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Exceptional points (EPs) have recently attracted considerable attention in the study of non-
Hermitian systems and in applications such as sensors and mode switching. In particular, nontrivial
topological structures of EPs have been studied intensively in relation to encircling EPs. Thus, EP
generation is currently an important issue in several fields. To generate multiple EPs, multiple levels
or composite physical systems have been employed with strong real couplings. In this study, we
generate multiple EPs on two-level systems in a single microcavity by adopting the strong imaginary
coupling of a non-Hermitian Hamiltonian. The topological structures of Riemann surfaces generated
by strong imaginary coupling exhibit features that are different from those of Riemann surfaces
generated by strong real coupling. The features of these topological structures of Riemann surfaces
were verified by encircling multiple EPs and using a Riemann sphere.

PACS numbers: 42.60.Da, 42.50.-p, 42.50.Nn, 12.20.-m, 13.40.Hq

INTRODUCTION

Hermitian (closed) quantum systems have real eigen-
values with orthogonal relations. However, real physical
systems are non-Hermitian (open), because such systems
cannot be isolated from the environment [1]. Openness
effects are manifested in the vicinity of a singular point
called the exceptional point (EP) in a parameter space,
where at least two eigenvalues and their corresponding
eigenstates coalesce simultaneously [2, 3].

EPs have recently been studied both theoretically and
experimentally in several physical systems such as car-
bon nanotubes [4], nano-optomechanical systems [5, 6],
photonic crystals [7, 8], optical microcavities [9, 10],
magnon-polariton systems [11, 12], and electrical cir-
cuit resonators [13]. EPs exhibit several intriguing phe-
nomena associated with parity-time symmetry [14, 15],
phase transition [16, 17], chirality [18, 19], Shannon
entropy [20], and is also useful applications for sen-
sors [9, 21, 22], gyroscopes [23, 24], and mode switch-
ings [25, 26].

Recently, higher-order EPs [27, 28] have been studied
intensively to enhance the sensitivity of sensors and gyro-
scopes, because the splitting of eigenvalues against a per-
turbation (ε� 1) is proportional to ε1/N in the vicinity of
EPs, where N is the order of EPs. Multiple EPs [29, 30]
are also important, because they can yield more fruitful
topological structures than those of a single EP. For ex-
ample, the encircling of multiple EPs [31, 32] or geometric
phases around multiple EPs [33, 34] have been studied. It
should be noted that both higher-order EPs and multiple
EPs are generally generated by the strong real coupling
of a non-Hermitian Hamiltonian [31, 33]. Hence, multiple
level (at least three levels) [31, 33] or composite physical
systems [35, 36] are required to implement EPs in real

systems. Moreover, the topological structures are similar
to the functional form f(z) = (z − z0)1/N , where N ∈ N
is an integer (typically N = 2, 3), and z, z0 ∈ C.

To the best of our knowledge, no previous study has
implemented EPs via strong imaginary coupling of a non-
Hermitian Hamiltonian or investigated the relationship
between real and imaginary coupling. In this study, we
leverage the complex coupling of a non-Hermitian Hamil-
tonian with a convex combination of the real and imag-
inary parts in the form of a two-by-two-toy model, and
compare it to simulations with the boundary element
method for an optical microcavity. Consequently, we
implement double EPs on two-level systems in a sin-
gle microcavity, and verify that previous EPs related
to the Landau–Zener avoided crossings [37, 38] are in-
duced by strong real coupling whereas our double EPs
related to width bifurcations [39, 40] are induced by
strong imaginary coupling. More interestingly, it was
found that our double EPs exhibited distinctive topo-
logical structures compared with previous EPs. This
distinction fundamentally originates from the different
functional forms, i.e., our double EPs are described by
f(z) = {(z − z1)(z − z2)}1/2, whereas previous EPs are
described by f(z) = (z − z0)1/2.

