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Exceptional points (EPs) are degeneracy of non-Hermitian Hamiltonians, at which the eigenvalues,
along with their eigenvectors, coalesce. Their orders are given by the Jordan decomposition. Here,
we focus on higher-order EPs arising in fermionic systems with a sublattice symmetry, which restricts
the eigenvalues of the Hamitlonian to appear in pairs of {E,—E}. Thus, a naive prediction might
lead to only even-order EPs at zero energy. However, we show that odd-order EPs can exist and
exhibit enhanced sensitivity in the behaviour of eigenvector-coalescence in their neighbourhood,
depending on how we approach the degenerate point. The odd-order EPs can be understood as a
mixture of higher- and lower-valued even-order EPs. Such an anomalous behaviour is related to the
irregular topology of the EPs as the subspace of the Hamiltonians in question, which is a unique
feature of the Jordan blocks. The enhanced eigenvector sensitivity can be described by observing
how the quantum distance to the target eigenvector converges to zero. In order to capture the
eigenvector-coalescence, we provide an algebraic method to describe the conditions for the existence
of these EPs. This complements previous studies based on resultants and discriminants, and unveils
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heretofore unexplored structures of higher-order exceptional degeneracy.
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I. Introduction

Exceptional degeneracy is a phenomenon where the
eigenvalues of a matrix cross each other and their eigenvec-
tors collapse simultaneously, losing the linear independence
[1-5]. The simplest example is when two eigenvalues and
their corresponding eigenvectors coalesce, leading to an ex-

for SU(2) 3 ceptional point (EP) of second order. Such singularities can

A. Lowest-order EPs 4 arise in the context of a great variety of physical problems,

B. Highest-order EPs 4 such as dissipative processes captured by non-Hermitian

C. Odd-order EPs 5  Hamiltonians [6-23], and topological phase transitions in

1. Path 1 ¢  chiral Hamiltonians [24, 25]. Their singular behaviour man-

2. Path 2 6 ifests itself in enhanced sensitivity, and thus has potential
applications in detection and sensors [26-32].

. Irregular subspace topology of the EPs 6 An n'f-order exceptional point (EP,,) [33-40] appears

when the Jordan decomposition of the matrix contains an

Lattice realizations and expectations for generic n-dimensional (with n > 1) Jordan block J,,(E) along its

N-values 8 diagonal, at the eigenvalue E. Near an EP3, the dispersion

varies as a square root, viz., §E ~ /|dq|, where |dq| char-

- Summary and outlook 9 acterizes the deviation from the EP in|the| moment|um| space

spanned by the vector q. The derivative of the dispersion

References 10 diverges at the EP, implying that the change in eigenvalue

Exceptional degeneracy under sublattice becomes more .angl more sensitive as we approach the EP.

symmetry 11 Such a sensitivity is further enhanced at a higher-order EP,,

(n > 2), because now an n''-order root sensitivity (i.e.,

Solutions for eigenvectors near an EP 12 OE ~ |6q|'/") can appear in the vicinity of the EP,, for

generic situations [37, 38, 40]. The eigenvalue overlap at

Exceptional degeneracy in the absence of sublattice higher-order EPs can be captured by equations involving

symmetry 13 discriminants [40] or resultants [38]. However, another im-

portant and unique property of an EP, namely the coales-

EP, with quartic-root singularity around it 14 cence of eigenstates, remains elusive under this approach.

Moreover, the space spanned by the exceptional degener-

Lattice realizations for N = 2 through the Yao-Lee acy is not a closed subspace of the parameter space of the

model 15 corresponding matrix [41]. In fact, this space has a finer



topological structure beyond the solutions captured by con-
tinuous functions (such as the discriminants and resultants)
of the matrix.

In this paper, we use an algebraic method to clas-
sify the higher-order EPs according to their eigenvector-
coalescence. We focus on the nature of the higher-order
EPs that can appear in two-dimensional (2d) systems in
the presence of a sublattice symmetry [cf. Fig. 1(a)], and
determine how their eigenstates collapse. The main results
are summarized in Fig. 1(b) and Table I. Remarkably, ac-
cording to our classification, all EP,’s can be categorized
into two types. A regular EP, exhibits a typical n-fold
eigenvector-coalescence, while a mixed-type EP,, can ex-
hibit different eigenvector-coalescence depending on how
our Hamiltonian is approaching it in the parameter space.

The model is implemented by considering N flavours of
fermions, living on a bipartite lattice, whose creation oper-
ators are given by ¢ and ¢§(a € [1, N]). The degrees of
freedom for the two sublattices have been distinguished by
the subscripts 1 and 2. The sublattice symmetry ensures
that the Hamiltonian H obeys P H P = —H [42, 43], with

the operator P acting as c{' i cf and c§ R —c§. Thisis a
very natural condition when the Hamiltonian contains only
hoppings from sublattice 1 to sublattice 2. Examples of
such Hamiltonians include solvable spin liquid models, such
as the Kitaev spin liquid [44] (corresponding to N = 1),
and the Yao-Lee SU(2) spin liquid [45] (corresponding to
N = 3). In Hermitian systems, the sublattice symmetry
can be viewed as the product of time-reversal transforma-
tion and particle-hole transformation of fermions, which
translates to a chiral symmetry [42]. In the momentum
space, a generic non-Hermitian Hamiltonian with the sub-
lattice symmetry can be brought to the block off-diagonal

form:
H(Q) = (—i :é)/(q) iBO(q)) , (1)

where B and B’ are N x N matrices. In order to demon-
strate our results in closed analytical forms, we will focus
on the N = 2 case, where the system can be described by
4 x 4 matrices.

We will characterize our EPs based on the nilpotency of
Jordan blocks in the generalized eigenspace. To explain the
terminologies, let us consider the example of an EP3. Near
an EP3, we have a three-dimensional Jordan block, and the
Hamiltonian can be expressed as

V H(q.) V™! = diag{J3(E,), Fs, E3, ...}

E, 1 0 0 0
0 Efk 1 0 0
0 0 E; 0 0 .
=lo 0 0 E, 0 ...|, (2
0 0 0 0 Ej
0 0

where E; is a three-fold degenerate eigenvalue with only
one linearly independent eigenvector proportional to e; =
V (1,0, ...)T. The generalized eigenspace Lp, of E; in-
cludes two other vectors, viz., e; = V (0, 1, 0, ...)T, and

e3=V(0,0,1,0,...)7, such that (H — E) is nilpotent in
Lg,. In other words, (H — E1)e3 = eq, (H — E1) ey = e,
and (H — E1)e; = 0. Intuitively, this EP3 is interpreted
as the singular point where the three eigenvectors of Ej
collapse into one. According to the Jordan decomposition,
we denote the point q = q. as a simple EPg, if all the Jor-
dan blocks belonging to the other eigenvalues Fs, Ej3, ...
are trivial (i.e., one-dimensional). If the Hamiltonian has
more than one eigenvalue whose Jordan block is nontriv-
ial (i.e., has dimension greater than unity), we denote the
point q = q4 as a compound EP.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we discuss
the sublattice symmetry and the nature of the EPs, which
is the main result of this paper. Sec. III focusses on the
properties of various types of EPs and the analytical solu-
tions of eigenvectors in their neighbourhoods. In Sec. IV,
we use a quantum distance to characterize the eigenvector
folding near an EP, and explain the enhanced eigenvec-
tor sensitivity in terms of the unique subspace topology for
non-Hermitian matrices. Sec. V deals with some explicit re-
alizations of the systems discussed, and also touches upon
the predictions for generic N-values. We conclude with a
summary and outlook in Sec. VI. Appendices A-FE show
the details of the mathematical derivations of various re-
sults mentioned in the main text.

II. Sublattice symmetry and the EP parameter space

The sublattice symmetry makes the characteristic poly-
nomial of the Hamiltonian even in the eigenvalue E, as cap-
tured by the relation det(E — H) = det[P(E — H) P] =
det(FE + H), where we use the fact that the dimension of
H is even. The eigenvalues of H thus always come in pairs
of {E,—E}. A natural choice of basis under the sublattice
symmetry is to group the upper and lower components of
the eigenstates as ¢ and y, respectively. With this choice,
the eigenvalue problem is reduced to the following equa-
tions:

E*v(q) = B(q) - B'(q)¥(q), Ex(q) = —iB'(q)¥(q),
E?x(q) =B'(q) - B(q) x(q), E¢¥(q) =iB(q) x(q). (3)

The above indicates that if (7, x7)7 is an eigenvector for
the eigenvalue E, (7, —xT)T is an eigenvector for —E.
Besides eigenvalues, the sublattice symmetry also imposes
the constraint that nondegenerate eigenvectors should ap-
pear in pairs.

