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The advent of non-Hermitian physics has enriched the plethora of topological phases to include
phenomena without Hermitian counterparts. Despite being among the most well-studied uniquely
non-Hermitian features, the topological properties of multifold exceptional points, n-fold spectral de-
generacies (EPns) at which also the corresponding eigenvectors coalesce, were only recently revealed
in terms of topological resultant winding numbers and concomitant Abelian doubling theorems. Nev-
ertheless, a more mathematically fundamental description of EPns and their topological nature has
remained an open question. To fill this void, in this article, we revisit the topological classification
of EPns in generic systems and systems with local symmetries, generalize it in terms of more math-
ematically tractable (local) similarity relations, and extend it to include all such similarities as well
as non-local symmetries. Through the resultant vector, whose components are given in terms of the
resultants between the corresponding characteristic polynomial and its derivatives, the topological
nature of the resultant winding number is understood in several ways: in terms of i) the tenfold
classification of (Hermitian) topological matter, ii) the framework of Mayer–Vietoris sequence, and
iii) the classification of vector bundles. Our work reveals the mathematical foundations on which the
topological nature of EPns resides, enriches the theoretical understanding of non-Hermitian spectral
features, and will therefore find great use in modern experiments within both classical and quantum
physics.

I. INTRODUCTION

The mathematical branch of topology has comprised
an important asset in theoretical physics during the
last century, with applications ranging from high-energy
physics and topological quantum field theory [1], to mod-
ern photonics [2–4]. In condensed matter physics, topol-
ogy entered the stage during the 1980s as of the dis-
covery of the quantum Hall effect [5], and is nowadays
widely used in materials theory, e.g., in terms of topo-
logical band theory [6]. Following the quantum Hall ef-
fect, paramount discoveries revealing the importance of
topology in condensed matter physics include topologi-
cal phase transitions and topological matter (which was
awarded the 2016 Nobel prize in physics [7]), such as the
gapped topological insulators [8] and superconductors [9],
as well as the gapless phases graphene [10] and Weyl
semimetals [11, 12]. The latter is a three-dimensional
material, realized in, e.g., TaAs [13, 14] and TaP [15],
but also in photonic systems [16], where the valence and
conduction band touch at points around which the ex-
citation allow for a theoretical description analogue to
that of Weyl fermions. These elusive particles were the-
oretically predicted by Hermann Weyl in 1929 in the
context of high-energy physics [17], and are yet to be
observed as fundamental particles. In addition to pro-
viding a fruitful connection to high-energy physics, this
leads to a range of exotic physical phenomena, includ-
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ing the chiral anomaly [18–29] which results in negative
magneto-resistance [30–32].

The point-like intersections between the valence and
conduction bands in Weyl semimetals, naturally dubbed
Weyl points or Weyl nodes, are topological; they are char-
acterized by a non-trivial topological invariant, the first
Chern number, preventing them from appearing alone
in a crystalline material [6, 11, 12]. Thus, every Weyl
node characterized by Chern number +1 must necessar-
ily be accompanied by a partner characterized by Chern
number −1. Physically, the non-trivial Chern numbers
are commonly interpreted as a charge, or chirality, of the
corresponding quasi-particle, and the constraint of hav-
ing a vanishing net charge is referred to as the Nielsen–
Ninomiya theorem [19]. This is mathematically equiva-
lent to the Poincaré–Hopf theorem, which states that the
sum of singularities of a vector field on some manifold is
given by the corresponding Euler characteristic [33, 34].
This direct mathematical correspondence allows for a de-
scription of Weyl semimetals and the Nielsen–Ninomiya
theorem in terms of a Mayer–Vietoris sequence of coho-
mology groups [35, 36], which further unravels the topo-
logical nature of Weyl nodes.