INTRODUCTION TO NON-HERMITIAN
HAMILTONIAN

A closed physical system is described by the Hermi-
tian Hamiltonian, HS . Then, Let us assume that it
can interact with its environment and thus becomes an
non-Hermitian system (open system). The resulting non-
Hermitian system can be described by a non-Hermitian
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Hamiltonian formulated by

HNH = HS + VSEG
(→)
E VES , (1)

where G
(→)
E is an outgoing Green function in an environ-

ment and VSE (VES) is the interaction between the envi-
ronment (the closed system) and closed system (the envi-
ronment) [1]. Considering two specific interacting eigen-
states with negligible interaction with the other states,
the non-Hermitian Hamiltonian can be modeled in a two-
by-two matrix form as

HNH =

(
S11 + E11 S12 + E12

S21 + E21 S2 + E22

)
, (2)

where Sij is the matrix representation of HS and Eij is

that of VSEG
(→)
E VES with respect to the eigenbasis of

HS . Here, Sij (i 6= j) corresponds to the internal cou-
pling, Eij (i = j) are self-energies (i.e., interaction with
the environment itself), and Eij (i 6= j) are called collec-
tive Lamb shifts (i.e., interaction via the environment).
For convenience, we set Sij + Eij (i = j) to ξi ∈ C and
Sij + Eij (i 6= j) to g ∈ C. Thus, the eigenvalues of the
non-Hermitian Hamiltonian are given by:

λ± =
ξ1 + ξ2

2
± η, (3)

where η =
√

(ξ1−ξ2)2
4 + g2. Generally, it is assumed

that the coupling constant g ∈ C is a Hermitian cou-
pling under the strong real part, i.e., g12 = g∗21 and
Re(g) > Im(g), and this toy model successfully addresses
EPs related to f(z) = z1/n-type Riemann surfaces. Here,
N ∈ N is an integer (typically N = 2, 3) and z ∈ C. In
this work, however, we extend g to be a non-Hermitian
coupling under the strong imaginary part, i.e., g12 6= g∗21
and Im(g) > Re(g). This extension supports the new
features of a non-Hermitian Hamiltonian and new topo-
logical structures of Riemann surfaces.

PROPOSED PHYSICAL SYSTEM

Fig. 1 shows the geometrical boundary of the optical
microcavity. The gray area with the dashed line is a cir-
cle, and the pink area with the solid line is the boundary
curve of an ellipse with major axis a and minor axis b,
respectively. The major axis a and minor axis b are de-
fined by a = 1+χ and b = 1

1+χ , respectively, as functions
of the deformation parameter χ, resulting in a constant
area π. The refractive index on the outside of the mi-
crocavity (nout) is fixed at n = 1 (vacuum), whereas the
refractive index of the cavity medium (nin) can be var-
ied to determine the location of the EPs along with the
deformation parameter χ in the parameter plane. The
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FIG. 1: A schematic of the boundary of our optical micro-
cavity. The gray-dashed line is a circle (a = b = 1) deformed
to an ellipse with a major axis a and a minor axis b. The
refractive indices in the inside and outside of the cavity are
nin = n and nout = 1, respectively.

eigenvalues and their eigenfunctions are obtained by solv-
ing the Helmholtz equation ∇2ψ + n2k2ψ = 0, using the
boundary element method (BEM) [41] for the transverse
magnetic modes in the elliptical two-dimensional cavity
in the x and y planes. Here, k is the wave number and
ψ is the z-component of the electric field.

In this work, the elliptical optical two-dimensional mi-
crocavity is considered as an open system, which can be
described by a non-Hermitian Hamiltonian. This sys-
tem is appropriate for studying non-Hermitian effects,
because the closed elliptical cavity is an integrable sys-
tem without any avoided crossings, resulting in Poisson
distributions [42, 43].

Accordingly, including the internal coupling Sij (i 6= j)
is not required, and the off-diagonal elements in Eq. (2)
are just Eij (i 6= j), i.e., we only consider the avoided
crossing from the effects of openness.