The above pairing relation for eigenvectors at £ and —F
also applies to generalized eigenvectors, which include other
linearly independent vectors in the generalized eigenspaces
Lp and L_g, apart from the eigenvectors. If we take two
generalized eigenvectors (1, x1) and (¢2, x2), correspond-
ing to an eigenvalue E having a nontrivial Jordan block,
then (H — E) (v3 3T = (T, xT)T is also in the gen-
eralized eigenspace of E. By applying P to this equation,
one can verify that (H + E) (—¢1, xD)T = (T, —x1)T.
erate the generalized eigenspace Lpg, the eigenvectors
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(a) Decorated honeycomb lattice model of fermions with N = 3 flavours [45], also dubbed as the “Yao-Lee” model (see

Appendix E). The system has a sublattice symmetry when only nearest-neighbour hoppings are included in the Hamiltonian. The
fermions are labelled by their sublattice indices A and B, together with their flavour index a € {1, 2,3} on each sublattice site. (b)
The coalescence of eigenvectors for a four-band model near a regular EP3 (blue oval disc) and a mixed-type EP3 (red oval disc).
Near the regular EP3, three eigenvectors out of the four are collapsing to a single eigenvector at the EP. Near the mixed-type EP3,
how the eigenvectors coalesce strongly depends on the path chosen to approach the EP. There can be two-fold, three-fold, and
four-fold eigenvector-coalescence for the three different paths indicated by the dash-dotted, solid, and dashed lines, respectively.
When sublattice symmetry is imposed, the three-fold eigenvector-coalescence is forbidden.

{(%T, _X?)Ta (_d]g» Xg)Ta (7/13Ta _Xg)Ta e } generate
the generalized eigenspace L£_g.

According to the above analysis, the degeneracy of the
system should be distinguished depending on whether it
involves a zero or nonzero eigenvalue F as follows:

(1) If all the eigenvalues are nonzero (i.e., E # 0), the
lower component is linearly related to the upper compo-
nent as y = —i B’(q) ¥(q)/E. The problem is then entirely
determined by the 2 x 2 matrix B(q) - B'(q). If E is an
eigenvalue where two eigenvectors coalesce at the momen-
tum q = q,, then —F shows an identical behaviour. Hence,
the exceptional degeneracy for E # 0 must be a compound
EP, always appearing as a doublet of EP5’s.

(2) If E = 0 is an eigenvalue with algebraic multiplicity
[, the corresponding eigenvector is obtained from the ker-
nels of the two matrices, i.e., those ¥ and x which satisfy
B(q) x = 0 and B’(q) ¥ = 0. The eigenvectors are given
by (¥7,0)T and (0,x?)T. Assuming that the numbers of
solutions to the two equations are dim(ker B) = m and
dim(ker B’) = n, respectively, we can construct (m + n)
distinct eigenvectors. Hence, the order of the EP can range
from 2 to ({+1—m —n).

From the two possible cases, we find that the £ = 0
situation gives us the richest EP structure, and hence, this
will be the focus of the rest of this paper. Denoting the
eigenvalues of B(q) - B’(q) for N = 2 as A, the dispersion
can be generically written as A ~ |dq| or A ~ [6q|*/?, in
the vicinity of the EP, where dq = q — q.. According to
Eq. (3), the dispersion then takes the form E ~ |6q|'/? or
E ~ |6g|'/4.

After defining the model, our goal is to work out the
Hamiltonian along with the eigenvectors at £ = 0, as well
as the nontrivial generalized eigenspace Ly. At an n'P-
order EP, a series of vectors {eg, e1, ea, ..., e,} satisfies
the chain equations H e; = e;_1, with ey denoting the null

vector and e; the eigenvector (for E = 0). When there
is no symmetry, the corresponding parameter space of the
Hamiltonian, denoted by £P,,, can be figured out easily us-
ing the standard methods [41] (cf. Appendix C). However,
in the presence of sublattice symmetry, employing the stan-
dard formalism usually becomes complicated, because it is
difficult to find out all the matrices that commute with
both the Jordan decomposition and the symmetry trans-
formation. To avoid this issue, we instead employ the de-
composition of each eigenstate as e; = ( jT, XJT)T, such
that the condition for the existence of a higher-order EP
simplifies to (i B x;, —i B’ 1) = (¢;_1, xj—1). As we have
already shown that e; is related to the kernels of B and
B’, the chain equations can be solved step by step. The
condition for the existence of an EP requires a series of
relations between the images {im(B), im(B’)} and the ker-
nels {ker(B), ker(B’)}. From these algebraic relations, we
can explicitly work out £P,,. The results are summarized in
Table I (with the derivation shown in Appendix A). We can
clearly infer that the results in Table I cannot be obtained
from solutions of some simple continuous equations derived
from the Hamiltonian. Hence, a non-Hermitian system ex-
hibits a much richer structure for degeneracies, compared
to a Hermitian degeneracy, as observed in the case of no
symmetry [41].

ITI. The eigenvector structures of different types of

EPs for SU(2)

In the following subsections, we discuss the properties of
various possible EP,,’s in great detail, especially focussing
on the analytic solutions for the eigenvectors. The sys-
tem with N > 2 can host both EP5’s and higher-order
EPs, which we discuss below on a case-by-case basis for



Different types of EPs for N =2

SU(2) doublet of EP3 EP4

EP3

B=0, B «I

dim(ker B) + dim(ker B") = 1,
ker(BB’) = im(BB’)

dim(ker B) = dim(ker B) = 1,
im (B’) = ker(B), im (B) # ker(B')

H(q.) = diag{J2(0), J2(0)}

H(q.) = Ja(0)

H(q.) = diag{J3(0),0}

00y _, (v o
B= B =
00 0 b

/ /

! b2 , when B = 00
b3 0 0 b4
! b,2 , when B = 0 b2
0 by 00

B_ P1U1 P1u2
P2 U1 P2 U2
B — U2 plz —Uu2 p/1

/ /
—Uirpz U1p1

TABLE I. Explanation of the conditions for the existence of different types of EPs when N = 2. The forms of the matrices B and
B’ at the degenerate point q = q. are shown. Since there is an obvious symmetry under the exchange B <+ B’, every case displayed
in the table has a B <> B’ partner. The parameters in the bottom row need to further satisfy (1) b' # 0 in the first column; (2)
det(B’) # 0 and B # 0 in the second column; (3) |u1|? + |uz|> # 0, |p1|> + |p2|> # 0, |pi|* + |p5|*> # 0, and p} p2 — php1 # 0 in the

third column.

N = 2. We denote the location of an EP by q = qx,
and use 6q = q — q. to parametrize the momentum co-
ordinates in the vicinity of this point. The angle between
6q and the g,-axis is denoted as 6. In other words, near
the degenerate point, we parametrize the momentum by
0q = [6q| (cos@x +sinfy). The real parts of the eigenval-
ues around various kinds of EPs are shown schematically in
Fig. 2. The explicit derivations for the eigenvectors of the
higher-order EPs have been worked out in Appendix B.

A. Lowest-order EPs

EPy’s are obtained where there is an SU(2) symmetry
relating the two flavours of fermions. Hence, there must
be a 2 x 2 sub-Hamiltonian that describes a single fermion
flavour, and is similar to a 2d Jordan block at the EP. The
full Hamiltonian in Eq. (1) at q = q. is therefore similar
to a matrix with two J3(0) Jordan blocks in the diagonal:
V H(q.) V~! = diag{J2(0), J2(0)}. On the other hand, the
SU(2) symmetry among the two fermion flavours requires
the off-diagonal blocks, B(q) and B’(q), to be proportional
to the identity matrix. Hence, at @ = q., B(q«) = 0 (also
see the first column of Table I). This is a doublet of EPy’s
and, to leading powers in dq, the off-diagonal matrices can
then be approximated as

B(q) ~v(0) |0q| 12,

where c is a constant. Without any loss of generality, we
can parametrize v(#) = v, cos 0 +iv, sinf 1, with v, and v,
being its real and imaginary parts, respectively. The eigen-
values of the resulting Hamiltonian are ++/cv(6) |dq|, each

—iB’(q) =~ cly, (4)

! One can perform a linear coordinate transformation (dgz, 6qy) —
(843, 6qy), such that B(q) — B(q’) ~ 1> ® v’ §¢’ is holomorphic in
the complex coordinate defined as d¢’ = dq;, + i dqy,.

having a two-fold degeneracy. The four eigenvectors around
a doublet of EPy’s are given by (&+/]q|/v(0), 0, 1, 0)T
and (0, £1/]0q|/v(#), 0, 1,)T.  They coalesce into two
linearly-independent vectors as |dq| — 0. This serves as a
typical example of a compound EP, with two EP5’s appear-
ing at dq = 0, because each fermion flavour corresponds to
a 2d Jordan block at q = q..

