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A non-linear dispersion can significantly impact the Kondo problem, resulting in anomalous ef-
fects on electronic transport. By analyzing a special bath with a θ = π

3
symmetry rotation in

the Brillouin zone or 3-fold symmetry in momentum, we derive an effective spin-spin interacting
model. Combining the anisotropic Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya (DM) interaction with non-linear disper-
sion can lead to exceptional points (Ep) in a Hermitian model. Our RG analysis reveals that the
spin relaxation time has the signature of coalescence in momentum-resolved couplings and an ideal
logarithmic divergence in resistivity over a range of nonlinearity (β). The effective model at the
impurity subspace has a Lie group structure of Dirac matrices. We show nontrivial renormalization
within a Poorman approximation with the inclusion of potential scattering, and the invariant ob-
tained will not be altered by potential scattering. We expand the model to a two-impurity Kondo
model and investigate the Kondo destruction and anomalous spin transport signature by calculating
the spin-relaxation time (τ ).Analysis of RG equations zeros and poles show a ”Sign Reversion”(SR)
regime exists for a Hermitian problem with a critical value of nonlinear coupling Jk3 . Our results
show the existence of an out-of-phase RKKY oscillation above and below the critical value of the
chemical potential.

I. INTRODUCTION

The occurrence of the Kondo peak and bound states
in Topological Insulators[1, 2] (TIs) highly depends on
various parameters such as topology and chemical po-
tential. The behavior of the resonance level is distinct
from that of simple metals and ordinary insulators. In
the case of band inversion[3], the mixed-valence regime is
wider, and the coexistence of both the Kondo peak and
in-gap bound states is possible, unlike in ordinary insu-
lators where only one exists. If the impurity energy is
far from the chemical potential, the in-gap bound states
merge into the bulk. Furthermore, a self-screening Kondo
effect may occur due to the interaction between the im-
purity and the bound-state spin. The study[4] predicts
the occurrence of quantized conductance in the presence
of strong disorder, even in parameters where the system
is a metal in the absence of disorder. Unlike previously
studied topological insulators, the Fermi energy is located
within a mobility gap, and the existence of ballistic edge
states does not rely on band inversion. Further investi-
gation is necessary to determine the correlation between
the presence of strong disorder and the location of the
topological Anderson insulator in the phase diagram.

The analysis presented in the study[5] investigates the
impact of an Anderson impurity on a 2D topological in-
sulator. It demonstrates that the exchange interaction
between the impurity and an in-gap bound state can un-
dergo dynamic changes. The temperature dependence of
the system exhibits crossover behavior, which could pro-
vide experimental evidence for the theoretical analysis.
In the weak-coupling regime, both screened and under-
screened Kondo effects display a modification in their
effective coupling constant as a function of temperature.
The interplay between topology and interactions[6] was
analyzed; analysis shows an interesting relationship be-
tween topology and interactions. The critical strength

for the interaction is smaller in situations where the to-
tal charge of the system does not change during a tran-
sition. The critical strength also does not change with a
change in the system’s topology. The rearrangement of
the charge structure in the ordered phases can be studied
through spectroscopy or optical response measurements.
Further studies of the relationship between interactions
and topology can provide new insights.

The effect of thermal bias on the two-impurity Kondo
system was studied[7]. Findings show that Kondo cor-
relations are destroyed for large thermal bias for the
dot connected to the hot reservoir. This leads to sup-
pressed electrical and heat flows as the dots get de-
coupled. Kondo correlations also influence the interdot
coupling. For non-negligible antiferromagnetic spin ex-
change coupling, thermal bias affects the Kondo-to-AFM
crossover. The critical value for the crossover increases as
thermal bias increases. These observations can be exper-
imentally tested due to advancements in thermoelectri-
cal transport through nanostructures. This work is also
important for some engineered nanostructures for ther-
moelectric systems.

The study of Two Impurity Models (TIK)[8–20] has
previously focused on a variety of regimes, including
over-screened and unscreened phases, as well as impurity
triplet and decoupled single dot states. Unlike the single
impurity case, TIK presents a complex problem with nu-
merous possible configurations and interactions between
impurities. These models have been studied extensively
to understand the interplay between magnetic interac-
tions, Kondo physics, and electronic transport properties
in complex systems.

The article[21] examines the effects of Kondo screen-
ing and its interplay with scalar disorder on transport
properties in Weyl semimetals, leading to Weyl-Kondo
physics. At zero temperature, magnetic impurities gen-
erate a Kondo resistivity that scales with the number
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of impurities. At finite temperatures, the strength of the
scalar disorder impacts the Kondo resistivity. In the case
of weak scalar disorder, the Kondo resistivity has a mini-
mum, but it may not be observed in strong disorder, even
if part of the sample is Kondo screened.
We start with a generic model for the bath, which is
well-considered for the Topological Insulators(TI)[6, 22,
23].By projecting onto the singly-occupied subspace of
the dot, we obtain an effective Hamiltonian, which is an
s-d exchange model. We show its lie algebra and connec-
tion to conformal field theory (CFT), and it’s topologi-
cal properties. Later we also extend the projected model
to a two impurities case which will be a two-impurity
kondo model in a topological system. We performed two-
loop RG calculations for one impurity and one-loop for
the TIK model within the Poorman scaling approxima-
tions. We analytically and numerically solved the RG
equations, found invariants, and explored rich phase di-
agram of the problem. We highlight transport signa-
tures relevant for momentum-resolved measurements of
the impurity-bath systems.

II. FORMALISM

We start with the proposed and studied model[22] in
the context of topological insulators. This was used to
explicitly extract the bulk and surface contributions from
the model perspective. The model reads as the following,

Ĥ = αk2‖.I+ βk3‖ cos(3θ)σz + ẑ.(~k × ~σ) (1)

Where in the above we have ~k = kx î + ky ĵ + kzk̂ and

~σ = σx î + σy ĵ + σz k̂ This model in the eqn 1 is well
studied in the context of topology with such a nonlinear
dispersion; the term spin coupling to momentum is stud-
ied in the many body context by introducing spin-orbit
coupling. We write the above in the second quantized
form for spinful fermions as the following,

H = ψ†Ĥψ (2)

In the above model, the basis vector ψ† =
(

c†k↑ c†k↓

)

.Now we put an impurity with onsite interac-

tion and hybridization with the edge states Hamiltonian
as the following,

Hsiam = ψ†Ĥψ +Hd +
∑

kσ

Vk(c
†
kσdσ + hc) (3)

Where in above single impurity model equation 3 Hd =
∑

σ ǫdd
†
σdσ + Und↑nd↓ in the bath Hamiltonian we can

replace the k‖ with k with a parametrization kx ± iky =

k‖e
±iθ.We do a unitary operation which is k-dependent

in bath operators preserving canonical relations, which
yields a nonlinear k dependent coefficients as the follow-
ing,

U =
1√
N

(

ei
θ
2αk1 e−i θ

2αk2

−iei θ2αk2 ie−i θ
2αk1

)

(4)

FIG. 1. The band dispersion around the low k points from
diagonalization of the bath represents the emergent chiral
bands.In this case we set β = 0.3 and θ = π

3
we observed

more β was flattening the bands.

In the above equation 4, we have α1 =
√

∆
2 + βk3 cos 3θ

and α2 =
√

βk3 cos 3θ − ∆
2 , where ∆ =

√

4β2k6 cos2 3θ + 4k2, and the normalization con-

stant is given by N =
√

|α1|2 + |α2|2.

This unitary transformation will rotate the original
bath operators as ψ̃k = Ukψk, and such a k-dependent
operation is possible as shown in the case of weyl
multiplicity[24], which is also a different form of nonlinear
dispersion. An interesting work also discusses weyl-like
signatures in quasiparticle interference[25] in the different
forms of cubic dispersive (kx±iky)3 baths. Also note that
the expression

√

βk3 cos 3θ − ∆
2 = −i

√

∆
2 − βk3 cos 3θ

is also a unitary operator. The reason for choosing this
particular form is that it leads to a simpler normaliza-
tion constant for the unitary, which makes subsequent
analysis easier.