EXTENSION FROM HERMITIAN COUPLING
TO NON-HERMITIAN COUPLING IN A TOY

MODEL

In this section, the coupling g, which is typically
defined as Hermitian coupling, is extended to non-
Hermitian coupling in the form of a 2× 2 non-Hermitian
Hamiltonian toy model. To perform the calculations
of the toy model, following Ref. [40], we set the real
parts of ξ (i.e., ξr) as a function of α as ξr1(α) =
1 − α

2 and ξr2(α) =
√
α, while the imaginary part of

ξ (i.e., ξi) is fixed in the considered range of param-
eters. Moreover, the non-Hermitian coupling term g
is exponentially sensitive to the relative difference be-
tween the two values (ξ1, ξ2), yielding the following form:
g(α; ξ1, ξ2) = gcΛα(ξ1, ξ2). Here, gc is the coupling
coefficient and the sensitivity Λα(ξ1, ξ2) is defined as
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FIG. 2: Typical Landau–Zener avoided crossing (upper panels) vs. width bifurcation (lower panels). The insets are intensity
plots of eigenstates corresponding to the eigenvalues. (a) Real parts of eigenvalues show avoided crossing with exchange of
eigenstates. (b) Imaginary parts of eigenvalues show mode crossing. (c) An overlap integral of two interacting eigenstates is
maximized around the center of the avoided crossing. The inset (Shannon entopy) exhibits similar behavior to the overlap
integral. (d) Real parts of eigenvalues show crossing. (e) Imaginary parts of eigenvalues are bifurcated around two critical
points. (e) An overlap integral of two interacting eigenstates is maximized around two edge of the bifurcations. The inset
(Shannon entopy) exhibits similar behavior to the overlap integral. (g) Transition from Landau–Zener avoided crossing to
width bifurcation is displayed as function of β.

Λα(ξ1, ξ2) = exp
[
−{ξ1(α)− ξ2(α)}2

]
[40]. In general,

the coupling coefficient gc is complex.

Comparison between Landau–Zener interaction and
width bifurcation

To validate the effects of extension from a Hermitian
coupling to a non-Hermitian one, especially to verify the
role of the ratio between the imaginary part and real part,
we examine the typical Landau-Zener avoided crossing
and less known width bifurcation simultaneously. Upper
panels (a), (b), and (c) in Fig. 2 correspond to Landau-
Zener avoided crossing [44, 45], whereas the lower panels
(d), (e), and (f) in Fig. 2 correspond to width bifurca-
tion [39, 40]. Around χ ' 0.167, the real parts of eigen-
values, λr, in Fig. 2(a) show an avoided crossing with
an exchange of eigenstates, whereas the imaginary parts
of the eigenvalues, λi, in Fig. 2(a) show the crossing.
The insets in Fig. 2(a) show the intensity plots of the
eigenfunctions corresponding to each eigenvalue. Fur-
thermore, to study the relation with exceptional points,
we consider the overlap integrals of two interacting eigen-
states and the Shannon entropies of the eigenstates. The
overlap integral is defined as follows:

OL(i, j) =
1

XiXj

∫ ∫
dxdy|ψ∗i (x, y)ψj(x, y)|, (4)

where Xi =
√∫

dxdy|ψi(x, y)|2 denotes the normaliza-

tion factor. The results are presented in Fig. 2(c),
and its value was maximized around the center of the
avoided crossing (χ ' 0.167). The Shannon entropy of
the normalized intensity of the eigenfunctions is defined
by H(ρ) = −

∫
ρ(r) log ρ(r)dr and resulting H(ρ) are

shown in the inset of Fig. 2(c) [20], which exhibits a
similar behavior to that of OL. These behaviors directly
reveal that the EP is located around χ ' 0.167.