B. Highest-order EPs

The system supports higher-order EPs once we couple
the two different fermion flavours together, and break the
SU(2) symmetry. EP4’s are the highest-order EPs that can
appear, because we have a four-band system.

Because of the sublattice symmetry, the eigenvalues come
in pairs of {E, —E} — this implies that the EP4 can only
appear at £ = 0. Since we require all the eigenvectors
to collapse into one at the EP4, with £ = 0 being a four-
fold degenerate eigenvalue, this brings about several restric-
tions. First of all, A = 0 must be a two-fold degenerate
eigenvalue of the 2 x 2 matrix B(q.) - B’(q«). Secondly,
this matrix product can have only one linearly indepen-
dent eigenvector. Following the discussion in Sec. II, the
zero-energy eigenvectors of the Hamiltonian are given by
the kernels of B and B’. The single-eigenvector condi-
tion thus requires that the total dimension of the kernels,
dim[ker B(q.)] + dim[ker B(q.)], be equal to 1. Without
any loss of generality, we can assume dim[ker B(q.)] = 1
and dim[ker B'(q.)] = 0. If we denote the zero-energy
eigenstate of B(q.) as x1, the four-dimensional generalized
eigenspace Ly of H(q.) has the first vector e; proportional
to (0, xT)T. The details of sorting out this generalized
eigenspace have been explained in Appendix A.

The EP,; Hamiltonian at q, is similar to a four-
dimensional Jordan block, i.e., V H(q.) V=t = J4(0). We
present a concrete example, which follows the forms shown
in the second column of Table I, by turning on the minimal



number of non-Hermitian hoppings. To leading power in
|0al,

v1(0) [0q] ba
B(q. + dq) ~
0 v4(0) |0q|
¥, 0

B'(q. + §q) =~ (5)

vs(0) [6al b}

where b; and b; are constants, and v;(6) and v() are func-
tions of the angle arg(dg, + idqy,). More precisely, we as-
sume that these parameters contain O(|dq|) corrections, so
that we do not lose crucial terms when expanding our eigen-
values and eigenvectors in powers of |dq|. Using Eq. (3), the
eigenvalues and the eigenstates are given by (more details
can be found in Appendix B)

E = 0(+/]6q])

and ¢ = (O(15a]"%), O(J5al*"), 1. O(5al)) ", (6)

respectively. The eigenvalues vanish as +/|dq| [cf.
Fig. 2(b)], while the four eigenvectors converge to

(0,0, 1, O)T, right at the EP. Although the dispersions scale
as square roots (rather than quartic roots) around the EPy,
the typical behaviour of an EP,4 involving the eigenvector-
coalescence into a single one is observed.

We would like to emphasize that the EP4 here does not
exhibit a quartic-root dispersion. This is expected as an
EP,, can exhibit arbitrary m*"-order root singularity, where
m < n [33, 40], or even dispersions that cannot be expressed
as root functions [46]. In Appendix D, we show an example
where a singularity in the form of a root of quartic order is
realized in our four-band sublattice-symmetric system.

C. Odd-order EPs

As we have shown in Sec. II, the sublattice symmetry
requires the dispersion near an EP at £ = 0 to scale as
§E ~ |0q)"/®P)| with p € Z*. In addition, the sublattice
symmetry also restricts the ways in which E # 0 eigen-
vectors coalesce. These conditions seem to obstruct an
odd-order EP. However, through an explicit construction
of an EP3 for the N = 2 four-band model, we will show
that a somewhat anomalous EP3 can exist. Although the
generic case is expected to exhibit a cube-root dispersion
around the singularity, a sublattice symmetry forces it to
have a square-root-dispersion [37], which is indeed found to
be the case here. We also find that the way the eigenvec-
tors coalesce with one another depends on the path chosen
to approach the EP3 (while a regular EP3 has three eigen-
vectors collapsing together for any path). The EP3 here is
anomalous and different from the usual scenarios.

Because of the sublattice symmetry, a zero eigenvalue
can appear only with an even algebraic multiplicity. Hence,
for the N = 2 case, the existence of an EP3 with £ = 0
requires that its algebraic multiplicity must be four. The

RelE]
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Re[E]

qx

(c)

FIG. 2. Real parts of the eigenvalues E for the cases of different
types EPs when N = 2: (a) Re[FE] for a doublet of EP5’s, where
each eigenvalue is doubly degenerate. (b) Re[E] for an EPjy,
where all different energy eigenvalues coalesce at one singular
point. (c¢) Re[E] for an EP3, for which the eigenvectors are
sensitive to how the point of singularity is approached in the
Brillouin zone. We choose the EP to be anisotropic. The scaling
of F around the EP can take different forms along different
directions.

degenerate point is thus an EP3 plus an accidental zero-
energy eigenstate. According to our symmetry analysis, the
total dimension of the kernels for B(q.) and B(q.) is m +
n=2. If m =2 and n = 0, the matrix B(q.) is identically
zero, and B’(q.) can be brought to a diagonal matrix via
a transformation matrix V. Applying the transformation
matrix diag(V, V) to H(q,) then brings it explicitly to a
form similar to Eq. (4). Hence, either (m = 2, n = 0) or
(m = 0,n = 2) gives a doublet of EPy’s. An EP3 can
emerge only when m =n = 1.

Now we look at a specific example. According to Table I,
an EP3 appears when V H(q.)V~! = diag{.J3(0),0}, and

0 b b bl
Ba)=| |, B@)=|"'"7]. @
00 0 0

There are two linearly independent eigenvectors at £ = 0,
which are proportional to e; = (0,0, 1, O)T and ey =
(b, =¥y, 0, 0)", proving that it is not an EP4. From the
Jordan decomposition, we find that e; belongs to a general-
ized eigenspace of dimension three, such that e; = H(q,) é3
and &, = H(qy)és, with é& = (1/b), 0,0, 0)" and é;3 =
(0, 0,0, 1/(by b,))". Hence, this is an EP3 accidentally co-
inciding with a zero-energy eigenvector.

To investigate how the symmetry constraints play out in
this case, we explicitly show how the eigenvectors behave
in the vicinity of this EP3. As the sublattice symmetry
forbids the three eigenvectors folding together, they show
an anomalous behaviour, which is in-between the coasles-
cence features of the eigenvectors of EPy and EP4. This



is the reason why the eigenvector-coalescence depends on
the path chosen while approaching q.. Whenever an EP
is anisotropic [47], the eigenvectors indeed exhibit an en-
hanced path-dependent sensitivity.