ψ̃ =

(

ck+
ck−

)

= Uψ

ck+ =
1

√

βk3 cos 3θ

(

ei
θ
2

√

∆

2
+ βk3 cos 3θck↑

+ e−i θ
2

√

βk3 cos 3θ − ∆

2
ck↓

)

ck− =
1

√

βk3 cos 3θ

(

− iei
θ
2

√

βk3 cos 3θ − ∆

2
ck↑

+ ie−i θ
2

√

∆

2
+ βk3 cos 3θck↓

)

(5)

Inverting the above unitary operator to express the orig-
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inal spin basis to these new chiral operators,

ck↑ =
1

√

βk3 cos 3θ

(

e−i θ
2

√

∆

2
+ βk3 cos 3θck+

+ ie−i θ
2

√

βk3 cos 3θ − ∆

2
ck−

)

ck↓ =
1

√

βk3 cos 3θ

(

ei
θ
2

√

βk3 cos 3θ − ∆

2
ck+

− ie−i θ
2

√

∆

2
+ βk3 cos 3θck−

)

(6)

This will effectively generate a chiral model with the
eigenergies as ǫ± = αk2 ± 1

2∆ and the hybridization as
the following,

H̃+
hyb =

∑

k

Ṽk

(

ei
θ
2

√

∆

2
+ βk3 cos 3θc†k+d↑ + hc)

+
∑

k

Ṽk

(

ei
θ
2

√

βk3 cos 3θ − ∆

2
c†k+d↓ + hc

)

H̃−
hyb =

∑

k

Ṽk

(

− iei
θ
2

√

βk3 cos 3θ − ∆

2
c†k−d↑ + hc

)

+
∑

k

Ṽk

(

iei
θ
2

√

∆

2
+ βk3 cos 3θc†k−d↓ + hc

)

(7)

This will create the 3
2 singularity of momentum in

the hybridization as Ṽk = Vk√
βk3 cos 3θ

distinguishing it

from the square root singularity by the Rashba coupling
studies[26–29].In order to simplify the symbolic cum-
bersome, let’s introduce two k-dependent constants as

αk1 =
√

∆
2 + βk3 cos 3θ and αk2 =

√

βk3 cos 3θ − ∆
2 . If

we look at the θ = π
3 3-fold rotations might seem that

the hybridization has become complex, but it will intro-
duce a phase factor, but overall hybridization remains
Hermitian. Hybridization in the new notation appears
as follows,

H̃+
hyb =

∑

k

Ṽkαk1

(

ei
θ
2 c†k+d↑ + hc

)

+
∑

k

Ṽkαk2

(

ei
θ
2 c†k+d↓ + hc

)

H̃−
hyb =

∑

k

Ṽkαk2

(

− iei
θ
2 c†k−d↑ + hc

)

+
∑

k

Ṽkαk1

(

iei
θ
2 c†k−d↓ + hc

)

(8)

We project this model to impurity subspace using the
standard Hewson’s projection operator method. The
projection operators are P0 = (1 − n↑)(1 − n↓), P1 =
n↑(1− n↓) + n↓(1− n↑) and P2 = n↑n↓, respectively, for

unoccupied, singly occupied and doubly occupied states.
We employ the projections and write the following com-
ponents of the effective model,

H̃+
10 =

∑

k

Ṽkαk1e
−i θ

2 d†↑(1 − n↓)ck+

+
∑

k

e−i θ
2 Ṽkαk2d

†
↓(1− n↑)ck+

H̃−
10 =

∑

k

iṼkαk2e
−i θ

2 d†↑(1− n↓)ck−

+
∑

k

−ie−i θ
2 Ṽkαk1d

†
↓(1 − n↑)ck−

(9)

Similarly, we have the projections connecting doubly and
singly occupied space. The H02 and H20 will vanish. H12

can be written for this form of hybridization,

H̃+
12 =

∑

k

Ṽkαk1e
i θ
2 c†k+d↑n↓ +

∑

k

ei
θ
2 Ṽkαk2c

†
k+d↓n↑

H̃−
12 = −

∑

k

iṼkαk2e
i θ
2 c†k−d↑n↓ +

∑

k

iei
θ
2 Ṽkαk1c

†
k−d↓n↑

(10)

Remaining components are H00 =
∑

kα ǫkαc
†
kαckαP0 +

∑

σ ǫdnσP0 and H22 =
∑

kα ǫkαc
†
kαckαP2 +

∑

σ ǫdnσP2 +
Un↑n↓P2. Now we have all the components to calculate
the effective models in various sub-spaces.

H0
eff = H00 +

(

∑

α

Hα
01

)

1

E −H11

(

∑

α

Hα
10

)

H1
eff = H11 +

(

∑

α

Hα
10

)

1

E −H00

(

∑

α

Hα
01

)

+

(

∑

α

Hα
12

)

1

E −H22

(

∑

α

Hα
21

)

H2
eff = H22 +

(

∑

α

Hα
21

)

1

E −H11

(

∑

α

Hα
12

)

(11)

The singly occupied subspace is the low-energy effective
model for the Kondo regime. We want to explore the
non-Kondo regime Hamiltonian to explore the operator
structures in the later sections. We detail the calculations
in the appendix for an effective sd exchange model.

H1
eff = H0 − iα2

1Mkk′S−s
+
kk′ + iα2

2Mkk′s−kk′S+

α2
1Mkk′Szs

z
kk′ + α2

2Mkk′szkk′Sz

α1α2Mkk′S−s
z
kk′ + α1α2Mkk′szkk′S+

iα1α2Mkk′Szs
−
kk′ − iα1α2Mkk′s+kk′Sz

(12)

In above equation 12 Mkk′ = ṼkṼk′

(

1
ǫk′−ǫd

+ 1
ǫd+U−ǫk

)

The above spin-spin interaction model has an algebraic
structure similar to the CFT paper[30]. We can notice
some cross-product terms pop out in such a nonlinear
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FIG. 2. A schematic representing two Anderson impurities
in edge states. We separate the left and right scatterers with

green and blue arrows.k‖ → k and θ → tan−1 ky

kx
see deriva-

tion. Scatterings for the (k, θ) to (−k, θ′) in Poorman scaling
are represented schematically in a 3D shell.

dispersion similar to the DM interaction term[26] for the
chiral channel but in the spin basis of the bath operators;

H1
eff = H0 +

∑

kk′

J0S.skk′ + i
∑

kk′

~Jk3 .(S × skk′ )

+ i
∑

kk′

~Jk.(S × skk′ ) +Hpot

(13)

where in the above ~Jk3 =
Mθ

k

βk3 cos 3θ∆ẑ and ~Jk =
kM

βk3 cos 3θ x̂ + k∆
βk3 cos 3θM

θŷ Also, H† = H since α1,2

are real constants and in the limit ∆ → 0, we have
a standard hermitian problem with Anderson impurity
in a bath. Note that in this limit model no longer has
anisotropicDMinteraction. The band electrons’ left and
right mover can be defined and shown in the figure 2 for
the above model. After Poorman scaling is done for the
magnitude of the vectors as defined in the equ 13, we col-
lect the contributions for RG equations in terms of these
magnitudes.

dJ0
dl

= J2
0 + Jk3Jk + J2

k3 + J2
k

dJk3

dl
= J2

k + J0Jk3

dJk
dl

= J0Jk

(14)

One solution of the above RG equations J2
k − Jk = mJk3

where m is an invariant and remaining solution, we detail
the analytic solution in the appendix.

III. EMERGENCE OF COMPLEX SOLUTION

Notably, the emergence of complex solutions to RG
equations due to nonlinear dispersion has nontrivial
renormalization. This is also seen in the one-loop Poor-
man equations, which yield the emergent exceptional

point scenario [30, 31] as RG reversion. Moreover,
adding second-order self-energy to the original Hamil-
tonian leads to non-Hermitian physics [32]. In open sys-
tems, adding finite-order self-energies can also give rise to
effective non-Hermitian models [33–35]. In a theoretical
study, it has been shown that complex solutions emerge
from various types of potentials and their symmetries
[36].
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FIG. 3. The above plots show the emergence of coalescing
point inside the fermi-level. These points are solely due to
the renormalization of the linear and nonlinear couplings in
the spin sector(1,1). Where m is RG invariant which arises
from the one loop poorman scaling.

Based on the plots in Figures 3 and 4, one might con-
clude that the Dirac cone has disappeared, but in reality,
it still exists in the bath. We are only visualizing the
eigenvalues of the sd model, which is more relevant to im-
purity and dirac cone exist3 for resonant level case, which
depend on the flown couplings. The spectrum becomes
gapped in impurity in large J0 limit. By substituting the
RG invariant Jk = 1

2 ± 1
2

√
1 + 4mJk3 into the sd model

eigenvalues, we see that this is the source of the coalesc-
ing points. Interestingly, these points disappear in the
limit of J0 → ∞. To examine the relevance of potential
scattering and its effect on particle-hole symmetry, we di-
agonalize the flown H1

eff at the single occupancy sector
for only the sd part. In real materials, analogous ex-
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FIG. 4. The above plots show the spin sector(1,1) eigenvalues
for large J0 > 1.0. The eigenvalues become flatter as the
bare coupling increases, but coalescence remains, but it only
disappears for J0 → ∞

ceptional points have been observed, and in calculations,
they have been tuned [37, 38]. Thus, finite nonlinear dis-
persion can generate a complex solution and significantly
modify the RG flow of the Kondo problem, as shown by
the Poorman solution.