Furthermore, the width bifurcation (lower panels)
shows significantly different behavior compared with the
upper panels. First, the real parts of the complex eigen-
values (λr) are crossed, and interestingly, the real parts
(λr) stick together in the finite parameter regions. This
behavior is quite different from Landau-Zener interac-
tions, which exhibit avoided crossing in some narrow re-
gions. The insets in Fig. 2(d) show the intensity plots
of the eigenfunctions corresponding to each eigenvalue.
The imaginary parts of the complex eigenvalues (λi) re-
veal more intriguing phenomena, i.e., λi’s are bifurcated
around two critical points, and the relative difference be-
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tween these two λi’s is maximized at the center of the two
critical points. The dramatically increasing (decreasing)
decay is known as super-radiance (sub-radiance) in quan-
tum optics [40, 46], and is related to the exceptional ring
of the Dirac cone [47]. In Fig. 2(f), the overlap integral of
the two interacting eigenstates OL is maximized around
the two edges of the bifurcations. The inset (Shannon en-
tropies) exhibits a behavior similar to OL. As mentioned
previously, these two peak values indicate that there are
two EPs around these two peaks.

According to these observations, the upper panels asso-
ciated with the Landau–Zener interaction and the lower
panels associated with the width bifurcation exhibit dis-
tinctive features. Accordingly, we infer that these phe-
nomena originate from different physical influences, and
that they cannot be related to each other. However,
an extension from Hermitian coupling to non-Hermitian
coupling can resolve these problems. For this approach,
we can constitute a complex coefficient (gc) under a con-
vex combination of real and imaginary parts, resulting in
the following form:

g(α, β) = gc [(1− β) + ιβ] Λα(ξ1, ξ2), (5)

where g ∈ C, gc, β ∈ R, ι =
√
−1, and 0 ≤ β ≤ 1.

By employing g(α, β), we calculate the eigenvalues
(λ±) with the initial values of gc = 0.043, ξi1 = 1.05,
ξi2 = 1.07, and the results are shown in Fig. 2(g)). The
results show a smooth transition from the Landau–Zener
interaction to width bifurcation as a function of increas-
ing β. The coupling coefficient gc is a pure real value
at β = 0, and it corresponds to Landau–Zener interac-
tions, as shown in Fig. 2(a) and (b)). At β = 0.8, λr
s are crossed, and λi s clearly exhibit a width bifurca-
tion. When β reaches a value 1, the coupling gc becomes
a pure imaginary value, which corresponds to the width
bifurcation, as shown in Fig. 2(d) and (e).

In this way, the Landau-Zener interaction can be
smoothly transformed to width bifurcation by exploiting
the non-Hermitian coupling coefficient under a convex
combination of the real and imaginary parts.

Double exceptional points in a non-Hermitian
Hamiltonian toy model

We verified that there were two similar peaks in Fig.
2(f), as well as in its inset, and it is assumed that these
indicate two EPs around the two peaks. A simple non-
Hermitian Hamiltonian toy model with a non-Hermitian
coupling g(α, β) can verify this conjecture. The definition
of EPs indicates that they can be found when η = 0.
Hence, to find double EPs for our toy model easily, we
set ξi1 = ξi2 = 1.05 and gc = 0.05, and solve the simple
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FIG. 3: Eigenvalue trajectories associated with the double
EPs of the toy model of a non-Hermitian Hamiltonian with
a non-Hermitian coupling under strong imaginary part. (a)
Real parts of complex eigenvalues. (b) Imaginary parts of
complex eigenvalues. The double EPs are located at α =
0.454 and α = 0.621, respectively.

algebraic equation:

η(α, β) = 0 =

√
(ξ1 − ξ2)2

4
+ g2 (6)

= α̃2 +
1

100
[2β − 1 + 2ıβ(1− β)] e−2α̃

2

,

where α̃ = 1− α
2 −
√
α.

A simple analytical calculation yields the double EPs
EP1 (α = 0.454, β = 1) and EP2 (α = 0.621, β = 1).
This result is confirmed when the eigenvalue trajecto-
ries are traced as a function of α with a fixed β = 0.
Fig. 3 shows the double EPs located at α = 0.454 and
α = 0.621. Two eigenvalue trajectories of λr are crossed
(with the same values) throughout the parameter range
between the two EPs in Fig. 3(a). In this range, the split
term η is a purely imaginary value, because the coupling
term g has negative values under the condition g > ξ1−ξ2

2 .
Thus, η induces width bifurcation in that region. By con-
trast, the two eigenvalue trajectories of λi in Fig. 3(b)
are complementary to that for λr in Fig. 3(a), such
that they cross beyond the double EPs. Consequently, it
appears that there are two distinct crossing regions for
the two eigenvalue trajectories of λi, in contrast to Fig.
3(a). This discrepancy is resolved in Sec. VI.