1. Path 1

We approach the EP along the g,-direction (i.e., ¢, =0
along this path), assuming that all deviations are linear, in
which case the expansion looks like

v1(0) [0¢q| ba

v3(0) [0gz| v4(0) [6¢|
by by

v3(0) [0gz| v4(0) [6g|

B(q« + 6q, ) ~

B/(Q* +0q, &) ~

As before, we implicitly assume that the variables {b;, b’}
and {v;(0 ) v5(0)} can contain O(|dg.|) corrections. The
product

B/(q* +9q. 5&) : B(q* + 0qx 5&)

[0 v1(0) + b5 v3(0)] [6. | by b
[02(0) v5(0) + v3(0) v4(0)] [dga|* b2 v5(0) |dga]

(3)]. The two
(|5qm|), while
its two eigenvectors approach (1,0)7 as (1, O(|6gz|))” (the
intermediate steps are shown in Appendlx B). Hence, the
deviation in dispersion scales as 0E ~ /|dg;|. Since the
upper component is given by ¢ = iBx/E, it vanishes as

(0B, 0(V/al))

vectors coalesce to e; = (0, 0, 1, 0)T at q = q.. In compar-
ison, there is no eigenvector converging to the eigenvector
es at q,. Although this EP is of order three, its singularity
behaviour along the ¢,-path is similar to a typical EP,.

determines the eigenvalue E? and y [cf. Eq.
eigenvalues of the above matrix vanish as

Therefore, all the four eigen-

2. Path 2

The eigenvectors exhibit a typical EPy behaviour if v5(6)
and v} (6) vanish for some angle §, which can be obtained
by imposing an additional symmetry to these parameters.
For convenience, we choose the direction of approach to
the EP in this case to be along the g,-direction, and set
vh(w/2) = vj(n/2) = 0. The off-diagonal matrices take the
forms:

A v1(7/2) |6gy| b
B(a. +0q,9y) ~ v
v3(m/2) |6gy| va(m/2) |6gy]
A b b
B'a.+og,9)=| ' ], (10)
75 |0qy|® 75 10y]

and their product is given by

B'(q. + 0¢, 9) - B(q« + dqy, §)

[ Bhon(m/2) + 05 vs(m/2)] |0gy | b2 b (1)
[01(7/2) 1% + vs(m/2) 4] [y ° b2 75 [dgy |2

One of its eigenvalues of the product matrix vanishes as
A1 = O(|dqy|), while the other vanishes as Aa = O(|dgy|?)
(the derivations are shown in Appendix B). Note that
this gives a different scaling for the dispersion around
the EP, compared to the Path 1. The two eigenvec-
tors of B’ - B behave as x1 ~ (1, O(|6¢,|?))T and x2 =~
(1, (9(|5qy|))T, respectively. The corresponding upper com-
ponents (obtained from the relations ¢, = i B x,/F, with

T
a € {1,2}) thus scale as 1)1 ~ ((’)(«/|5qy|),(9(«/|5qy|)>
and 1y ~ (O(1),0(1))7, respectively. In this situation,
the two eigenvectors (+4{,xT) converge to el, while the
other two eigenvectors (£¢2, x2') go to two other linearly-
independent vectors, which we denote as eg and el. Hence,
along this path, the eigenvectors behave as a single eigen-
vector of an EP, plus two linearly-independent accidental
zero-energy eigenvectors.

IV. Irregular subspace topology of the EPs

In this section, we will formulate a way to quantitatively
characterize the overlap of eigenvectors, following which we
will illustrate the origin of the anomalous behaviour of the
odd-order EPs under sublattice symmetry. The conclusion
that comes out of this set-up is that eigenvector-coalescence
is not actually a point-like property of the EP itself, but it
depends on how the Hamiltonian looks like in its neighbor-
hood. In fact, we will see that for our example of N = 2,
the EP3 under sublattice symmetry can in fact be under-
stood as the point at which the parameter spaces of EP4
and EP5 intersect. This feature comes from the subspace
topology of EP,,, as a subspace of all 4 x 4 matrices My(C).

When analyzing the coalescence of eigenvectors, it can be
ambiguous if we directly compare them, because eigenvec-
tors are equivalent upto phases. In order to characterize
unambiguously how the states coalesce near regular EPs
and mixed-type EPs, it is most convenient to introduce the
quantum distance D [48], such that

D?(u,u/) = inf [|ue'® —u P
{a,B}€R
=22 {u|u)|. (12)

Clearly, D?(u,u') is invariant under U(1) x U(1) transfor-
mations, i.e., under the change of the phases of uw and /'
Here the states are normalized as (u|u) = (v’ |uv') =1, and
[| - ]| is the usual norm 4/(:|-) of a quantum state. Using
u’ to denote the eigenvectors at the EP at q = qx, and
u to denote the states away from q., D is a function of
(q—q.). D? is positive-definite, and vanishes only when u
and u’ differ by a phase (i.e., when v and «’ denote the same
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FIG. 3. Square of the quantum distance (D2) describing how eigenstates coalesce into those at the exceptional points of different
orders: (a) D?*(u;,e1) goes to zero at the EP4 for all i € [1,4]. (b) Approaching the EP3 along the Path 1 of Sec. IIIC (with ¢, = 0),
for all 4 € [1,4] D?(u,e1) goes to zero, while D?(u;, e2) goes to some nonzero values. (c) When one approaches the EP3 along the
Path 2 of Sec. IITC (with g, = 0), D*(u1,e1) and D?(uz,e1) go to zero, while D*(us, e;) and D?(us,e;) remain nonzero for both

j=12.

quantum state). Hence, D?(u,e;) can be used to describe
unambiguously how the eigenvectors are approaching their
target eigenvectors at the EP.

Since the eigenstates e;’s at the EP (i.e., at E = 0) are
invariant under the sublattice symmetry, the two nondegen-
erate eigenstates (£, x), related by the sublattice symme-
try, have the same D? value with e;. In Fig. 3, we show
how the eigenvectors approach the ones at the EPs, as q
approaches q,. In all the cases, the four nondegenerate
states fall into two classes: each corresponding to a sublat-
tice symmetry-related pair. Let us denote the two pairs of
eigenvectors as {u1,us} and {us,us}. For the EPy, D? is
computed from e; (which is the sole linearly-independent
eigenvector right at the EP) and each of the four nondegen-
erate eigenvectors, and it goes to zero as we approach the
EP,. However, things are more complicated for the EPj3,
and in fact the behaviour of D? corroborates the results
obtained in Sec. III C. Approaching the EP along the Path
1 of Sec. IIIC (with ¢, = 0), for all i € [1,4], D*(u;,e1)
goes to zero, while D?(u;, e2) remains nonvanishing. On
the other hand, if one approaches the EP along the Path 2
(with g, = 0), D?(u1,e1) and D?(uz,e1) go to zero, while
D?(ug,ej) and D?(us,e;) remain nonzero for both j = 1
and j = 2.

The anomalous behaviour of the eigenvectors near the
EP3 can be explained by its mixed nature. This is a very
special property of a Jordan decomposition when the di-
agonal of a Jordan block coincides with some other eigen-
value(s). An EP with such a Jordan block is qualitatively
different from an EP whose Jordan block has a nonzero
gap with other eigenvalues. We denote the latter as regu-
lar EPs. The space £P3 comprises two sets, namely, the
set U7 of regular EP3 and the set Us of mixed-nature EPj5.

To illustrate the possible structures around an EP3, we
consider a 4 x 4 matrix M with no particular symme-
try. Such a matrix has a 16 (complex) dimensional pa-
rameter space My(C). The most common matrices in
this space are those which are the non-singular ones fea-
turing nondegenerate eigenvalues. The EPs are repre-

sented by matrices with singularity, and they form lower-
dimensional subspaces of M4(C). The dimension of the
parameter space EP,, decreases as n becomes larger (see
Appendix C). For an EPj3 with Jordan decomposition
M|EP3 = diag{J5(0), 0}, one can easily verify that, within

EPs, there is a sequence of points whose limit is M | EP,

0100
lim | M(e)|p. = R = M|,
0 * looeo :
I 000 2
0100
e (13)
0000
0000

This implies that, in any neighbourhood of M |EP3, we
can always find points belonging to £P5. In particular,
when the matrices representing nondegenerate eigenvalues
are close enough to the matrices representing EPs’s, two
of the four eigenvectors of our non-Hermitian Hamiltonian
should also come close to each other (see Fig. 4).

In addition to the above limit, we can find another limit
by tuning the parameters of the matrix containing the Jor-
dan block of the EP3, such that the EP3 of M|EP3 is now
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FIG. 4. Schematic depiction of the location of a mixed-type EP3 in the parameter space of a non-Hermitian matrix. The white
(uncoloured) region in the parameter space represents matrices with nondegenerate eigenvalues. They are dense and their parameter
space has the highest dimensionality. In the absence of any symmetry, the dimension of the £EP,, space decreases as n increases. The
mixed-type EP3 appears as the intersection point of the £P2 (light blue cube), EP3 (gray surface), and EP4 (green line). When the
sublattice symmetry is imposed, the regular EP3 surface (gray region) is forbidden, and the mixed-type EP3 can be approached only
via the neighbourhood of either £P4 (dotted line) or £P2 (dashed line). This leads to two different ways of eigenvector-coalescence,
which are shown by the collapse of directed arrows against “Path ¢,” and “Path ¢,” (corresponding to Path I and Path 2 of

Sec. IIT C, respectively).

a limiting point of an £P,. This can be seen from

[ 0100
lim | M(e)|yp, = 0010 € EPy| = M|,
=0 ‘ 000 ¢ :
I 0000
0100
= 0010 e Uy CEPs. (14)
0000
0000

This result is much more counter-intuitive than the coin-
cidence with the EP5 case, because £P4 has a lower di-

mension than £P3, and the region M(e)|Ep4 in the neigh-

bourhood of M ’EPS is usually very small. However, the
neighbourhood of £P4 comprising all matrices represent-
ing nondegenerate eigenvalues is not small. These matri-
ces then can have a large overlap with the nondegenerate
neighbourhood of M |EP3. As a result, all paths through

this intersecting region will show a behaviour characteris-
tic of a four-fold eigenvector-coalescence.