IV. RENORMALIZATION WITH POTENTIAL

SCATTERING

To study the various momentum channel scattering
shown in figure 2, which interestingly yields rich physics.
Largely we can write the effective model derived13 with
scattering terms as follows,

(H ′)1eff = H1
eff+

(

[k, θ+2π
3
] ⇔ [k, θ+π

3
] [k, θ+2π

3
] ⇔ [−k, θ−π

3
]

[−k, θ−2π
3
] ⇔ [k, θ+π

3
] [−k, θ−2π

3
] ⇔ [−k, θ−π

3
]

)

(15)

As discussed above, we can rewrite the effective Hamil-
tonian considering such a potential scattering. We
consider the basis of bath in the new scattering as

ψ† =
(

c†kθ 2π
3

+, c
†
kθ π

3

−, c
†
−kθ− 2π

3

+, c
†
−kθ−π

3

−
)

which

makes the block structure of the kondo problem and rep-

resents the couplings ~Jθ,θ′

k3 = Mθ,θ′

kk′ (∆ + βk3 cos(3θ))ẑ

and ~Jθ,θ′

k = k
βk3 cos 3θM

θ,θ′
x̂+ k∆

βk3 cos 3θM
θ,θ′

ŷ

H1
eff = H0 +

∑

kk′

J0S.ψ
†(Σ)ψ

+ i
∑

kk′

~J
(0,0)
k3 .(S × ψ†(Σ)ψ)

−
∑

kk′

~J
θ± 2π

3

,θ±π
3

k3 .(S × ψ†(Ω)ψ)

+
∑

kk′

~J
θ 2π

3

,θ−π
3

k3 .(S × ψ†(Γ)ψ)

+ i
∑

kk′

~J
(0,0)
k .(S × ψ†(Σ)ψ)

−
∑

kk′

~J
θ± 2π

3

,θ±π
3

k .(S × ψ†(Ω)ψ)

+ i
∑

kk′

~J
θ 2π

3

,θ−π
3

k .(S × ψ†(Γ)ψ)

(16)

A. Comparison With CFT scaling laws at two

loops

We can see the algebraic consistency in the earlier
works [8, 30, 39] using the lie algebra of matrices, which
is similar to the Poorman scaling for the operator struc-
tures but CFT will be exact since it incorporates the bath
states more accurately. This idea can also be extended
to the two impurity problems. After introducing the po-
tential scattering, we have a more general model16 in the
lie matrices, which are defined as follows,

Σ =

(

σ σ
σ σ

)

,Ω =

(

σ 0
0 −σ

)

,Γ =

(

σ 0
0 σ

)

(17)

where in the above equation17 σ are the Pauli matrices

[ΣaΣb,Σc] = [ΓaΓb,Γc] = [ΩaΩb,Ωc]

= 0

[ΣαΣα′
,Σα] = −4iδα,α′Σα

[ΣbΣb,Σc] = Σb[Σb,Σc] + [Σb,Σc]Σb

= +8iǫabcΣc

[ΩbΩb,Ωc] = Ωb[Ωb,Ωc] + [Ωb,Ωc]Ωb

= +4iǫabcΩc

[ΩbΩb,Σc] = Ωb[Ωb,Σc] + [Ωb,Σc]Ωb

= +4iǫabcΩc + 4iǫabcI4X4

[ΣaΣb,Υ] = Σa[Σb,Υ] + [Σa,Υ]Σb

= 0

(18)
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dJ0
dl

= J2
0 + J2

k3 + J2
k + Jk3Jk + J2

kJ0 + J2
k3J0 + J3

0

+ f(Jk3 , g2k, g2k3 , Jk)

dJk3

dl
= J2

k + J0Jk3 + J2
kJk3 + J2

0Jk3 + J3
k3

dJk
dl

= J0Jk + J2
0Jk + JkJ

2
k3 + J3

k

dg1k3

dl
= g31k3 − g21kg1k3

dg1k
dl

= g31k − g21k2g1k

dg2k3

dl
= −g32k3 + g21k3g2k3

dg2k
dl

= −g32k + g21kg2k

(19)

We have given some details on calculations of the above
rg equations in Appendix B.

The spiral FP in non-hermitian systems are demon-
strated earlier[40, 41]; also, in three and higher dimen-
sions, spiral invariants obtained[42]. We explored the
FP originating from the invariant by adding the poten-
tial scattering terms. This made the problem richer and
interestingly captured the one-loop critical points dis-
cussed in analytic solutions to RG eq’s in the appendix
and didn’t alter the invariant of poorman. This indicates
the additional terms are very relevant for the problem,
unlike in a homogeneous bath at particle-hole symmetry,
these potential scattering terms are irrelevant (note that
potential scattering terms are conventional k 6= k′, not
special like what is considered here). In general, ~S × ~s
terms are anti-hermitian without the factor ι; hence any
finite order perturbation will bring nonhermitian physics
into play; in general, it does come into play as a deco-
hering interaction[43]. Various experiments relating to
anisotropic DM and topology of the spin texture[44] are
discussed. We detail the numerical solutions in Appendix
G for confirming the ’sign reversion’. If so, these points
correspond to complex FP, independent of what potential
scattering terms we add.

V. GENERALIZATION TO TWO IMPURITIES

We generalize this model to two impurity kondo models
with coupling between the impurities. One can also start
with the projection for two impurities Anderson models
to derive the two impurity kondo model from getting ex-
act matrix elements for coupling between the dots. Two
dots with spin-orbit coupling[45] is studied earlier, which
shows that DM term exists for only Y-component and
linear dispersion in the bath. In this case, it generates a
more general form of S1 × S2 term in all components.
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FIG. 5. We set g1k = g1k3 = 1 which is invariant derived
in appendix for all calculations J1k = 1

2
± 1

2

√
1 + 4mJ1k3 is

used and m = −4 we set for all above plots.We plot the grid

as





pot pot1
R+R+ R+I+

I−R− I−I−



 first row is potential scattering, and the

second row is in both beta functions chosen real and imag-
inary part of the positive root. We see at least two fixed
points(FP), two spirals in (RR, RI) row, and one spiral, and
one is marginal. The dotted lines in the second plot of the
first row are a family of FP’s.

H1
eff = H0 +

∑

kk′

J0Sα.skk′ + i
∑

kk′α

~Jk3 .(Sα × skk′ )

+ i
∑

kk′α

~Jk.(Sα × skk′ ) +Hpot

+ JY S1.S2 + iK.(S1 × S2)

(20)

With the new coupling, we see how it renormalizes the
problem; immediately, we can notice that the RKKY cou-
pling JY modifies the single impurity invariant. Since the
generalized problem has many coupling, we restrict our-
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self to analyzing the one-loop RG equations.,

dJ0
dl

= J2
0 + Jk3Jk + J2

k3 + J2
k + JY J0 +KJ0

dJk3

dl
= J2

k + J0Jk3 + JY Jk3 + JY Jk +KJk3

dJk
dl

= J0Jk + JY Jk3 + JY Jk +KJk

dJY
dl

= J2
Y +K2 + J2

0 + Jk3Jk + J2
k + J2

k3

dK

dl
= K2 +KJY + Jk3Jk

(21)

Solutions to the above equations are detailed in an ap-
pendix in various limits. The beta function zeros for
kondo destruction can be seen in the odd-even couplings
given in articles[46, 47]. Since we focus on the nonlinear
couplings Jk, Jk3 , We look at the solutions around the
anomalous contributions to Spin-relaxation time and the
FP’s in these couplings.

A. Kondo Scale in two Impurity

We integrate the RG equations to get the scales for
the problem in various limits so that how the nonlinear
coupling affects this problem. First in limit Jk3 = Jk =

K = 0 we have the solution J0 = e−g

(1−g)2 by integrating

the J0, JY equations, where g = JY

J0
. We solve when im-

purity DM interaction K 6= 0 in the appendix in two
limits which does not have a straightforward analytic so-
lution by reducing to bergurs equation . Figure 6 show
the variation of TK with various coupling limits. The two
invariants R1 modify the TIK problem significantly, ”R”
cause the destruction of the TIK bound state, and R1

try to stabilize the bound state, which can be seen in the
middle plot in figure 6. A special bath can significantly
affect the kondo problem, as shown in NRG studies in
single impurity[48]. Recent NRG studies[49, 50] on two
impurities anderson model yield a rich phase like kondo,
local moment valence fluctuation, RKKY, and spin liq-
uid. Since we employed perturbative renormalization,
the flow will cuttoff and we need to go beyond; hence
we don’t have access to all phases, however we do have
Kondo-RKKY phases in small K limit inset fig 6 and
qualitative physical picture of phases in homogeneous
bath cases.Now we solve the set of coupled equations21
numerically for various IC’s found in flow diagrams and
analytic solutions.