SUCCESSIVE TRANSITIONS OF AVOIDED
CROSSINGS IN A MICROCAVITY AND TOY

MODEL

We identified double EPs analytically in the non-
Hermitian Hamiltonian toy model described in the pre-
vious section for a simple case. However, the analyt-
ical solutions of the non-Hermitian Hamiltonian ma-
trix elements are not explicitly known in microcavities,
which are common in conventional open physical sys-
tems. Hence, we rely on numerical methods to specify
the locations of the EPs. A good strategy can be coarse
scanning a parameter plane until the transition of the
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nin gc β γ1 γ2 λr λi

Class 1 2.6 0.043 0.76 1.05 1.07 A.C. C.

Class 2 2.6257 0.043 0.78 1.05 1.07 C. A.C.

Class 3 2.74 0.043 1 1.05 (1.07) 1.07 (1.05) C. A.C.

Class 4 2.9036 0.043 0.78 1.07 1.05 C. A.C.

Class 5 2.94 0.043 0.76 1.07 1.05 A.C. C.

TABLE I: Some representative parameters for successive transitions of the avoided crossings in the microcavity and toy model.
Class 1 corresponds to the avoided crossing of λr with crossing of λi. Class 2, 3 and 4 correspond to the avoided crossing of λi

with crossing of λr. Class 5 corresponds to the avoided crossing of λr with crossing of λi.

(a) (b)
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FIG. 4: Some representative eigenvalue trajectories accord-
ing to Table I. Left panels are eigenvalue trajectories obtained
from our BEM simulation. Right panels are eigenvalue trajec-
tories obtained from the toy model Hamiltonian. Both panels
show similar behavior.

avoided crossing occurs, because the EP is a singular
point where the transition between strong and weak in-
teractions occurs [37, 38]. Thus, an avoided crossing of
the real part with the crossing of the imaginary part is
converted into an avoided crossing of the imaginary part
with the crossing of the real part when going across the
EPs and vice versa.

Consequently, we found five representative classes in
both the BEM and toy models, as shown in Fig. 4.
The left panels are the eigenvalue trajectories obtained
from our BEM simulation, whereas the right panels are
the eigenvalue trajectories obtained from the toy model
Hamiltonian for some specific parameters (shown in Ta-

ble I). For the BEM, we obtained the eigenvalues by
scanning the deformation parameter χ in the range of
0.05 ≤ χ ≤ 0.63 at each fixed nin. Note that these two
panels show similar behavior in each class. Five repre-
sentative classes were classified to capture the transition
of avoided crossing. Class 1 corresponds to the avoided
crossing of the real part: (1-a) and (1-c), and the crossing
of the imaginary part: (1-b) and (1-d). On the contrary,
Classes 2,3, and 4 correspond to the avoided crossing of
the imaginary part: (2-b, 3-b, 4-b) and (2-d, 3-d, 4-d),
with the crossing of the real part: (2-a, 3-a, 4-a) and
(2-c, 3-c, 4-c). Finally, Class 5 again corresponds to the
avoided crossing of the real part: (5-a) and (5-c), with the
crossing of the imaginary part: (5-b), (5-d). Importantly,
for the left panels (BEM), a careful examination reveals
that the transitions of avoided crossing occur around two
critical points at χ ' 0.6 and χ ' 0.53, respectively.
These two critical points correspond to the double EPs
(as shown in Fig. 5).