The arguments above show that a mixed-type EP can
appear as a common limit point of lower- and higher-order
EPs, which implies that such an exceptional degeneracy
cannot form a closed subspace in My (C) by simply combin-
ing certain higher-order EPs. This anomalous behaviour of
the odd-order EPs is absent in Hermitian systems. In the
parameter space of a Hermitian matrix Hyerm, if we de-
note the space with an n-fold degenerate eigenvalue E as
HD,,(E), the space Up>mHD,(E) is given by the zeros of
the resultants (R) or discriminants (D), i.e., by R(E) =0

[38] or D[Hnerm(E)] = 0 [40]. These equations involve con-
tinuous functions in M,(C), and hence their solutions con-
stitute a closed subspace of My(C). This means that the
limit of a series Hermitian degeneracy HD,, can only end in
some HD,, (m >n). As a result, only higher-order degen-
eracy can be the limit of a lower-order degeneracy, but not
the other way around. Therefore, for Hermitian matrices,
there is no mixed-type degeneracy.

In summary, the enhanced eigenvector sensitivity can be
understood intuitively in the following way (see also Fig. 4).
The different directions of approaching q, in the Brillouin
zone can be mapped to approaching the EP3 through dif-
ferent tracks in the space of matrices representing nonde-
generate eigenvalues. Due to the sublattice symmetry, it is
forbidden to approach the EP3 through the neighbourhood
of the matrices representing a regular EP3. Consequently,
the sublattice symmetry-restricted EP3 can only be reached
through the neighbourhoods of £P5 and EP4. Of course in
those neighbourhoods, either two or four eigenvectors coa-
lesce together, leading to the anomalous behaviour of the
eigenvectors of the EPj.

V. Lattice realizations and expectations for generic
N-values

Examples of fermionic Hamiltonians with sublattice sym-
metry include solvable spin liquid models, such as the Ki-
taev spin liquid [12, 17, 44] (corresponding to N = 1),
and the Yao-Lee SU(2) spin liquid [45] (corresponding to
N = 3). The N = 2 model studied in this paper can
be embedded in the Yao-Lee model. There, the low-energy
physics is described by N = 3 flavours of Majorana fermion
operators, with the Hamiltonian consisting of only nearest-
neighbour hoppings amongst fermions of the same flavour.



In order to produce the higher-order degeneracies discussed
in this paper, we need to introduce terms which couple dif-
ferent flavours [thus breaking the SU(N) symmetry] — these
can be generated by terms 0,,; 7’ 7} 0g,; (With i # j) in
terms of the original spin operators. The details have been
outlined in Appendix E.

Setting N = 3, one can get EPs up to sixth order, which
is then expected to display a richer eigenvector sensitivity.
For this case, an EP5 can exist where a five-dimensional
Jordan block becomes degenerate with another band. Near
this EPj5, the coalescence of eigenvectors can be four-fold
or six-fold. Moreover, since two-fold coalescence is also
permitted by the sublattice symmetry, there exists paths
along which the eigenvectors collapse like they do in the
vicinity of an EP5. Consequently, such an EP5 has a higher
degree of eigenvector sensitivity, making it possible to have
more knobs to tune quantum states.

For a generic value of N, in order to obtain an N-fold
compound EPs, or a highest-order simple EP5y, the alge-
braic conditions are simply obtained by replacing the ex-
pressions for N = 2 by the appropriate N-value. More
specifically, the N-fold EPy is SU(N)-invariant, and is
obtained by choosing B as a diagonal matrix vanishing
at q.«, while B’(q.) remains nonzero. As for EPsy, we
need dim(ker B) + dim(ker B’) = 1 for generic N as well.
Additionally, in order to ensure that all the 2V linearly-
independent eigenvectors coalesce to a single one, we need
to impose the condition B - B’ ~ Jon(0), which can alter-
natively be represented as ker(B - B’)™ = im(B - B’)2V-—™
(with 0 < m < 2N). For EPs with orders between 2 and
2N, the analysis becomes more complicated. Mixed-type
odd-order EPs will exist at £ = 0, analogous to the EP3
of the N = 2 case that we have explicitly studied. Al-
though the dimensions of the kernels can be worked out
in a way similar to that shown in Table I, the image and
kernel relations need to be figured out on a case-by-case ba-
sis, and closed-form expressions for the eigenvectors might
involve extremely complicated calculations. Nevertheless,
the generic topological relations between higher-order EPs
remain valid.

VI. Summary and outlook

In this paper, we have explored the emergence of higher-
order EPs in two-dimensional four-band non-Hermitian sys-
tems, with a sublattice symmetry. Such systems are rele-
vant to non-Hermitian extensions of solvable spin liquid
models. The sublattice symmetry forces the eigenvalues
to appear in pairs of {E, —F}, and the dispersion around
an EP is restricted to be an even root of the deviation in
the momentum space. We have explicitly computed how
the eigenvectors collapse at an EP, and found an anoma-
lous behaviour for odd-order EPs. Based on the analytical
solvability of a four-band system, we have shown that the
collapse of the eigenvectors depends on the specific path of
approaching an EP3. The behaviour is anomalous in the
sense that it is in contradiction with the intuition that n

eigenvectors always coalesce together at an EP,. In fact,
the number of collapsing eigenvectors for a mixed-type odd-
order EP is an even number smaller or greater than n,
which is caused by the presence of the sublattice symmetry.
Intuitively, this unconventional feature can be understood
from the fact that there is a restriction in the parameter
space of EP3 due to the sublattice symmetry, and this un-
usual EP3 can be approached only via the neighbourhoods
of EPy’s and EPy’s.

Using the notion of a quantum distance, we have further
explored the behaviour of the eigenvectors near the mixed-
type EP3. We have found that the eigenvectors do not
necessarily converge to those of a regular EP3, especially
when we are approaching it from a neighbourhood of EPs.
The quantum distance to the eigenvectors at the mixed-
type EP3 can change abruptly if we slightly perturb the
approaching process. It is already known that the non-
unitary evolution under a non-Hermitian Hamiltonian leads
to a shorter quantum distance [49, 50], which can play a role
in state preparation. Hence, we expect that the anomalous
behaviour near higher-order EPs will significantly enhance
this effect, and lead to novel applications exploiting the
features we have discovered through our analysis.

The enhanced eigenvector sensitivity for the mixed-type
EP3s is a reminiscence of generic counter-intuitive features
specific to non-Hermitian systems (i.e., these are absent in
the corresponding Hermitian counterparts). A very well-
known example is the non-Hermitian skin effect [51-59],
where a very small change in the boundary conditions
brings about remarkable modifications to the spectrum.
The mixed nature of the odd-order EPs also generalizes
the notion of the recently-studied non-defective EPs [60],
where a Hermitian degeneracy mixes with the usual EP5.

A promising future research direction is to explore analo-
gous unconventional EPs in three-dimensional systems with
appropriate symmetry constraints. The extended dimen-
sionality is expected to provide a richer parameter space
for the characterization of generic EPs [61]. Another sig-
nificant direction is to investigate the role of the higher-
order EPs, especially the odd-order ones with anomalous
behaviour, in designing non-Hermitian topological sensors
[32]. Due to higher-order singular behaviour near a regu-
larly behaved higher-order EP, the sensors based on such
EPs are expected to show greater sensitivity than an EPs,
and the existence of mixed-type EPs may enable us to tune
the sensitivity by tuning the parameter space [62].
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A. Exceptional degeneracy under sublattice
symmetry

When a symmetry is imposed, the standard method for
obtaining the EP parameter space (see Appendix C) can
be very complicated to employ in practice. Therefore, we
adopt a more direct way to find the EP parameter space
under sublattice symmetry, which employs the algebraic
connections between B and B’ as linear transformation op-
erators. In this appendix, we demonstrate this method for
the N = 2 case, where we can obtain closed-form expres-
sions. We use C* to represent the set of all complex num-
bers z # 0. We also introduce the notation 7, to denote
the set of nondegenerate matrices commuting with the Jor-
dan block J,. In fact, 7, is given by all upper-triangular
translational-invariant matrices [41] 2.