VI. RG EQUATIONS ZEROS AND POLES

ANALYSIS

We realize that the solutions to couplings are diver-
gent; therefore, it becomes trickier to separate the two
impurity kondo regime, single impurity kondo regime,

0.01 0.1 1
K/J

0

1

R=1.0 R1=0.5

0.01 1
g

1

T
K

K=0

T
K

R=1.5 R1=0.01

0.1 1
J

0
/(J

0
-R)

0.1

1

10

T
K

0.01 0.1 1
J

Y

R=1.0 R1=0.01

R=1.0 R1=0.75

R=1.0 R1=1.0

R=1.5 R1=0.5

R=1.5 R1=1.5

R=0.01 R1=1.0

R=0.01 R1=1.5

K Large K Small

FIG. 6. We plot the scales, as shown above, to show competi-
tion between RKKY and impurityDM interactions.An Inset
graph in K small label is an analytic expression derived when
impurity DM interaction is absent and g = JY

J0
in the x-axis.

Discontinuity in the scale for K Large limit is shown with the
dotted line where it is ill-defined.

-2 -1 0 1 2

-2

-1

0

1

2

J0

J
Y

-2 -1 0 1 2

-2

-1

0

1

2

K

J
Y

FIG. 7. RG flows for the two impurity problems when
anisotropic DM interaction due to bath is absent. See the RG
solutions in the appendix. There are three FP’s from these
solutions one is TIK point(blue), decoupled dots(Green), and
dot triplet state(blue in the right plot). The quadrant of
these points depends on the integral constants(either in third
or first), and we refer here to the −ve sign for ferromagnetic
couplings.

and the SR regime of couplings due to nonlinear cou-
pling Jk3 . We solve the RG ODE’s by allowing complex
solutions and analyzing solutions around the FP’s found
in flow diagrams. If there is a phase transition, then
couplings will flow to a stable FP, and hence we should
see poles in functions and at unstable points only zero
crossings. This serves as the numerical diagnosis for the
identification of various phases.
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VII. IMPURITY TRANSPORT CALCULATION

We have derived the anomalous contributions for the
relaxation time in the appendix due to the presence of the
nonlinear dispersive bath following the Tkk′ formalism[51]
which is detailed in appendix F,

1

τ(k)
∝ (1− 2Jg̃α(ǫk)− 2Jg̃∗α(ǫk)− 2Jk3 g̃αk3(ǫk)

−2Jk3 g̃∗αk3(ǫk)− 2Jkg̃αk(ǫk)− 2Jkg̃
∗
αk(ǫk))

(22)

We are addressing coalescing points from a hermitian
model with any transport signature. The appendix eval-
uates these functions as contour integrals for polar com-
ponents and definite integrals for radial fermi vector(kf).
Spin relaxation time will reflect the RG invariant as
1
τ ∝ g̃ǫ = (1 ±

√
1 + 4ǫ)f(ǫ, ǫ′) implying the momentum

resolved couplings have the signature of coalescing points
which can be seen in spin relaxation time. The matrix el-

D
-r

eff

τ−1
-r

1 10
Deff

1

τ−1

Ideal

1 10 100
Deff

1

 τ
 −1

β=0.01
β=0.02
β=0.03
β=0.04
β=0.05
β=0.06

1 10 100
D

r
eff

0.01

0.1

1

 τ
−1

r

Deff

τ/
τ 0

FIG. 8. We calculated the spin-relaxation time to see the co-
alescing point signature with the nonlinear coupling β. as the
β decreases, ideal log divergence reaches but dips persist in 1

τ
.

Left plot to confirm if the anomalous contribution is from the
coalescence, we divided each curve by lowest β = 0.01 curve
and scaled for ± roots as τ−1

±r = τ−1 ∗ (1 ±
√

4(ǫ− 0.25) + 1)

for the y-axis and Deff ∗ (1 ±
√

4(ǫ− 0.25) + 1) for the x-
axis. Increasing β, we see polynomial contributions dominate;
hence the scaling will be absent.

ements scale as Mkk′ ≈ 1√
k3 cos(3θ)

√
(k′)3 cos 3θ′ and when

k = −k′ there is an imaginary coupling which creates
a non-Hermitian Kondo problem with a bath that has
non-linear dispersion. Various studies of non-Hermitian
Kondo systems exist, considering different perspectives,
symmetry considerations, and complex spin exchange
interactions[30, 31, 52, 53]. In the presence of inversion
symmetry, non-Hermiticity can result from θ′ → π

3 − θ,
where a Dirac point exists in the Brillouin zone. In
the appendix, it is discussed that α1kα2k′ beyond the
poor man’s limit (i.e., k 6= k′) results in a general non-
Hermitian model at impurity due to nonlinear parametric

0 10 20 30
-1

-0.5

0

0.5

J Y
(R

i-R
j)

ideal
 β =.5
 β =1.0
 β =1.5

0 10 20

-4

-2

0

2

4
 β = 1.5 ε`=-0.2499

 β = 1.5 ε`=-0.2501

 β = 0.5 ε`=-0.2501

 β = 0.5 ε`=-0.2499

 ε

FIG. 9. We perform The integrals for JY given in the ap-
pendix and plot by varying the bandwidth.RKKY is enhanced
for β < 1.0 and approaches to ideal flatt band limit for
β > 1.0. As we saw in the relaxation time here, we can
see above and below a critical value of chemical potential
(ǫ′ = ±0.25), Jodd

Y reverses sign and goes out of phase in
Jodd
Y .The other channel Jeven

Y has standard RKKY oscilla-
tions and decay amplify around the EP.

0 0.5 1 1.5
 ε

-2

0

2

4

6

8

10

E
1 
+

E
2

Im(E
1
+E

2
)  ε` =-.2499

Re(E
1
+E

2
)  ε` =-.2501

Re(E
1
+E

2
)  ε` =-.2499

0 1 2 3 4 5
 ε

-8

-6

-4

-2

0

2

4

6
Im(E

1
+E

2
)  ε` =0.5

Re(E
1
+E

2
)  ε` =0.5

Im(E
1
+E

2
)  ε` =1.25

Re(E
1
+E

2
)  ε` =1.25

FIG. 10. We plot the elliptic functions which arose in calcu-
lating the RKKY integrals. For negative chemical potential
ǫ′, there is SR everywhere else we see the exceptional point
behaviors. The EP’s start shifting for increasing +ve ǫ′, but
there is no SR in the real part of these special functions. This
odd channel shows EP or SR behavior which is relevant in RG
when dominant odd channel scattering will emerge complex
FP’s in such models.

dispersion in the bath.

VIII. DISCUSSION

This work investigates the possibility of coalescing
points in a bulk system having magnetic impurities
through spin relaxation time calculations in different mo-
mentum directions. Our results show that two distinct
calculations share a common invariant as renormalization
group (RG) solutions, with or without potential scatter-
ing. Increasing nonlinearity strength causes bands to flat-
ten in the bath spectrum while the impurity resistivity
reaches the ideal log divergence for a β strength range.
Furthermore, we analyze RG calculations on single and
two impurity problems in a homogeneous bath. The com-
petition between RKKY and Kondo interactions is only
observed when the impurity DM-interaction is absent.
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We also show that to obtain coalescing points in hermi-
tian Kondo models, anisotropicDM interactions are nec-
essary due to the k3 and k terms in the dispersion, which
naturally yields the roots as the RG invariants. These re-
sults are significant as they provide a signature in trans-
port, which we demonstrate through numerical diagnosis
for critical values of Jk3 and Jk in the couplings, con-
firmed by flow diagrams. The SR regime in the couplings
corresponds to the spiral FP’s of the problem. Out-Of-
Phase oscillations in the RKKY in the odd channels are
due to the presence of the special bath, as we ruled out
the other possibilities by analyzing the elliptic functions
EP. Future work could extend these findings to charge
and thermal transport calculations and investigate impu-
rity effects in systems with anisotropic DM interaction
and in Weyl and topological systems with nonlinear dis-
persion. One may expect a loss of unitarity in subsystem
as we have seen here in a single occupied subspace if we
analyze the system in other subspaces H0

eff , H
2
eff maybe

there will be global unitarity which is not done in current
work.