For a deeper understanding of these phenomena, we
present some representative parameters for the succes-
sive transition of avoided crossing in both the microcav-
ity and toy models. Since the refractive index nin only
increases as the class number increases, we can hardly ob-
tain any meaningful information related to the transition
of the avoided crossing in the BEM simulations. How-
ever, various parameters of the toy model can provide
useful physical information. First, these types of transi-
tions can occur when the imaginary part of the complex
coefficient of coupling is larger than the real part of the
complex coefficient of coupling throughout the process.
This condition is essential for maintaining the structure
of the width bifurcation, as shown in Fig. 1(g)). It
should be noted that the key to successive transitions of
the avoided crossings is related to the crossover of the
critical value of βc in the range 0.76 ≤ β ≤ 0.78. In
our examples, the value of βc was approximately 0.765.
Therefore, Class 1 has β less than βc. The value of β
is larger than βc in Class 2, and increases until β = 1
in Class 3. Then, β decreases towards βc in Class 4.
In Class 5, it becomes smaller than βc. Moreover, the
relative magnitude of γi determines the crossover posi-
tion. When γ2 > γ1, crossover occurs at approximately
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α = 0.61, whereas for γ1 > γ2, crossover occurs approxi-
mately α = 0.52.

RIEMANN SURFACES FOR DOUBLE EPS IN
AN OPTICAL MICROCAVITY

Topological structure of Riemann surfaces for
double EPs

We analyzed the successive transitions associated with
the five representative avoided crossings in the range of
0.5 ≤ χ ≤ 0.63 and 2.6 ≤ n ≤ 2.94, and verified the
two critical points around n ' 2.6257, χ = 0.601 and
n ' 2.9036, χ = 0.53. Accordingly, by obtaining the
whole eigenvalue trajectories by scanning the parameter
plane that includes this range, we obtain new topologi-
cal structures of the double EPs. To display the topo-
logical structured of double EPs more clearly, we con-
sider the relative differences ∆λ± from the eigenvalues

λ± with respect to their mean values λAV = λ++λ−
2 in-

stead of the eigenvalue λ±: ∆λ± = λ±−λAV. In this way,
the Riemann surfaces of the real parts are displayed in
Fig. 5(a), whereas those of the imaginary parts are shown
in Fig. 5(b). Double EPs (EP1 and EP2) are located at
(n ' 2.6257, χ = 0.6001) and (n ' 2.9036, χ = 0.5372),
respectively. Moreover, the branch cut of the Riemann
surfaces for the real parts is a curve directly joining these
two EPs, whereas that for the imaginary part is the two
curves in the outward direction to the branch cut of the
Riemann surfaces for real parts. Accordingly, we imme-
diately notice that their topological structures are man-
ifestly different from that of typical Riemann surfaces,
such as f(z) = (z − z0)1/N . It can be argued that the
Riemann surfaces shown in Fig. 5 have topological struc-
tures equivalent to the following function:

f(z) =
√

(z − z1)(z − z2). (7)

First, the derivative of f(z) with respect to z diverges
at z = z1 and z = z2. This guarantees the existence
of two branch points (two EPs) at z = z1 and z = z2.
Furthermore, the encircling EPs, which are schematically
illustrated at the bottom of Fig. 5 validate this argu-
ment. Two cyclic variations around each EP are required
for λr and λi to return to their original values on the
eigenvalue surfaces, as indicated by the purple arrows.
Moreover, a single cyclic variation is required to return
to the original values when considering the loop includ-
ing both branch points (double EPs), as indicated by the
green arrows. These are essential topological features of
complex-valued functions like Eq. (7). Note that both
Fig. 5(a) and 5(b) show these features simultaneously.
However, it should be noted that even though Fig. 5(a)
and 5(b) have different topological structures for each
branch cut, they result in these features equivalently.

When moving around the loop, including the double
EPs (green arrows), Fig. 5(a) and 5(b) reveal different
behaviors to each other. In other words, for the Rie-
mann surfaces shown in Figs. 5(a), the cyclic variations
do not cross any branch cuts throughout the procedure,
resulting in them staying on the same Riemann sheet. By
contrast, for the Riemann surfaces shown in Fig. 5(b),
the cyclic variations go across branch cuts twice through-
out the procedure, i.e., when crossing a branch cut from a
Riemann sheet, it lands on the other Riemann sheet and
then returns to the original Riemann sheet after cross-
ing the other branch cut. The mathematical structure
for describing these double EPs and their branch cuts is
presented in the next subsection.