To get the SU(2)-invariant doublet of EP3’s, the Hamil-
tonian is determined by B or B’ with a second-order EP.
Hence, the corresponding parameter space P> is given by
GL(2)/Ja.

For £Py4, we notice that dim(ker B) 4+ dim(ker B’) = 1,
according to the discussions in the main text. Assuming
that dim(ker B) = 1,dim(ker B’) = 0, without any loss of
generality, B’ is invertible. As we have shown in Sec. 111 C,
the matrix B - B’ must be similar to J3(0), which means
B-B'-B-B'=B:-B'-B = 0. There can be two sce-
narios according to whether B is diagonalizable or non-
diagonalizable:

1. When B is diagonalizable, let the eigenvectors of B
be x1 and x2. We choose x1 € ker B. In order to have
B-B’-B =0, it is enough to have (B - B’-B) x2 = 0.
Since x» is an eigenvector with a nonzero eigenvalue,
this is equivalent to (B-B’) xa = 0, implying that
B’ x2 € ker B. Switching to the basis formed by x1
and o, we get

by
by

00
when B = ,

0 by

N~

B = (A1)

o

with b4 denoting the eigenvalue corresponding to ys.
In order to ensure that B’ invertible, we need b}, b #
0.

2 Note that our 7, corresponds to C* x 7y, in Ref. [41] and our EPyp
includes the n*" order EP of all energy spectra.
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2. When B is not diagonalizable, it is equal to J2(0) in a
basis formed by two linearly independent vectors y1
and xo, still with x; € ker B. Here also, we only need
to have (B-B’-B)xs = 0, which is now equivalent
to (B-B’) x1 = 0. This tells us that B’ x; « x1, i.e.,
X1 is also an eigenvector of B’. Switching to the basis
formed by x1 and x2, we get

by bl 01
when B =
0 b 00

B = (A2)

The invertibility of B’ requires that b} b # 0. There-
fore, we find that the parameter space £P, com-
prises two sets: Zo x C x (C*)3 x GL(2)/(C*)? and
Zo x C x (C*)% x GL(2)/J2. The Zy part in either
set comes from the symmetry under B «» B'.

The space £P3, as shown in Sec. IIIC, is restricted to
obey dim(ker B) = dim(ker B’) = 1. Basic linear algebra
then tells us that their corresponding image dimensions are
also equal to one, i.e., dim(imB) = dim(imB’) = 1. Let
the corresponding eigenvectors be y; and 7, such that
Bx; = 0 and B'¢; = 0. It is straightforward to verify
that (0,x7)T and (¢f,0)T are eigenvectors of H. We as-
sume that (0, xT)7 belongs to a generalized eigenspace of
dimension three. Hence, there exists a vector (i, x2) such
that H (¥3,x3)T = (0,x7)T. This implies x2 € ker B
and —iB’1)y = x1, requiring imB’ = kerB. We can
choose ¥y to be in the subspace complementary to that
of ¥ (ie., P2 € {C? — (kerB’)}) and set yo = 0. In
order to form a three-dimensional generalized eigenspace,
we need a third linearly-independent vector (13, x3), such
that H (v¥ )T = (x1,0)T. From this relation, we
have 13 € ker B’ and im B # ker B/, which enforces the
condition 1y € im B — therefore we can choose ¥3 = 0
and x3 € (kerB),. One can verify that the four vec-
tors — (0, x1)", (¥1,0)", (¥3,0)", and (0,x3)" - that we
have just constructed, are linearly-independent. To sum-
marize, once the matrix B is fixed, the image of B’ also
gets fixed, and ker B’ must be different from im B. Since
dim(ker B’) = 1, the matrix B’ is determined by B up to
a nonzero vector (characterizing the ratio between the first
and second columns of B’). The matrix B can be built
from two linearly dependent row vectors:

P1ur p1u2

B= (A3)

P2uU1 P2 U2

with eigenvalues

12

because its kernel is one-dimensional. Here at least one
of p; and p, is nonzero and so are uj,us. The kernel of
B is generated by the vector (us, —u1)?, and its image is
generated by (p1, p2)”. According to the relations between
B and B’, we have

/ /
Pou2  —Pj U2

B = , (A4)

/ ’
—Ppau1r pyu

where (p},p5) is not collinear with (p1,p2). We observe
that all the pairs (ug, u2), (p1, p2), and (p}, ph) exclude the
origin (0,0). Since B is invariant under the transformations
u; — zui, pi — pi/z, and p, — pl/z, its parameter space
is represented by C?* x C2* x (C? — C)/C*. This leads
to the final result that £P3 is given by Zy x C2* x C2* x

(C2 - C)/C*.

B. Solutions for eigenvectors near an EP

In this appendix, we work out the explicit expressions
for the eigenvalues and eigenvectors near the EP, and EP3
studied in Sec. ITI. Near the EP4, the off-diagonal subma-
trices of the Hamiltonian take the forms:

v1(0) [0q] ba
B(q. + 6q) ~
0 v4(0) 94|
v, 0

B'(q. +dq) =~ (B1)

vs(0) [6al| b}

to leading order in the powers of |dq|. Their product matrix
is given by

B'(q. + 6q) - B(q. + 0q)
1v1(0) 0] b b}

| (B2)
01(6) 4(6) 15al? (b2 v4(6) + 02(6) ¥, |5l

1
Ao = =
2

by v1 + b vl + by vg + (— )‘H‘l\/(b’lvl+b2v§+bﬁlv4)2—4bﬁlv4b’1v1 |0q|, with a € {1,2}.

(B3)

The four eigenvalues E of the Hamiltonian are therefore given by ++/A; and £1/A2. The (unnormalized) eigenvectors of



B’ B are

2 vy vh |0q|
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Xa = |1
N ’ b2’l)é+bﬁlv4fb/1’l)1+(*1)a\/(bgvé+bﬁlv4*b/1’l)l)2+4b/1’01b2'0:/3

) =~ (1, O(|¢dl)) , (B4)

and hence are seen to converge to (1,0) at the EP. Using the relation ¢, = iBy,/FE for E # 0, we deduce that
YT~ ((9(|(5q|1/2), (’)((5q|3/2)>, giving the four eigenvectors of the Hamiltonian as (+¢,xT)T. Clearly, these four

a

vectors collapse to e; = (0,0,1,0)7, as described in the main text.

As for the EP3, since the exact expression is quite com-
plicated, we only show the leading order terms. For Path 1,
where all deviations from the EP are linear, we have

v1(0) [6gz| b2

v3(0) [0¢z| ©v4(0) [6gz|
by by

v3(0) [0gz| v5(0) [0g.|

B(q. + 6q) =

B/(q* +4q) ~

leading to

B'(q. + 0q) - B(q. + dq)
[0} 01(0) + by3(0)] [6qe| by b}
[v1(0) v3(0) + v3(0) v (0)] [6g=|* b2 v5(0) |0gz|

D1 10qs 1
:p2 ! | | . (BG)

P3|0¢:]* pa|dq.]

Since the eigenvalues of the product matrix are

Mo =2 [prt pa+ (<1 V(1 — p2)” + 473 60|

+ O(|6q,)*) with a € {1,2}, (B7)

the eigenvalues of the Hamiltonian are of O(1/]dg;|). The
corresponding eigenvectors are given by

T
p1—pa+ (=1)2/(p1 —p2)2 +4p3

~(1, 0(5a.)))"

(B8)

According to the relation ¢, = iBx,/E [with iBy, ~

T
((’)(|6qw|), O(\éqx\)) ], each 1, vanishes as |dg,| — O.

Overall, the four eigenvectors (£41, x1)T are seen to col-

lapse to e; = (0, 0, 1, 0)T, resulting in the EP3 behaving
as a typical EPy4, as far as the eigenvector-coalescence is
concerned.