The results of our work demonstrate the potential for
more advanced numerical techniques, such as the Nu-
merical Renormalization Group (NRG), to extract valu-
able information about spin transport in complex sys-
tems. This opens up new avenues for future research
to investigate the behavior of impurities in systems with
anisotropic DM interactions and in Weyl and topologi-
cal systems with nonlinear dispersion.It is important to

note that we did not explore charge or thermal transport
in our study. These are interesting directions for future
research, as they could provide a more complete under-
standing of the transport properties of impurities in topo-
logical systems. Nonhermitian problems can also origi-
nate from certain defects[54, 55], and different boundary
conditions can be used to tune[56] the EP’s and real-
ize them in quantum circuits, maybe if we map effective
spin models to Wilson chains, then we might look at these
phases. Localization in the Hatano-nelson type of models
can have dramatic consequences of impurities[57]. Our
work contributes to a growing body of research to better
understand impurities’ behavior in topological systems.
This can inform the design of new materials and devices
with enhanced transport properties and deepen our fun-
damental understanding of phenomena associated with
open and closed condensed matter systems.
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Appendix A: Projection details for deriving effective sd model

H̃+
12 =

∑

k

Ṽkαk1e
i θ
2 c†k+d↑n↓ +

∑

k

ei
θ
2 Ṽkαk2c

†
k+d↓n↑

H̃−
12 = −

∑

k

iṼkαk2e
i θ
2 c†k−d↑n↓ +

∑

k

iei
θ
2 Ṽkαk1c

†
k−d↓n↑

(A1)

We will derive the components of hamiltonian as done in the text[51] as follows,

H+
12

1

E −H22
H+

21 +H+
12

1

E −H22
H−

21 +H−
12

1

E −H22
H+

21 +H−
12

1

E −H22
H−

21

(

∑

k

Ṽkαk1e
i θ
2 c†k+d↑n↓ +

∑

k

ei
θ
2 Ṽkαk2c

†
k+d↓n↑

)†
1

E −H22

(

∑

k′

Ṽk′αk′1e
i θ

′
2 c†k′+d↑n↓ +

∑

k′

ei
θ′
2 Ṽk′αk′2c

†
k′+d↓n↑

)

(

∑

k

Ṽkαk1e
i θ
2 c†k+d↑n↓ +

∑

k

ei
θ
2 Ṽkαk2c

†
k+d↓n↑

)†
1

E −H22

(

−
∑

k′

iṼk′αk′2e
i θ

′
2 c†k′−d↑n↓ +

∑

k′

iei
θ
2 Ṽk′αk′1c

†
k′−d↓n↑

)

(

−
∑

k

iṼkαk2e
i θ
2 c†k−d↑n↓ +

∑

k

iei
θ
2 Ṽkαk1c

†
k−d↓n↑

)†
1

E −H22

(

∑

k′

Ṽk′αk′1e
i θ

′
2 c†k′+d↑n↓ +

∑

k′

ei
θ′
2 Ṽk′αk′2c

†
k′+d↓n↑

)

(

−
∑

k

iṼkαk2e
i θ
2 c†k−d↑n↓ +

∑

k

iei
θ
2 Ṽkαk1c

†
k−d↓n↑

)†
1

E −H22

(

−
∑

k′

iṼk′αk′2e
i θ

′
2 c†k′−d↑n↓ +

∑

k′

iei
θ′
2 Ṽk′αk′1c

†
k′−d↓n↑

)

(A2)
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We calculate for the θ = θ′ cases, and the remaining can be included in potential scattering later.
∑

k

M22
k+α

2
k1n↓d

†
↑ck+c

†
k+d↑n↓ +

∑

k

M22
k+αk2αk1n↑d

†
↓ck+c

†
k+d↑n↓

+
∑

k

M22
k+αk1αk2n↓d

†
↑ck+c

†
k+d↑n↑ +

∑

k

M22
k+α

2
k2n↑d

†
↓ck+c

†
k+d↓n↑

i
∑

k

M22
k−α

2
k1n↓d

†
↑ck+c

†
k−d↓n↑ − i

∑

k

M22
k−αk2αk1n↓d

†
↑ck+c

†
k−d↑n↓

+ i
∑

k

M22
k−αk1αk2n↓d

†
↑ck+c

†
k−d↓n↑ − i

∑

k

M22
k−α

2
k2n↑d

†
↓ck+c

†
k−d↑n↓

− i
∑

k

M22
k+α

2
k1n↑d

†
↓ck−c

†
k+d↑n↓ + i

∑

k

M22
k+αk2αk1n↓d

†
↑ck−c

†
k+d↑n↓

− i
∑

k

M22
k+αk1αk2n↑d

†
↓ck−c

†
k+d↓n↑ + i

∑

k

M22
k+α

2
k2n↓d

†
↑ck−c

†
k+d↓n↑

∑

k

M22
k−α

2
k1n↑d

†
↓ck−c

†
k−d↓n↑ −

∑

k

M22
k−αk2αk1n↑d

†
↓ck−c

†
k−d↑n↓

−
∑

k

M22
k−αk1αk2n↓d

†
↑ck−c

†
k−d↓n↑ +

∑

k

M22
k−α

2
k2n↓d

†
↑ck−c

†
k−d↑n↓ + (k 6= k′terms)

(A3)

Where in above M22
kα =

Ṽ 2

k

ǫd+U−ǫk′α
≈ M22

k (1 − α∆) with this substitution we can seperate the original kondo model

and kondo model from the edge states impurity interaction.Collecting terms with α2
k1, α

2
2, αk1αk2 terms and with

simplifications using the commutation and some substitution at half filling n2
σ = nσ, n↑ → (12 − n↓), n↓ → (12 − n↑)

and the dot operators nσdσ = dσ(1− nσ) can be written as follows,

(α2
k1) −→

∑

k

M22
k−α

2
k1d

†
↓ck−c

†
k−d↓n↑ − i

∑

k

M22
k+α

2
k1n↑d

†
↓ck−c

†
k+d↑n↓

i
∑

k

M22
k−α

2
k1n↓d

†
↑ck+c

†
k−d↓n↑ +

∑

k

M22
k+α

2
k1d

†
↑ck+c

†
k+d↑n↓

=
∑

k

M22
k α2

k1S
z
ds

z
kk′ − i

∑

k

M22
k α2

k1S
−s+kk′ + i

∑

k

M22
k α2

k1s
−
kk′S

+ + (c†kαckᾱn↑n↓terms)

i
∑

k

M22
k ∆α2

k1S
−s+kk′ − i

∑

k

M22
k ∆α2

k1s
−
kk′S

+

(A4)

Note that The edge contribution is only appearing in the cross terms does not contribute to Sz
ds

z
kk′ .Similarly for α2

k2
terms

(α2
k2) −→

∑

k

M22
k+α

2
k2n↑d

†
↓ck+c

†
k+d↓n↑ − i

∑

k

M22
k−α

2
k2n↑d

†
↓ck+c

†
k−d↑n↓

+i
∑

k

M22
k+α

2
k2n↓d

†
↑ck−c

†
k+d↓n↑ +

∑

k

M22
k−α

2
k2n↓d

†
↑ck−c

†
k−d↑n↓

=
∑

k

M22
k α2

k2S
z
ds

z
kk′ − i

∑

k

M22
k α2

k2S
−s+kk′ + i

∑

k

M22
k α2

k2s
−
kk′S

+ + (c†kαckᾱn↑n↓terms)

i
∑

k

M22
k ∆α2

k2S
−s+kk′ − i

∑

k

M22
k ∆α2

k2s
−
kk′S

+

(A5)

Finally we can collect all terms with α1α2

(αk1αk2) −→
∑

k

M22
k+αk2αk1n↑d

†
↓ck+c

†
k+d↑n↓ +

∑

k

M22
k+αk1αk2n↓d

†
↑ck+c

†
k+d↓n↑

−i
∑

k

M22
k−αk2αk1n↓d

†
↑ck+c

†
k−d↑n↓ + i

∑

k

M22
k−αk1αk2n↑d

†
↓ck+c

†
k−d↓n↑

+i
∑

k

M22
k+αk2αk1n↓d

†
↑ck−c

†
k+d↑n↓ − i

∑

k

M22
k+αk2αk1n↑d

†
↓ck−c

†
k+d↓n↑

−
∑

k

M22
k−αk1αk2n↓d

†
↑ck−c

†
k−d↓n↑ −

∑

k

M22
k−αk1αk2n↑d

†
↓ck−c

†
k−d↑n↓

(A6)
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We simplify the above and use the Abrikosov representation[58] for spin for impurity as S = ψ†
dσψd and skk′ = ψ†

kσψk′

for bath operators. Where in the representation σ is pauli matrix and ψ†
d =

(

d†↑ d†↓

)

ψ†
k =

(

c†k↑ c†k′↓

)

i
∑

k

M22
k αk2αk1(−s−kk′S

z + Szs+kk′ ) +
∑

k

M22
k αk2αk1(s

z
kk′S+ − S−szkk′ )