It is worth mentioning that the similarities between
Fig. 3 and Fig. 5 can be confirmed when the Riemann
surfaces are cut along a curve containing branch cuts in
the parameter space, as indicated by the white solid lines.

Riemann sphere for understanding of topological
structure of double EPs

The Riemann sphere is a mathematical model that de-
scribes an extended complex plane. The extended com-
plex plane comprises a complex plane (C) and a point
at infinity, which is represented by C∞ = C ∪ {∞}.
In this section, we exploit this extended complex plane
(C∞) and Riemann sphere to understand the topolog-
ical structure of double EPs. For this analogy, we
consider an isomorphism between the parameter plane
P = {(n, χ)|n, χ ∈ R} and a complex plane C: P ∼= C de-
fined by (n, χ)7→ n+ιχ. Thus, we can naturally adopt an
extended parameter space to utilize a Riemann sphere:
P∞=P ∪ {∞} ∼= C∞.

As described in Sec. III, we cannot analytically ob-
tain the eigenvalues (λi). However, we can numerically
calculate λi as a function of only two parameters (n, χ).

Accordingly, we can adopt a functional map (λ̂i) from
P∞ to C∞:

λ̂i : P∞ → C∞ (8)

However, we considered only two specific eigenstates
and neglected the other states, but this assumption
is only possible within a restricted parameter plane.
This is because the two specific eigenstates can inter-
act with other eigenstates in other ranges in the pa-
rameter plane. Moreover, infinity cannot be dealt with
in a practical physical system. Therefore, we only per-
formed numerical simulations of the restricted range in
the parameter plane, as shown in Fig. 5, where p =
[nin;1, nin;2] × [χ1, χ2] ⊂ P∞ with nin;1 = 2.6, nin;2 = 3.0
and χ1 = 0.50, χ2 = 0.63, respectively. Thereby, we can
define a restricted map λ̂i|p: p → C with the condition
λ1(n, χ) = λ2(n, χ)) if and only if (n, χ) ∈ {EP1,EP2}.
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FIG. 5: A new topological structure f(z) =
√

(z − z1)(z − z2) of the double EPs in an optical microcavity are displayed in
a parameter plane. (a) Riemann surfaces of real parts of complex eigenvalues. (b) Riemann surfaces of imaginary parts of
complex eigenvalues. The double EPs are located at n ' 2.6257, χ = 0.601, and n ' 2.9036, χ = 0.53, respectively. Encircling
each EP (including the double EPs) are schematically illustrated by purple arrows (green arrows) on the bottom of (a) and
(b). The figures (c) and (d) are intensity plots of eigenfunctions at EP1 and EP2, respectively.
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FIG. 6: A schematic of a Riemann sphere for the branch
cuts of the double EPs in an extended parameter plane. The
branch cut for the Riemann surfaces in Fig. 5(a) is a curve
directly joining two EPs. Two branch cuts for the Riemann
surface in Fig. 5(b) meet at infinity.

In order to address the structures of branch cuts
that can go to infinity, we should extend the restricted
map λ̂i|p to the λ̂i under the certain conditions: (a)

λ̂i((n, χ)=λ̂i|p(n, χ) for all (n, χ) ∈ p; (b) λ̂1(n, χ) =

λ̂2(n, χ)) if and only if (n, χ) ∈ {EP1,EP2}; (c) λ̂i(n =

∞, χ = ∞) < ∞. Under these conditions, our 2 × 2
non-Hermitian Hamiltonian is well defined for the dou-
ble EPs in the extended parameter plane P∞, and can
yield branch cuts at infinity.

