total
reflection (ATR) method is employed [82–84]. We note
that, for more quantitative prediction, the frequency de-
pendence of ε and µ should be taken into account. Such
theoretical works are desired prior to the experimental
observation.

Finally, we note that when these HMMs are treated as
three-dimensional systems, SPESs form a cone structure
in the three-dimensional momentum space. Figure 2(g)
shows the SPES when the z-direction is the anisotropic
axis. These SPESs also explain the characteristic disper-
sion of three-dimensional HMMs (for details, see Sec. S4
of Supplemental Material [77]).

In the above, we have applied the topological band
theory to HMMs, which explains the origin of the ex-
perimentally observed hyperbolic dispersion of these sys-
tems. Decreasing ω from a finite value to zero, the
hyperbolic dispersion asymptotically changes to SPERs.
These SPERs emerging at ω = 0, separate metallic re-
gion and non-metallic region due to the indefiniteness of
the Maxwell equation describing HMMs.

Previous works have analyzed non-Hermitian band
structures of HMMs [37]. We stress, however, that
SPERs and SPESs described by the GEVP reveal the

origin of the experimentally observed hyperbolic disper-
sion of HMMs.

Conclusion.— In this paper, we have investigated the sys-
tems described by the GEVP with Hermitian matrices.
Our analysis has elucidated that non-Hermitian topolog-
ical band structures emerge in spite of the Hermiticity
of the matrices. For the non-Hermitian topological band
structure, the indefiniteness of matrices appearing the
left- and right- hand sides is essential. Remarkably, these
SPERs are protected by emergent symmetry; any fine-
tuning is not necessary to preserve the symmetry as long
as H and S are Hermitian, which is a striking difference
of ordinary SPERs.

Furthermore, the above SPERs described by the
GEVP reveal the origin of the hyperbolic dispersion of
HMMs which is observed in experiments. In HMMs,
SPERs separate the momentum space to the metallic re-
gion and the non-metallic region. Because a hyperbolic
isofrequency surface has been observed by angle-resolved
reflection spectrum measurements, we also expect that
the square-root dispersion of SPERs can be observed
which is unique to dispersion of SPERs.
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Supplemental Materials:

Topological band theory of a generalized eigenvalue problem with Hermitian matrices:
symmetry-protected exceptional rings with emergent symmetry

S1. COMPLEX CONJUGATE EIGENVALUES OF PSEUDO-HERMITIAN MATRIX

In this section, we show that the complex eigenvalues of the pseudo-Hermitian matrix appear as complex conjugate
pairs. The condition of pseudo-Hermite is defined as

Σ−1H†Σ = H, (S1)

with operator Σ. Here, let us consider the eigenvalue problem

H |Rn〉 = En|Rn〉, (S2)

〈Ln|H = En〈Ln|,

where |Rn〉 (〈Ln|) are right (left) eigenstates, and En are eigenvalues. n indicate the label of the eigenvalues. From
Eq. (S1) and Eq. (S2), we can be also obtained eigenvalue problem with eigenstates Σ|Ln〉,

H(Σ|Ln〉) = ΣH†|Ln〉 = Σ(〈Ln|H)† = E∗
n(Σ|Ln〉), (S3)

From Eq. (S3), we can see the fact that Σ maps the eigenstate of eigenvalue En to the eigenstate of eigenvalue E∗
n.

Therefore, complex eigenvalues of the pseudo-Hermitian matrix are given by complex conjugate pairs.

S2. EIGENVALUE OF THE TWO-BAND MODEL

In the main text, we have introduced the 2× 2 model of a GEVP with diagonal overlap matrix S. In this section,
we consider the 2× 2 model with the off-diagonal term of S,

(

ǫ+mL vfk
vf∗

k
ǫ−mL

)

ψ = E

(

1 +mR wfk
wf∗

k
1−mR

)

ψ, (S4)

with the onsite potential ǫ and hopping v and w. The difference of the onsite potentials are parametrized by mL and
mR. The eigenvalue (eigenvector) are denoted by E(ψ). where E is eigenvalue, ψ is eigenvector, ǫ is onsite term, v
and w are hopping term of left and right matrix respectively, mL and mR describe the potential defference of red site

and blue site (Fig. 1 (a)), and fk is defined as fk = (1 + eik·t1+ek·t2
).

Let us discuss the band structure. First, we take left side matrix H , right side matrix S and diagonalize matrix S
by the unitary matrix US ,

U−1

S HUSψ = EU−1

S SUSψ. (S5)

U−1

S HUS and U−1

S SUS are taken H̃, S̃ to simplify the symbols. Here, eigenvalues of matrix S are given as s± =

1±
√

|wf(k)|2 +m2
R.