+i
∑

k

M22
k ∆αk2αk1(s

−
kk′S

z − Szs+kk′ )−
∑

k

M22
k ∆αk2αk1(s

z
kk′S+ − S−szkk′ )

(A7)

Similarly we can calculate H+
10

1
E−H00

H+
01+H

+
10

1
E−H00

H−
01+H

−
10

1
E−H00

H+
01+H

−
10

1
E−H00

H−
01 which yield same operator

structure except we have M00
k Now substituting back α1 =

√

∆
2 + βk3 cos 3θ and α2 =

√

βk3 cos 3θ − ∆
2 , where

∆ =
√

4β2k6 cos2 3θ + 4k2 and Ṽk = Vk√
k3 cos 3θ

, collecting terms we get various simplifications for example α2
k1+α

2
k2 =

βk3 cos(3θ) and αk1αk2 = k

H1
eff = H11 + βk3 cos 3θ

(

∑

k

MkS
z
ds

z
kk′ − i

∑

k

MkS
−s+kk′ + i

∑

k

Mks
−
kk′S

+

i
∑

k

Mk∆S
−s+kk′ − i

∑

k

Mk∆s
−
kk′S

+

)

k

(

i
∑

k

Mk(−s−kk′S
z + Szs+kk′) +

∑

k

Mk(s
z
kk′S+ − S−szkk′ )

+i
∑

k

Mk∆(s−kk′S
z − Szs+kk′ )−

∑

k

Mk∆(szkk′S+ − S−szkk′ )

)

(A8)

Collecting All terms from equations A4,A5and A7 we can simplify and rewrite the derived effective model as,

H1
eff = H11 +

∑

kk′

J0S.skk′ + i
∑

kk′

∆(S × skk′ )z +
∑

kk′

i
k

βk3 cos 3θ
Mkk′ .(S × skk′ )y +

∑

kk′

i
k

βk3 cos 3θ
∆Mkk′ .(S × skk′ )x

∴ H1
eff = H11 +

∑

kk′

J0S.skk′ + i
∑

kk′

~Jk3 .(S × skk′ ) + i
∑

kk′

~Jk.(S × skk′ )

(A9)

Appendix B: Including the potential scattering

The effective model indicates that the matrix elements are scaled as Mθ,θ′

kk′ ∝ V k√
k3 cos 3θ

Vk′√
k′3 cos 3θ′ .If we go beyond

poorman’s limit k = k′ = kf then this leads to four possible potential scattering scenarios: ~J
θ± 2π

3

,θ±π
3

k3,k , ~J
θ 2π

3
,θ−π

3

k3,k , and

the original couplings denoted as ~J0,0
k3,k,

~J0,0
k3,k. It’s worth noting that the vector corresponding to non-linear dispersion

is only 1-dimensional and contains a z-component. In contrast, the vector corresponding to linear dispersion is
2-dimensional and contains x and y components. This introduces an anisotropic DM-interaction.

H1
eff = H0 +

∑

kk′

J0S.ψ
†(Σ)ψ + i

∑

kk′

~J
(0,0)
k3 .(S × ψ†(Σ)ψ)−

∑

kk′

~J
θ± 2π

3

,θ±π
3

k3 .(S × ψ†(Ω)ψ)

+
∑

kk′

~J
θ 2π

3

,θ−π
3

k3 .(S × ψ†(Γ)ψ) + i
∑

kk′

~J
(0,0)
k .(S × ψ†(Σ)ψ)−

∑

kk′

~J
θ± 2π

3

,θ±π
3

k .(S × ψ†(Ω)ψ)

+ i
∑

kk′

~J
θ 2π

3

,θ−π
3

k .(S × ψ†(Γ)ψ)

(B1)
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For notational simplicity we will rewite the coupling as following,

H1
eff = H0 +

∑

kk′

J0S.ψ
†(Σ)ψ + i

∑

kk′

~Jk3 .(S × ψ†(Σ)ψ)−
∑

kk′

~g1k3 .(S × ψ†(Ω)ψ)

+
∑

kk′

~g2k3 .(S × ψ†(Γ)ψ) + i
∑

kk′

~Jk.(S × ψ†(Σ)ψ)−
∑

kk′

~g1k.(S × ψ†(Ω)ψ)

+ i
∑

kk′

~g2k.(S × ψ†(Γ)ψ)

= H0 +
∑

kk′

J0

(

SxΣx + SyΣy + SzΣz

)

+ i
∑

kk′

| ~Jk3 |(SxΣy − ΣxSy)−
∑

kk′

|~g1k3 |(SxΩy − ΩxSy)

+
∑

kk′

|~g2k3 |(SxΓy − ΓxSy) + i
∑

kk′

| ~Jk|
(

(SyΣz − ΣySz) + (SxΣz − ΣxSz)

)

−
∑

kk′

|~g1k|
(

(SyΩz − ΩySz) + (SxΩz − ΩxSz)

)

+ i
∑

kk′

|~g2k|
(

(SyΓz − ΓySz) + (SxΓz − ΓxSz)

)

(B2)

We use the diagrams[39, 59–62] with all permutations of vertices using the following algebra,

[ΣaΣb,Σc] = Σa[Σb,Σc] + [Σa,Σc]Σb = 0

[ΣaΣb,Σa] = Σa[Σb,Σc] + [Σa,Σa]Σb = 8iΣb

[ΓaΓb,Γa] = Γa[Γb,Γc] + [Γa,Γa]Γb = 8iΓb

[ΩaΩb,Ωa] = Ωa[Ωb,Ωc] + [Ωa,Ωa]Ωb = 8iΩb

[ΩaΣb,Σa] = Ωa[Σb,Σc] + [Ωa,Σa]Σb = 8iΣb

[ΣaΩb,Γa] = Σa[Ωb,Γc] + [Σa,Γa]Ωb = 8iΥ

(B3)

With the above algebra, we find the added potential scattering renormalizes only at the second loop, and we derive
these equations as follows,

dJ0
dl

= J2
0 + J2

k3 + J2
k + Jk3Jk + J2

kJ0 + J2
k3J0 + J3

0 − Jk3g2k − Jk3g2k3 − Jkg2k + g22kJk3 + g22k3Jk − J2
kg2k3

dJk3

dl
= J2

k + J0Jk3 + J2
kJk3 + J2

0Jk3 + J3
k3

dJk
dl

= J0Jk + J2
0Jk + JkJ

2
k3 + J3

k

dg1k3

dl
= g31k3 − g21kg1k3

dg1k
dl

= g31k − g21k2g1k

dg2k3

dl
= −g32k3 + g21k3g2k3

dg2k
dl

= −g32k + g21kg2k

(B4)

From above, we identify various RG invariants as
g
1k3

g1k
= m1, and we can notice that after adding the potential

scattering terms, we still have the invariant J2
k + Jk = mJk3 and

g2

2k(g2k+
√
m2)

(g2k−
√
m2)

=
g2

2k3 (g2k3+
√

m2/m1)

(g
2k3−

√
m2/m1)

Appendix C: Rg equations For Two impurity

To study the renormalization of RKKY and Kondo couplings, we show here to introduce a 4-operator vertex

in a dot, specifically JY : d†ασd
†
α′σ′dασdα′σ′ :, among all the possible vertices in two dots. By using spin algebra,
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we can write [S+α, S−α′] = δα,α′Sz
α − d†α↑d

†
α↓dα↓dα′↑ + d†α↑d

†
α↓dα↓dα′↑ in normal ordering, where fermionic algebra

is used except for Sz, and all terms except for Sz vanish. Summing all one flip vertices, we get [Sz
α, S

±α′] =

2S±δαα′ − d†α↑d
†
ασdα↓dα′σ + d†α↑d

†
ασdα↓dα′σ. We have written the full operator terms to demonstrate that they obey

spin algebra, and the commutator yields one spin vertex with no scattering terms in the dot. However, this is not the
case in the bath.

FIG. 11. To study the renormalization of RKKY and usual Kondo couplings, we can extend the Poorman diagrams to include
RKKY vertices represented by crossed circles and the usual J vertices with black circles. Three spin-flip processes are absent
in the single impurity case at the second-order process. To distinguish between different types of interactions, we can use a
wavy line to denote RKKY interactions and a dotted line to denote impurity-mathcalDM interactions.

The above discussion highlights the difficulty in computing all diagrams at third order in the presence of both
RKKY and DM interactions. With 7C2 diagrams possible at second order and 7C2 + 7C3 diagrams possible at
third order, the calculations become extremely tedious. However, one can use algebraic techniques to simplify the
computation in scenarios with potential scattering. Lie matrices can be used to compute the contributions in such
cases.