We then exploit the Riemann sphere to understand
the topological structure of double EPs by stereographic
projection. Stereographic projection is a smooth and bi-
jection map that projects a sphere onto a plane. In this
study, the Riemann sphere is an embedded manifold in
a parameter R3 space that comprises of (ñ, χ̃, ξ̃). Here, ξ̃
is a dummy axis for building up R3 space. Thus, we can
consider a unit sphere S2 as a Riemann sphere in the pa-
rameter space R3: S2 = {(ñ, χ̃, ξ̃) ∈ R3: ñ2+χ̃2+ ξ̃2 = 1}
and a stereographic projection map Π : S2 → P∞.

The stereographic projection of S2 is performed from
the north pole N̂ = (0, 0, 1) onto the plane ξ̃ = 0 and is
explicitly defined as follows:

Π(ñ, χ̃, ξ̃) =

(
ñ

1− ξ̃
,

χ̃

1− ξ̃

)
(9)

Π−1(n, χ) =

(
2n

ζ
,

2χ

ζ
,
n2 + χ2 − 1

ζ

)
, (10)

where ζ = n2 + χ2 + 1.
It is found that the double EPs were located at (n '

2.6257, χ = 0.6001) and (n ' 2.9036, χ = 0.5372) on

P∞, respectively. Therefore, the double EPs (ẼP1 and

ẼP1) on S2 corresponding to EP1 and EP2 on P∞ are
located at

(
ñ ' 0.7239, χ̃ ' 0.1654, ξ̃ ' 0.8621

)
and(

ñ ' 0.5974, χ̃ ' 0.1105, ξ̃ ' 0.8971
)
, respectively. Ac-
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cordingly, we plotted these four points in Fig. 6.
A branch cut is generally a curve that joins two branch

points. In our case, the red solid curve on S2 is the
branch cut for the Riemann surfaces of λr, which di-
rectly connects the double EPs, and is represented by
a longer curve on P∞ by Π(ñ, χ̃, ξ̃). Furthermore, the
other branch cut for the Riemann surfaces of λi denoted
by blue solid curve are connected indirectly detour the
north pole (N̂). Accordingly, its stereographic projection
onto P∞ reveals features that are quite different from the
stereographic projection of the Riemann surfaces of λr.
When approaching the north pole N̂ , ξ̃ goes to one, mak-
ing both n, χ also go to infinity by Eq. (10). Note that
these two branch cuts on P∞ meet at infinity, as shown
in Fig. 6. Consequently, these two different stereographic
projections onto P∞ explain the two different topological
structures of the Riemann sheet in Fig. 5(a) and (b).

CONCLUSIONS

In this study, we exploited a non-Hermitian coupling
of a non-Hermitian Hamiltonian under the convex com-
bination of real and imaginary parts, and analyzed the
relationship between the optical microcavity and 2 × 2
toy model. When the real part is dominant, the avoided
crossings exhibit Landau–Zener interactions, whereas the
imaginary part is dominant, and the avoided crossings
exhibit a width bifurcation.

We also investigated the successive transitions of the
avoided crossings associated with the width bifurcations
in the microcavity, and compared them to the toy model
under the variation in the complex coefficient in the range
of 0.76 ≤ β ≤ 1 (strong imaginary coupling). Conse-
quently, we identified double EPs on two-level systems
in a single microcavity. The topological structures of the
Riemann surfaces for these double EPs are equivalent to
the form of f(z) = {(z − z1)(z − z2)}1/2, and we ver-
ified their topological structures by exploiting the Rie-
mann sphere and by encircling the EPs. Their topologi-
cal structures are significantly different from the typical
topological structures of Riemann surfaces in the form
of f(z) = (z − z0)1/N . This is because the former has
two singular points at z = z1 and z = z2, whereas the
latter has only one singular point at z = z0, even with
increasing N .

In summary, we implement multiple EPs on two-level
systems in a single microcavity by exploiting the strong
imaginary coupling of a non-Hermitian Hamiltonian. On
the other hand, for the strong real coupling, we require
multi-level systems or composite physical systems. Ac-
cordingly, our work can aid in advancing the physics as-
sociated with EPs and improving performance in applica-
tions. More importantly, our mechanism, which employs
a strong imaginary coupling of a non-Hermitian Hamil-
tonian, can be applicable to any kind of non-Hermitian

system.
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