In recent years, successful applications of topology
have expanded into the non-Hermitian regime, leading
to the emergence of a new research field known as non-
Hermitian topological physics [37]. Despite violating
the fundamental axioms of quantum mechanics, non-
Hermitian operators find a wide range of applications
within both classical and quantum physics; they appear
as, e.g., damping matrices [38], reflection matrices [2],
or effective Hamiltonians [39], and are commonly used
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to describe gain and loss in optical systems [4], friction
in mechanical metamaterials [40], multi-well dynamics in
ultra-cold atoms [41], and environment interactions in
open quantum systems [42, 43]. Relaxing the Hermitic-
ity constraint leads to several unique, yet ubiquitous,
physical phenomena, including the breakdown of the con-
ventional bulk-boundary correspondence [44–46] and the
non-Hermitian skin effect [40]. In terms of non-Hermitian
topological band theory [47], arguably the most apparent
differences from the Hermitian realm are the complex-
valued eigenvalues and different sets of left and right
eigenvectors of non-Hermitian matrices [48]. This leads
to the existence of exceptional points (EPs) [49], eigen-
value degeneracies at which the corresponding eigenvec-
tors coalesce, thereby making the matrix defective and
non-diagonalizable. At EPs, the matrix is rather cast into
a Jordan block form, the appearance of which reflects the
order of the degeneracy—at an n-fold EP (EPn), n eigen-
values and eigenvectors simultaneously coalesce, and the
parent matrix host an n× n Jordan block.

EPs are more common than ordinary Hermitian eigen-
value degeneracies. Generic EPns are of codimen-
sion 2(n − 1), meaning that their stable appearance
requires the simultaneous tuning of 2(n − 1) parame-
ters [37, 47, 50–53]. Thus, stable EP2s appear already in
matrices describing two-dimensional systems, in contrast
to the Hermitian counterparts that require the simulta-
neous tuning of three parameters, and thus appear in a
stable fashion in three dimensions. Three-dimensional
non-Hermitian systems instead host potentially linked or
knotted contours of EP2s [54–60]. The codimension of
EPns is further reduced for matrices fulfilling some addi-
tional similarity relation. For example, EPns in pseudo-
Hermitian matrices are of codimension n − 1, while for
self skew-similar matrices the codimension depends on
the parity of n: they are of codimension n for even n, and
n − 1 for odd n [61, 62]. As a consequence, similarity-
protected EP2s appear in a stable fashion already in one
dimension, while EP3s and EP4s exist in two and three
dimensions, respectively [63–71]. The ubiquitous exis-
tence of EPs has various physical implications, including
enhanced sensing [72–78] and unidirectional lasing [79–
82], which highlights their importance.

Although being abundant in physically relevant sys-
tems (recall that pseudo-Hermitian similar matrices
include, e.g., parity-time-(PT −)symmetric matrices,
and self skew-similar matrices include the sublattice-
symmetric ones, see Fig. 1, both widely used in non-
Hermitian optics and photonics [2, 83–85]), the topo-
logical nature of multifold EPs was just recently un-
covered [65, 86]. Similarly to Hermitian Weyl nodes,
EPns are bound to satisfy an Abelian topological dou-
bling theorem that prevents them from appearing alone
in periodic structures. This topological classification is
done by constructing a topological invariant in terms of
a resultant winding number, stemming from the wind-
ing of a vector whose components correspond to the re-
sultant of the corresponding characteristic polynomial