Appendix D: RKKY Interaction

We can write the RKKY interaction in edge states by expanding in the Fourier series for the spins,

JY (ri − rj) ∝
∑

kk′hh′

Vij
ǫkh − ǫk′h′

eik(ri−rj)V ∗
ije

−ik′(ri−rj)

=

∫ 2π

0

∫ π

0

∫ kf

0

k2sinθeikRdkdθdφ
√

k6β2 cos2 3θ + k2
+ (k 6= k′, h = h′) terms

(D1)

We solve the above integral the same way as we evaluate in impurity transport sections and show that the leading
contribution for JY is the sum of special functions as E1(ǫ) + E2(ǫ) with substitution cos θ = t we get following also
we don’t set ǫk = ǫk′ as in the Poorman limit instead we consider a chemical potential such that integral does not
diverge in this limit,

JY ∝ π

∫

k

eikR

kβ

∮

qdt

q2 − (4t3 − 3t)2
+
∑

kk′

|Vij |
k2 − (k′)2

eikre−ik′r

where q =

√

(k2 − ǫ)2 − k2

βk3

∴ JY ∝
∫

ei
√
ǫr

√

(ǫ− ǫ′)2 − ǫ

βǫ
3

2

√
ǫdǫ+

sin(
√
ǫr)

ǫ
3

2

+
sin(

√
ǫr)√
ǫ

..

(D2)

We can immediately see the sum of the roots will vanish for such cubic equations since there is no t2 coefficient, but
the quantity in the root is not the same for all residues; hence it does contribute. Here we show the first part of the
integral has a root structure and can be scaled with the root and can be identified why there is critical ǫ′ = −0.25
for rkky although there are even and odd terms in series. The second term is standard considered in various studies
shown explicitly in pointlike contact potential, it can be expressed as bessel function[63] or elliptic function[64](can
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FIG. 12. The above panels in the first row correspond to the positive root and m = −4 and in the real, imaginary plane,
similarly below for the negative root and m = −4, showing the spiral FP in RG flow.

be expressed in both special functions).

JY ∝
∞
∑

n=0

in
2
√

ǫ′2 − 2ǫ′ǫ + (ǫ− 1)ǫrnǫn/2F1

(

n
2 ;− 1

2 ,− 1
2 ;

n
2 + 1;− 2ǫ

−2ǫ′+
√
4ǫ′+1−1

, 2ǫ
2ǫ′+

√
4ǫ′+1+1

)

nn!
√

2ǫ′+
√
4ǫ′+1−2ǫ+1

2ǫ′+
√
4ǫ′+1+1

√

−2ǫ′+
√
4ǫ′+1+2ǫ−1

−2ǫ′+
√
4ǫ′+1−1

+
sin(

√
ǫr)

ǫ
3

2

+
sin(

√
ǫr)√
ǫ

..

(D3)

The first term is a sum and can be shown as an odd and even JY =
∑∞

n=0 = Jodd
Y + Jeven

Y so therefore, all the
odd terms can be expressed as the elliptic functions graphically shown in the main article in figure 10 which host
exceptional points. Even terms consist of transcendental functions

Appendix E: Analytic Solution of RG equations

A natural simplification of Jk3 and Jk RG equation by eliminating J0 gives the following,

dJk3

dl
− J2

k =
Jk3

Jk

dJk
dl

1

Jk3

dJk3

dl
− J2

k

Jk3

=
1

Jk

dJk
dl

(E1)

Now with a substitution of
J2

k

Jk3
= x which gives upon differentiation dx

dl = 2 Jk

Jk3

dJk

dl − J2

k

J2

k3

dJk3

dl using this and rearranging

we get solution as Jk = − 1
2 ± 1

2

√
1 + 4mJk3 this is related to second solution by phase factors Now we can derive the
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full solution as the following,

J0
dJ0
dl

− J3
0 = n,

(

J2
k + Jk
m

+ Jk
(Jk + 1)2

m2
+ Jk

)

dJk
dl

= n (E2)

This yield solution is as follows; One can show the m has complex roots when the effective bandwidth vanishes.

J∗
k →

√
3ei

π
3

2 ,J∗
k3 → 9ei

π
3

16 andm = ei
π
3 where the J∗

0 will have tan−1(..) quantity vanishing for J∗
0 = ±1 in ferromagnetic

and antiferromagnetic cases for n → 1 see equations in E3, also log contribution to scale vanish when J∗
0 = −2.We

get these FP’s when we add the potential scattering terms.

log

(

[m2 +m(Jk − 1) + (Jk − 1)2]3γ

J2γ
k

)

+
(m− 2)√

3(m2 −m+ 1)
tan−1

(

m+ 2Jk − 2√
3m

)

= n logDeff

log
(

n2/3 + 3
√
n(−J0) + J2

0

)

− 2 log ( 3
√
n+ J0)− 2

√
3 tan−1

(

1− 2J0
3
√

n√
3

)

6 3
√
n

= logDeff

where γ =
−m

6 ∗ (m2 −m+ 1)
=⇒ γ → −∞∗ for m = e±iπ

3

(E3)

Due to the bath’s exceptional dispersion, there may be an unusual impurity screening. The kondo destruction
will be at the critical points found above, leading to some complex FPs. The similarity between the RG of a
single impurity in edge states and two impurities in conventional Fermi gas. For this reason, we solve two-impurity
problem RG equations by limiting all couplings to zero except J0 6= JY 6= K 6= 0.We need to solve the equations
dJ0

dl = J2
0 + JY J0 +KJ0,

dJY

dl = J2
Y + J2

0 +K2, dKdl = K2 +KJY . If we solve J0 and K equations, we get J0 = RK
K−1 as

a solution where R is a constant or invariant under renormalization. Using this solution, we solve JY and K equations
as follows,

JY
dJY
dl

− J3
Y = R1,

dK

dl
−K2 =

R1

R2K
(1−K)2 +K

−2 log
(

JY + 3
√
R1

)

+ log
(

3
√
R1 (−JY ) + J2

Y + R
2/3
1

)

+ 2
√
3 tan−1

(

2JY
3
√

R1

−1
√
3

)

6 3
√
R1

= logDeff

−2 log
(

K + 3
√
R1

)

+ log
(

3
√
R1 (−K) +K2 +R

2/3
1

)

+ 2
√
3 tan−1

(

2K
3
√

R1

−1
√
3

)

6 3
√
R1

= logDeff , for K → ∞

− R2

K−1 +R2 log(K − 1) + 1
2 (K − 1)2 +K

R1
= logDeff , for K → 0

(K − 1)
R
R1 exp

1

R1

(

− R2

K − 1
+

1

2
(K − 1)2 +K

)

= Deff

=⇒ (KR/J0)
R
R1 e

1

R1

(

− R2

KR/J0
+ 1

2
(KR/J0)

2+K

)

= Deff

3
√
R1 (−JY ) + J2

Y +R
2/3
1

(JY + 3
√
R1)2

e
2
√
3 tan−1





2JY
3
√

R1

−1

√
3





= D
6R

1

3

1

eff

(E4)

Solving for Deff we can see how the two impurity kondo scale renormalized in this problem. Similarly, We will solve
the J0 equation with JY to separate the solutions and for R = R1 = 1.0, we show the flow and critical points. We
expect FP’s in different quadrants depending on the sign we choose for these constants.

Appendix F: Impurity Transport Calculation

We follow the Tkk′ formalism (without expanding in terms of ∆ as we did for separating RG flow and also not in-
cluding the potential scatterings) for the derived kondo model after the k-dependent unitary to compute the relaxation



16

-2 -1 0 1 2 3

-2

-1

0

1

2

3

J0

J
Y

-2 -1 0 1 2

-2

-1

0

1

2

K

J
Y

FIG. 13. Plots above show the FP can be in different quadrants with R1 = −1 and R = 1.0. We get around the spiral FP’s we
get sign reversion in couplings.

time as follows,

1

τ(k)
∝ (1 − 2Jg̃α(ǫk)− 2Jg̃∗α(ǫk)− 2Jk3 g̃αk3(ǫk)− 2Jk3 g̃∗αk3(ǫk)− 2Jkg̃αk(ǫk)− 2Jkg̃

∗
αk(ǫk)) (F1)

g̃α(ǫ) =

∫ 2π

0

∫ π

0

∫ kf

0

k2sinθdkdθdφ

k2 + α
√

k6β2 cos2 3θ + k2 − ǫ
(F2)