When we consider Path 2 for approaching the EP3, the

(

off-diagonal matrices are given by

v1 |0 b
B(q. + 6q) =~ logl b
U3 |6q.y| V4 |6q.y|
b bt
and B'(q. + dq) ~ ) ! . ° E (B9)
73 [0qy|* 7 10qy]
leading to
B'(q. + 4q) - B(q. + dq)
(Vo1 +b503) [0gy| b2 by
(v175 4 v3 7)) |0gy > by 1y |6, [?
A 1
P 10gyl® Pl 10gyl?

Unlike the results for Path I, the two eigenvalues of the
above matrix are given by
)\ ~ o ol 6 d )\ ~ pf’Q oo 6 2
12 Py [dgy| and Ag ~ I (p1 Py — p3) [0y,
1

(B11)

with their corresponding eigenvectors

T T
e (1 BB g (1, 2l
o T2phph 27

(B12)

showing distinct scalings. Noting that ¢y =~

T

(0(V/Ba)), 0(VIog,])  and s = (0(1), 0(1)",
the eigenvectors (£9f,xT)T go to e; at the EP, while
(£ x2)T do not collapse to any of the eigenvectors e;
and ey of the EP3.

C. Exceptional degeneracy in the absence of
sublattice symmetry

In order to figure out the eigenspace of an n X n ma-
trix D, it boils down to finding a nondegenerate matrix
V € GL,(C), such that VDV ~! is equal to a block diag-
onal matrix My = diag{J;,(E1), Ji,(F2), ... }. All infor-
mation about exceptional degeneracy is encoded in My.
Let us denote the matrices commuting with My as Sy,



which may also be called the stabilizer of My under the
action of GL,(C). The possible distinct matrices sharing
the same exceptional structure are then given by the or-
bit GL,(C)/S4. Thus, for a given My, GL,(C)/Sy is the
parameter space of the EP at the energy (Eq,E>...).

Let us now demonstrate how the parameter space of an
EP looks like by focussing on the case of n = 4. All
4 x 4 complex matrices form a 16-dimensional complex
space My(C) = C'®. The parameter space of an EP is
thus a (topological) subspace of this C!¢ and, compared to
Hermitian degeneracies, the space of an exceptional degen-
eracy has a much richer structure. The constructions for
the various possible cases are shown below:

1. We first consider the scenario when all eigenvalues
are degenerate, which consists of the highest-order
EP, with the corresponding parameter space denoted
as EP4 [41]. Using the notations introduced in Ap-
pendix A, the Jordan block for the exceptional degen-
eracy is given by Jy(FE), and the Py is described by
C x GL4(C)/Jy [where the first C corresponds to the
complex eigenvalue E of J4(E)]; its complex dimen-
sion is 42 +1 —4 = 13. The stabilizer J; is composed
of polynomials of J,(0), with the condition that the
coefficient of I, is nonzero. The space £P4 is not
simply connected, and is homotopically equivalent to
SU(4)/Z,,, where Z4 is the cyclic group formed by
all fourth-order roots of unity [41] — this implies that
EP4 has a nontrivial topology. A major difference
from the degeneracies of Hermitian matrices stems
from the fact that the transformation group GL4(C),
unlike the unitary group, is neither a closed subspace
of C' [it is an open subspace as the pre-image of
det(My) # 0], nor compact. Additionally, the param-
eter space of an EP at a given energy is not closed,
as we have already shown in the main text. This is in
sharp contrast with the parameter space of highest-
order Hermitian degeneracy. The latter is given by C,
which is contractible, simply-connected, and closed in
C'6. Tt is described by matrices of the from E x I,.
The degeneracy parameter space at a given energy is
simply a point.

2. An EPj3 is of intermediate order, and the space £P3 in
C16 is represented by Vdiag{J3(E1), Eo} V™1, with
V € GL4(C). The parameters E; and Es form the
space C2. In order to work out £P5, we need to quo-
tient out those V' commuting with diag{.J3(E1), E2}.
To do so, first we rewrite diag{J3(E1), E2} as E1 14+
diag{J3(0), B2 — E1}. Since Iy commutes with any
matrix, the problem is now reduced to finding the ma-
trices commuting with diag{Js(0), E2 — E;}, which
we denote as S. The block form of S should satisfy

_ S S
S=""T%), 81J50) = J5(0) Sy,
S; Sy
J5(0)Se = (E2 — E1)Sa, S3J3(0) = (B9 — E1)Ss3, (C1)

with S; representing a 3 X 3 matrix and S, denoting
a complex number. When FE; # F,, we must have
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Sy = 0 and S3 = 0. For EF; = F,, they can be
nonvanishing. The results are summarized as

m=2
if By £ By, S =diag { 3 sgm)Jg"(o),s4} ,
m=0
5§0)54 £ 0;
m=2
if B =FEy, Si=Y si™J50), Sy=(s2,0,0)7,

m=0

S3=1(0,0,53), Si=s4, 850) 54 #0.
(C2)

Thus, £P3 = U; U Usy, where Uy and U, are two dis-
joint sets, with complex dimensions 14 and 11, re-
spectively. The space U; consists of all matrices with
E1 7& Eg, i.e., U1 = COHfQ(C) X GL4(C)/((CX X jg)
[where Confy(C) is the second configuration space
comprising all pairs {E; € C,FE; € C} with E; #
Es]. U; characterizes all regular EP3’s, where they
exhibit the typical eigenvector-coalescence features,
since there is a gap between the Jordan block and
other levels. On the other hand, the space Us ac-
counts for the case Fy = Es in the set {Ey, E»}, and
is given by C x GL4(C)/[C? x C* x J3].

3. The remaining exceptional degeneracy relevant to our
discussions is EP;. The space £P, also contains
those EPs that are of a mixed nature. But for the
sake of simplicity, we neglect them, focussing only
on regular EP5’s. In this case, the Hamiltonian ma-
trix takes the form diag[J2(FE1), Fa, E5], with dis-
tinct eigenvalues F4, E5, and E3. The correspond-
ing stabilizer turns out to be diag[Si, sz, s3], with
S1 € J5. As a result, the regular part of £P; is given
by GL4(C) x Confs(C)/[(C*)? x Ja x Zs], which is
of complex dimension 15, where the last Zs comes
from the general linear transformations that merely
exchange F5 and Fjs.

D. EP, with quartic-root singularity around it

The EP4 example provided in the main text has a square-
root dispersion near the degeneracy. Here, we provide an
example of a different EP,which features a branch cut with
quartic-root singularity.

As shown in Table. I, the requirement for the existence
of an EP, is to have B - B’ proportional to a 2 x 2 Jordan
block, with at least one of the individual matrices (i.e., B
or B’) being non-invertible. To get a fourth-order root for
the dispersion of the Hamiltonian, the eigenvalues of B - B’
should have a square-root dispersion. The typical form of
B - B’ then needs to be a Jordan matrix with a linear term
~ |dq| for the lower-left component. According to this logic,



we can consider the forms:

0 bo
B(q* + 5q) = )
v3(0) 6] 0
M0

B'(q. +0q) ~ (D1)

0 b

In each position where the matrix element is put to zero,
we have neglected possible (9(|5q\) terms, as they give a
higher-order dispersion as explained in the main text. The
product matrix is then given by

0 by b,

B'(q. + 6q) - B(q. + 6q) ~
bivs(0)|6g] O

(D2)

The leading order expansion for an eigenvalue A of B - B’
goes as \ = /by U) 1, v3(0)|0q|. As the energy goes as v/,
we obtain a quartic-root behaviour in the vicinity of the
EP,.

E. Lattice realizations for N = 2 through the Yao-Lee
model

An example of N = 3 flavours of fermions with sublattice
symmetry is provided by the SU(2) spin liquid model by
Yao and Lee [45]. We use two of its flavours to realize
the exceptional points discussed in the main text. The
Hamiltonian in this decorated honeycomb lattice [cf. Fig. 1
(a)] is given by

Yo (@) (Si-S))

Alink (ij)

with A € {1,2,3},
t=1/2+20;1 02,
F=2(0i1 - 0,3—0i2 0;3) /\/5,
2 =401 (Si2 x Si3) /V3,

Hyp=J) S7+

(E1)

where the indices ¢ and j label the triangles, and o de-
notes the vector spin-1/2 operator at site a € {1,2,3} of
the ' triangle. Furthermore, S; = i1+ 0;2+0;3is the
total spin operator of the i*" triangle. The coupling con-
stant J is the strength of the intra-triangle spin-exchange,
while Jy describes the inter-triangle couplings on the A-
type link. There are three different types of links, x-, y-,
and z— links, represented by red, green and blue ones in
Fig. 1 respectively. Since [S?,Sj} =0 and [S?,T;\] =0,
the operator S? commutes with the Hamiltonian for all 1.
Hence, the total spin of each triangle is a good quantum
number, which we can use to subdivide the Hilbert space.