and its derivatives. This comprises the natural exten-
sion to EPns for arbitrary n of the discriminant number
characterizing generic EP2s (by counting the number of
times a closed curve around the EP2 crosses the con-
comitant bulk Fermi arc) [87], and the resultant winding
numbers characterizing EP3s in Refs. [65, 88]. In this
work, we elaborate further on this classification scheme,
rewrite it in terms of similarity relations instead of sym-
metry relations, and extend it to also include EPns pro-
tected by self skew-similarity. Noting that generic EPns,
i.e., EPns appearing in the spectrum of matrices with-
out symmetries, are classified by winding numbers in
analogy to the topological (Hermitian) symmetry-class
AIII, while similarity-protected EPns are classified by ei-
ther the same winding numbers (EPns protected by self
skew-similarity, and odd-fold EPns protected by pseudo-
Hermiticity), or Chern numbers (even-fold EPns pro-
tected by pseudo-Hermiticity), we are able to reveal a
connection to vector bundle classifications previously un-
known in non-Hermitian systems. The classification in
terms of Hermitian symmetry classes is possible since
the resultant vector around EPns naturally induces a
map to a Hermitian Hamiltonian with chiral symme-
try (except for EPns with n even protected by (anti)
pseudo-Hermitian similarity, where the chiral symmetry
is absent). To further unravel their topological nature,
we take advantage of the form of the resultant vector
and interpret the doubling theorem for EPns in terms of
Mayer–Vietoris sequences. Complementary to this, we
also unravel how non-local symmetries enrich the topol-
ogy of EPns. This leads to a connection between the non-
Hermitian bulk Fermi arcs and Hermitian Dirac strings,
suggesting novel topological features in non-Hermitian
n-band systems without EPns stemming from the bulk
Fermi arcs. Our results broaden the interpretation of
the topological properties of EPns and non-Hermitian
band structures in general. They further make the field
of non-Hermitian topological physics accessible to peo-
ple lacking a background in physics, but rather possess
broad knowledge in algebraic topology and geometry.

The rest of the article is structured as follows. In
Sec. II, we set the stage by reviewing the non-Hermitian
topological doubling theorems derived in Ref. [86],
rewrite them in terms of similarity relations instead of
symmetry relations, and extend it to also include EPns
protected by self skew-similarity. Sec. III further dis-
cusses the topological nature of the derived invariants,
while Sec. IV connects the topological classification of
EPns to vector bundle classification. Building further
on the vector bundle formalism, interpreting the dou-
bling theorems as Mayer–Vietoris sequences is the topic
of Sec. V.Sec. VI extends the classification scheme to
also include EPns appearing in systems subject to non-
local symmetries, including time-reversal (T ), particle-
hole (C) and inversion (I) symmetries, which further un-
ravels novel topological features relating to how EPns
annihilate. Sec. VII discusses corollary results of our
general framework. We conclude, place our results in a
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wider perspective, and discuss potential future research
directions in Sec. VIII.

II. NON-HERMITIAN DOUBLING THEOREMS

This section will be used to set the stage and intro-
duce the concepts of EPns and their concomitant dou-
bling theorems, as well as expressing them in terms
of similarities rather than symmetries. The classifica-
tion if further extended to also include EPn protected
by self skew-similarity. Generic EPns (i.e., EPn ap-
pearing in matrices without similarities) are treated in
Sec. IIA, while similarity-protected EPns are treated in
Sec. II B, with Sec. II B 1 focusing on pseudo-Hermiticity
and anti pseudo-Hermiticity, and Sec. II B 2 on self skew-
similarity.

A. Doubling of Generic Exceptional Points

Consider an n×n matrix M(k), parameterized by k =
(k1, ..., km) ∈ Tm. The corresponding eigenvalues are
obtained from the characteristic polynomial,

Pn(λ) = det{M − λI} = (−1)n

λn −
n−2∑
j=0

ajλ
j

 , (1)

which is directly written in the retarded form, i.e., setting
TrM = 0 [61]. Here, aj : Tm → C, ∀j ∈ {0, ..., n− 2}.
From the characteristic polynomial, it can be shown that
the coalescence of l ≤ n eigenvalues requires solving a
set of 2(l− 1) real equations. These generically comprise
EPs, at which M is not diagonalizable and has a Jordan
normal form with a Jordan block of size l. Consequently,
the simultaneous tuning of 2(l− 1) real parameters is re-
quired in order for the EPs to appear in a stable fashion.
In other words, stable l-fold EPs are generic in matrices
parameterized by 2(l−1) parameters, which in this work
corresponds to using parameters taking values in T2(l−1).

A recent work established that EPns appearing in n×
n-matrices can be topologically characterized by using a
resultant winding number [86]. The argument is based
upon the fact that at EPns, the characteristic polynomial
has a series of vanishing resultants, namely,

rj = Res
[
∂n−1−j
λ Pn(λ), ∂

n−1
λ Pn(λ)

]
= 0, (2)

j = 1, ..., n− 1.