Solving the θ integral first, we get two pieces as follows,

g̃α(ǫ) = 2π

∫

k

k2
∮

dt

k2 + α
√

k6β2(4t3 − 3t)2 + k2 − ǫ
(F3)

we rationalize the above integral and write as the following by introducing q =

√
(k2−ǫ)2−k2

βk3 ,

g̃α(ǫ) = 2π

∫

k

1

k

∮ q + ᾱ
√

(4t3 − 3t)2 + 1
β2k4 dt

q2 − (4t3 − 3t)2

= π

∫

k

1

kq

∮ q + ᾱ
√

(4t3 − 3t)2 + 1
β2k4 dt

q − (4t3 − 3t)
+ π

∫

k

1

kq

∮ q + ᾱ
√

(4t3 − 3t)2 + 1
β2k4 dt

q + (4t3 − 3t)

=

∫

k

π

kq

(

∑

res

f(t, q) +
∑

res

f(t,−q)
)

(F4)

For finding these residues, we will use the roots of the cubic equations β(4t3 − 3t)± q = 0. We collect positive q roots
and negative as follows for doing contour integrals,

t+ =



































1
2

(

3

√

√

q2 − 1 + q + 1
3

√√
q2−1+q

)

,

− 1
4

(

1− i
√
3
)

3

√

√

q2 − 1 + q − 1+i
√
3

4
3

√√
q2−1+q

− 1
4

(

1 + i
√
3
)

3

√

√

q2 − 1 + q − 1−i
√
3

4
3

√√
q2−1+q

t− =



































1
2

(

3

√

√

q2 − 1− q + 1
3

√√
q2−1−q

)

,

− 1
4

(

1− i
√
3
)

3

√

√

q2 − 1− q − 1+i
√
3

4
3

√√
q2−1−q

− 1
4

(

1 + i
√
3
)

3

√

√

q2 − 1− q − 1−i
√
3

4
3

√√
q2−1−q

(F5)

Similarly, the other contributions are as follows,

g̃αk3(ǫ) = 2πβ

∫

k

k2
∮ ((4t3 − 3t)2)(q + ᾱ

√

(4t3 − 3t)2 + 1
β2k4 )

q2 − (4t3 − 3t)2
dt

g̃αk(ǫ) =

∫

k

∮ (q + ᾱ
√

(4t3 − 3t)2 + 1
β2k4 )

q2 − (4t3 − 3t)2
dt

(F6)
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after summing over the α = ± bands we get following simplifications,

g̃α(ǫ) = 2π

∫

k

1

k

∮

qdt

q2 − (4t3 − 3t)2
, g̃αk3(ǫ) = 2πβ

∫

k

k2
∮

(4t3 − 3t)2qdt

q2 − (4t3 − 3t)2
, g̃αk(ǫ) =

∫

k

∮

qdt

q2 − (4t3 − 3t)2
(F7)

After contour integrals we can show each integral contributes as
∮

dt
q2−(4t3−3t)2 = q hence sum of all (gα) contribution

as following,

g̃ǫ =

∫

(βqk2 − βq4k +
q

k
− q)dk (F8)

We know from derivation ǫ ≈ k2 and the density of states in 3D as ρ(ǫ) ≈ √
ǫ then above integral yields,

g̃ǫ′ =

∫
(

√

(ǫ− ǫ′)2 − ǫ√
ǫ

− ((ǫ − ǫ′)2 − ǫ)2

β3ǫ6−
1

2

+

√

(ǫ − ǫ′)2 − ǫ

βǫ2
−
√

(ǫ− ǫ′)2 − ǫ

βǫ
3

2

)

dǫ (F9)

Where in above ǫ′ is the chemical potential can take any values around fermi energy. We perform this above integral
exactly in terms of special functions to extract contribution to 1

τ , which indeed scales with RG invariant in the elliptic
functions.

g̃ǫ ∝
P1(ǫ) + P 3

2

(ǫ) + T1(ǫ) + E1(ǫ) + E2(ǫ) + log(ǫ)

β3

P1(ǫ) = −
3ǫ′4 − 16ǫ′3ǫ+ 4ǫ′2ǫ(9ǫ− 2) + 2ǫ2

(

2ǫ
(

β2
√

(ǫ′ − ǫ)2 − ǫ (2
√
ǫ(β − βǫ+ 3) + 3)− 6

)

+ 3
)

12ǫ4

P 3

2

(ǫ) =
8ǫ′ǫ2

(

2β3ǫ3/2
√

(ǫ′ − ǫ)2 − ǫ− 6ǫ+ 3
)

12ǫ4

T1(ǫ) = β2 tanh−1

(

−2ǫ′ + 2ǫ− 1

2
√

(ǫ′ − ǫ)2 − ǫ

)

+

(2ǫ′ + 1)β2 coth−1

(

2ǫ′
√

(ǫ′−ǫ)2−ǫ

2ǫ′(ǫ′−ǫ)−ǫ

)

2ǫ′

E1(ǫ) =

iβ2ǫ

√

−2ǫ′+
√
4ǫ′+1+2ǫ−1
ǫ

√

− 2ǫ′+
√
4ǫ′+1−2ǫ+1

ǫ

(

AE

(

i sinh−1

(√
−2ǫ′−

√
4ǫ′+1−1√

2
√
ǫ

)

| 2ǫ′−
√
4ǫ′+1+1

2ǫ′+
√
4ǫ′+1+1

))

3
√
2
√

−2ǫ′ −
√
4ǫ′ + 1− 1

√

(ǫ′ − ǫ)2 − ǫ

A =
(

2ǫ′ +
√
4ǫ′ + 1+ 1

)

(2ǫ′β + β + 6)

E2(ǫ) = −
B
((√

4ǫ′ + 1 + 2ǫ′
(√

4ǫ′ + 1 + 2
)

+ 1
)

β + 6
√
4ǫ′ + 1

)

F

(

i sinh−1

(√
−2ǫ′−

√
4ǫ′+1−1√

2
√
ǫ

)

| 2ǫ′−
√
4ǫ′+1+1

2ǫ′+
√
4ǫ′+1+1

)

3
√
2
√

−2ǫ′ −
√
4ǫ′ + 1− 1

√

(ǫ′ − ǫ)2 − ǫ

B = iβ2ǫ

√

−2ǫ′ +
√
4ǫ′ + 1 + 2ǫ− 1

ǫ

√

−2ǫ′ +
√
4ǫ′ + 1− 2ǫ+ 1

ǫ
(F10)

In the above solution, F is an incomplete elliptic function of the first kind, and E is an elliptic function of the second
kind. P and T are polynomial and transcendental functions, respectively.Similar elliptic functions are found to solve
nonhermitian problem [34] to connect the nonequilibrium self-energy of an open system.

Appendix G: Numerical Solutions

1. Solutions for RG ODE’s
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FIG. 14. We plot the solutions of the RG equations around the critical points from the flow diagram. The x-axis is the
bandwidth diverging points corresponding to the Kondo scale, and cusp-like behaviors indicate the two impurity model FP’s.
The inset graph shows the non-interacting FP we got when we set either JY or K to negative otherwise, we have two impurities
Kondo effect, where all couplings diverge. SR in both can be seen for the couplings J0, K when for both Jk3 , Jk given -ve initial
conditions(IC) are given. Otherwise, only the K reverses sign with cusp −∞ → ∞.With various IC’s, we verified it is necessary
to have Jk3 6= 0 to get cusp-like sign reversion in the couplings. IC’s are mentioned above each plot above.

2. Single Impurity Case

The solutions are examined for the spiral FP’s whether we have SR in the imaginary part of the RG beta functions
βn. Indeed we verify FP’s corresponding to two spiral points and one marginal point, all of them a reverse sign,
whereas we had negative βn when all the couplings are very small except J0 shown in figure 15. From the invariant
derived analytically Jk = 1

2 ± 1
2

√
1 + 4mJk3 for Jk3 = 0.5(that is where we got FP see fig 5 of main paper) and m = 4

we get two roots as Jk = 1
2 ± 3

2 = 2,−1 exactly these were chosen as initial conditions and shown βn → β∗
n.We also

have various 3-pole and 2-pole regimes where we don’t have FP’s.

3. Two Impurity Case

Unlike single impurity cases, we do not have the flow FP’s in the TIK problem; hence we need to generate many
data files to identify where the SR regime exists. We can set Jk3 = Jk = 0 and start analyzing, and we find the SR
regime for the spiral points. But in general, this is a rich problem and requires more analysis, but here we show a
critical Jk3 required to get SR in figure 14. Having the SR scenarios in RG indicate there is the emergence of complex
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FIG. 15. We plot the solutions of the RG equations around the critical points from the flow diagram for the single impurity
case(K = JY = 0). plots (c) and (d) correspond to spiral FP’s and plot (b) is marginal point case when Jk3 = 0, Jk =
1
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√
1 + 4mJk3 = 0, 1. plot (a) is usual Kondo when homogeneous bath case so that all set zero except J0 6= 0.Plots (e) and

(f) are the solutions where flow is divergent with no FP.
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