Next, matrix S is decomposed as,

S̃ = S̃
1
2ΣS̃

1
2 =

(
√

|s+| 0

0
√

|s−|

)

Σ

(
√

|s+| 0

0
√

|s−|

)

. (S6)

where S
1
2 and Σ consist of the square root of the absolute value of eigenvalue and sign of eigenvalue of matrix S. For

detS > 0, matrix Σ becomes identity matrix. In this case, a GEVP transformed Hermitian SEVP as follows,
(

S̃− 1
2 H̃S̃− 1

2

)(

S̃
1
2ψ

)

= E
(

S̃
1
2ψ

)

. (S7)

where matrix
(

S̃− 1
2 H̃S̃− 1

2

)(

S̃
1
2

)

is

S̃− 1
2 H̃S̃− 1

2 =





ǫ+mL

|s+|
vfk√

|s+|
√

|s−|
vfk√

|s+|
√

|s−|

ǫ−mL

|s−|



 . (S8)
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Eigenvalues are given by

E =
1

2





(

ǫ+mL

|s+|
+
ǫ−mL

|s−|

)

±

√

(

ǫ +mL

|s+|
− ǫ−mL

|s−|

)2

+
4v2|fk|2
|s+||s−|



 . (S9)

However, For detS < 0, matrix Σ becomes

Σ = σ3 =

(

1 0
0 −1

)

. (S10)

In this case, the GEVP cannot be transformed in to a Hermitian SEVP but into a non-Hermitian SEVP as follows,

σ3

(

S̃− 1
2 H̃S̃− 1

2

)(

S̃
1
2ψ

)

= E
(

S̃
1
2ψ

)

.We can easily prove the matrix S̃− 1
2 H̃S̃− 1

2 satisfy the pseudo-Hermite condition,

σ3

(

σ3S̃
− 1

2 H̃S̃− 1
2

)

σ3 =
(

S̃− 1
2 H̃S̃− 1

2σ3

)

=
(

σ3S̃
− 1

2 H̃S̃− 1
2

)†

, (S11)

where we used Hermiticity of matrix H̃ , S̃
1
2 , and σ3.

The eigenvalues of this model are described as

E =
1

2





(

ǫ+mL

|s+|
− ǫ−mL

|s−|

)

±

√

(

ǫ +mL

|s+|
+
ǫ−mL

|s−|

)2

− 4v2|fk|2
|s+||s−|



 . (S12)

Here, eigenvalue (S9) can be complex though eigenvalue (S12) cannot be complex.

S3. COMPUTATION OF THE ZEROTH-CHERN NUMBER

In this section, we compute the zeroth-Chern number of HMMs. Here, we consider the case of TE modes with
µzz = 1, εxx = −1, and εyy = 1. The matrix of left-hand (right-hand) H (Σ) is given by

H =





0 −ky kx
−ky 0 0
kx 0 0



 , Σ =





1 0 0
0 −1 0
0 0 1



 . (S13)

First, we decompose HΣ = ΣH as follows,

HΣ = R̂ÊL̂† =
(

vR,0, vR,ω+
, vR,ω−

)





ω0 0 0
0 ω+ 0
0 0 ω−











v
†
L,ω0

v
†
L,ω+

v
†
L,ω−






, (S14)

with ω0 = 0, and ω± = ±
√

k2y − k2x. On the SPERs, the condition of det(ΣHΣ) = 0 is satisfied. However, our

Hamiltonian is always det(ΣHΣ) = 0 due to the existence of ω0. In order to characterize the SPERs, we define the
modified Hamiltonian H̃Σ, which ω0 is shifted by δ,

H̃Σ = R̂ ˆ̃EL̂† =
(

vR,0, vR,ω+
, vR,ω−

)





ω0 + δ 0 0
0 ω+ 0
0 0 ω−











v
†
L,ω0

v
†
L,ω+

v
†
L,ω−






. (S15)

Therefore, Hermitian matrix ΣH̃Σ is given by

ΣH̃Σ =









0 −ky kx

−ky − k2
x

k2
x−k2

y
δ

kxky

k2
x−k2

y
δ

kx
kxky

k2
x−k2

y
δ − k2

y

k2
x−k2

y
δ









. (S16)

In the main text, we characterized the SPERs by the zeroth-Chern number of ΣH̃Σ which is the number of negative
eigenvalues. We note that the zeroth-Chern number in Figs. 2(b) and 2(e) are computed for δ > 0. In the case for
δ < 0, the region of N0Ch = 1 and that of N0Ch = 2 are fliped.
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S4. SPES AND THREE-DIMENSIONAL HYPERBOLIC DISPERSION

In the main text, we have shown that SPERs at ω = 0 are the origin of the hyperbolic dispersion. In this section,
we show that SPESs at ω = 0 are the origin of hyperbolic dispersion in the three-dimensional momentum space. Here,
we analyze three-dimensional Maxwell equations,

(

0 k×
−k× 0

)(

E

H

)

= ω

(

ε 0
0 µ

)(

E

H

)

. (S17)

We assume that z-direction is anisotropic axis. The permittivity and the permeability are given by

ε =





1 0 0
0 1 0
0 0 −1



 , µ =





1 0 0
0 1 0
0 0 1



 . (S18)

In this case, non-zero eigenvalues are given by

ω = ±
√

k2x + k2y − k2z . (S19)

A surface satisfying k2x + k2y = k2z corresponds to a SPES [see Fig. S1(a)]. Solving the above equation with respect to
kz we obtain

kz = ±
√

k2x + k2y − ω2. (S20)

When SPESs emerge at ω = 0, hyperbolic dispersion in three-dimensional momentum space emerges for ω 6= 0 [see

Fig. S1(b)]. For ε =





1 0 0
0 1 0
0 0 1



, the matrix in the right-hand side of Eq. (S17) is positive definite. In this case,

the SPES vanishes. Correspondingly, hyperbolic dispersion in three-dimensional momentum space also vanishs [see
Fig. S1(c)].
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FIG. S1. (a): The SPES on the ω = 0 surface in the three-dimensional momentum space. (b): Hyperbolic dispersion in
three-dimensional momentum space with ω = 0.5. (c): Eliptic dispersion with εxx > 0.