Just like the case of Kitaev’s model on the honeycomb
lattice [44], we first introduce the Majorana fermion repre-
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sentations for the Pauli matrices o; o and Tf as follows:

_E aBy B

B _ ; a B _
Oia Ty =17 di7 Oa,i = € USRI

’ 2

e f% B dPd) | with o, B € {1,2,3}, (E2)

K3
where n® and d are Majorana fermion operators (i.e.,
net = n® and d¢' = d¢). The Hilbert space is enlarged
in the Majorana representation and the physical states are
those invariant under a Z2 gauge transformation. Using the
above notation, we can reexpress the Hamiltonian Hyj, as

I:IYL = QﬁeYL Qa

Heyr = ZJijuij [ini nj +ini i + i ;]
(i5)

(E3)

where u;; = —id} d}, Jij = J\/4 on the A-type link (ij),
and @ is the projection operator on the physical states.

Because {uij,H} = 0 and [u;j,uy ;7] = 0, the eigenvalues
(which take the values 1) of the u;;’s are good quantum
numbers. From its form, it is clear that 7:lGYL describes
three flavours of Majorana fermions, coupled with the back-
ground Z, gauge fields denoted by wu;;. One can verify that
7:ley,; is invariant under the local Z; gauge transforma-
tion, which takes 73 — A;n and w;; — Ajug; Ay, with
A; = +1. In addition to the Zs gauge symmetry, the sys-
tem has a global SO(3) symmetry, which rotates among the
three flavours of Majorana fermions, and is a consequence
of the SU(2) symmetry of the original spin model.

Each Majorana flavour ¢* has a Hamiltonian identical to
the single Majorana flavour in Kitaev’s honeycomb model
[44], and hence the Yao-Lee model effectively gives us three
copies of the Kitaev model. The spectrum of the Majorana
fermions is gapless, while the Z5 gauge field has a finite
gap from the flux-fee configuration given by u;; = 1. The
low-energy theory of the SU(2) model is thus captured by
setting u;; = 1, leading to the momentum-space Majorana
Hamiltonian

H,, =" H,, c,
T

c= (el 3@ d@ @ da d@) . (E

where
0 i A(q) -
q

—iAT(—q) 0
Alq) =2 (S 9™ + Jp et O 4 )

H, =

(E5)

Here, ¢ denotes the Fourier transform of a real-space n®-
operator, and the subscripts 1 and 2 refer to the two sublat-
tice sites A and B of the honeycomb lattice. Furthermore,
the unit cell vectors of the triangular lattice, generating the
honeycomb lattice, have been labelled by r; and rs. For
notational convenience, we also introduce a third vector
defined by r3 =r; — rs.



Before constructing lattice Hamiltonians harbouring
higher-order EPs, let us first review the second-order EPs
obtained in a non-Hermitian extension of the Kitaev model,
studied in Ref. [12]. The momentum-space Hamiltonian
takes the form:

He— | 0 HAW) (E6)

—iA(-q) 0

where the spin-spin coupling constants are tuned to com-
plex values, parametrized as J; = |J1| exp(i ¢1) and Jy =
|Jo| exp(i¢pa), and J3 (with ¢1, ¢2, and J5 constrained to be
real numbers). The Dirac points of the Majorana fermion
dispersion for ¢; = ¢o = 0 morph into EPs, as nonzero
values of ¢ and ¢y are turned on [12], and are located at

3 (2P = 1 P~ |J3|2)
= 4 cos! ( - )
ne 2| 15 e

|J1|sin(G1 + ¢1) = —|J2|sin(Ga + #2) , (ET)

where @ = (¢1,G2) are the coordinates of the momentum
vector in the reciprocal lattice space, in the basis of the
reciprocal lattice vectors. The second equation fixes the
signs in the first. The exceptional nature stems from com-
plex J,’s due to the fact that A*(q) # A(—q). There are
pairs of EPs connected by Fermi arcs, and are thus robust
against perturbations.

The SO(3)-extension of Eq. (E6), as shown in Eq. (E5),
has six bands, and thus has the possibility to host higher-
order EPs. To start with, we can tune the J,’s into complex
numbers, as illustrated above. However, this results only
in a triplet of EPy’s, each arising from one flavour of the
Majorana fermions. In order to obtain higher-order EPs,
we need to break the SO(3)-symmetry by introducing cou-
plings between the three flavours in various ways, and/or
using different values of the Jy’s for the three flavours.
For instance, for nearest-neighbour couplings between dif-
ferent flavours, the relevant spin operators take the form:
af‘...rf...a7...rj-)‘..., with i and j here denoting the
indices of the nearest-neighbour sites. As a concrete exam-
ple, the operator i exp(iq-r1)c®(—q) c®(q) (with a # B)
translates into o ; i le 08,5

In order to have a non-Hermitian behaviour, we choose
Ji = Jexp(i¢), and Jo = J3 = J, where J and
¢ are real parameters. The EPs are assumed to ap-
pear at q = q., as before. We introduce the functions
g9(q) = exp(iq-ri+i¢) + exp(q.-r2) + 1, and h(q) =
exp(iqs -r1 —i¢) + exp(iq-r2) + 1. One can verify that
g9(dx) = h(—qs) = 0. Since both of these represent nearest-
neighbour hoppings, they can be constructed via the spin
operators as described in the earlier paragraph.

To realize an EP4, one way is to consider the form:

0 A
o iAq) ’
~iAT(=q) 0

Alq) = ding {B(a), Ao(a)}

A(q) 21 9(—a) + 22 h(q)

B(q) = ~
(a) 0 M)
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which affects only the couplings among the operators ¢} (q),
c2(q), ci(q), and c3(q). Here, z; and zp are the cou-
pling constants for the h(q) and g(—q) hoppings. For
the flavour o = 2, we have used a different coupling
A’(q), which is obtained by adding A(q) to h(q) or g(—q).
Note that, in the low-energy Majorana fermion model, we
have B’(—q) = B?(q) due to the particle-hole symmetry.

The coupling Ay = 2 (Jl(o) elar 4 JQ(O) elar2 4 J?EO)) cor-
responds to the flavour @ = 3, and can be composed of a

real set of values for the J )(\0)’3 (as in the Hermitian case),
as the 2 x 2 block of this flavour does not take part in the
exceptional physics corresponding to the 4 x 4 block that
we are tying to construct.

In order to realize an EP3, we need to make the cou-
plings ¢? ¢} and ¢f ¢3 anisotropic around the EP. This can
be done by combining functions related by some type of
crystal symmetry. Let us assume that the function f(q)
vanishes linearly in dq near q,. Then, we can find another
function f(gz,2q«, — qy), which is the mirror reflection of
f(gz,qy) with respect to q.. Near q,, the combined func-
tion f(qz,qy) + f(qx, 2+, — qy) has a vanishing first-order
derivative along the gy,-direction, while its leading order
Taylor expansion along the g,-direction is still linear, re-
sulting in the desired anisotropy. Using these functions, we
can now construct the Hamiltonian of the Majoranas as

Hy, = 0 iA(q) 7
—iAT(=q) 0
A(q) = diag {B(a), Ao() } ,
B(q) = A(q) Jil(CI) + f~1(qw, 24, — dy) |

z19(a) + 25 h(—a) A'(qQ) + A (¢, 2+, — qy)
(E9)

where fi = z1 g(—q) + 22 h(q), and B’(—q) = BT (q). The
coupling Ay can be constructed from real J/(\O)’s, similar
to the EP4 case. However, we immediately realize that
the mirror-symmetric part of A’(q) [i.e., A"(¢x,2¢+, — qy)],
added to the original Hermitian spin Hamiltonian, is not
perturbatively small. Hence, the above construction may
create flux-excitations in the corresponding spin model (so
that we are no longer in the zero flux state). Nevertheless,
for a purely fermionic model, this construction will work
without involving such issues.
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