The different resultants are then collected in a resultant
vector as,

R = [Re(r1), Im(r1), ...,Re(rn−1), Im(rn−1)]
T
. (3)

The topological properties of the EPn are then encoded
in a map between (2n − 3)-spheres. Since EPns appear
as points in a 2(n−1)-dimensional parameter space, they
can be enclosed by (2n− 3)-spheres. This induces a map
from S2n−3 in the base space to S2n−3 in the space of
resultant vectors, i.e.,

k

|k|
→ R

|R|
. (4)

The degree of this map indicates how many times the
map winds around the EPn in the space of resultant vec-
tors, and this winding number can be calculated as

W2n−3 = A2n−3

∮
S2n−3

Tr
[(
n−1dn

)(2n−3)
]
, (5)

A2n−3 =
(n− 2)!

(2πi)n−1(2n− 3)!
, (6)

where n is the normalized resultant vector n = R
|R| . For

n = 2, this coincides with the discriminant winding num-
ber [87]. Furthermore, this formula makes it apparent
that the sum of the winding numbers around all EPns
on T2n−2 vanishes. To see this explicitly, denote that
set of EPns as ∆ = {p1, ..., pk}, i.e., there are k distinct
EPns on T2n−2. Using Stokes theorem, the sum of all
winding numbers can then be written as

k∑
j=1

W
(k)
2n−3 =

k∑
j=1

∮
S2n−3
k

Tr
[(
n−1dn

)(2n−3)
]
=

∫
T2n−2\∆

dTr
[(
n−1dn

)(2n−3)
]
=

∫
T2n−2\∆

dTr
{
[d log (n)]

(2n−3)
}
.

(7)

The integrand dTr [d log (n)]
(2n−3)

vanishes by the sec-
ond Bianchi identity, which concludes the Abelian dou-
bling theorem for generic EPns in 2(n− 1) dimensions.

B. Doubling of Similarity-Protected Exceptional
Points

When matrices take certain forms, i.e., when they ful-
fill a similarity relation, the codimension of the EPs of
the matrix may decrease. Although from a physical point
of view, it is more relevant in a direct sense to speak of
symmetries instead of similarities, the latter has mathe-
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FIG. 1. A schematic depiction on the relations between similarity and symmetry relations for non-Hermitian matrices.
Although symmetries are more directly connected to physical platforms, the topological properties of the eigenvalue degeneracies
are more efficiently treated using similarities. As the figure indicates, each of the similarities (anti) pseudo-Hermiticity and
self skew-similarity covers two physically relevant symmetry relations. In terms of codimension of EPns, and their topological
classification, the symmetries related to the same parent similarity are deemed equivalent. It is however important to note
that the corresponding physical implications and interpretations require studies on the specific physical system, for which the
symmetry relations are more tractable. This picture is inspired by Fig. 1 in Ref. [62], but is modified and reproduced to match
current purposes.

matical benefits as one similarity relation covers several
symmetry relations simultaneously [62]. Therefore, the
notion of similarities will be employed here.

There are three main classes of similarity relations

that affect the codimension of EPs: (Anti) Pseudo-
Hermiticity, and self skew-similarity. Fig. 1 shows how
these are related to respective symmetries. The similari-
ties are defined as

HPH(k) = ηH†
PH(k)η

−1, η = η†,⇒ PPH(λ) = (−1)n

λn −
n−2∑
j=0

ajλ
j

 , aj ∈ R, (8)

HaPH(k) = −ΓH†
aPH(k)Γ

−1,Γ = Γ†,⇒ PaPH(λ) = (−1)n

λn −
n−2∑
j=0

ajλ
j

 ,

{
aj ∈ iR, n+ j odd,

aj ∈ R, n+ j even,
(9)

HS(k) = −SHS(k)S
−1, S = S†,⇒ PS(λ) =

(−1)n
(
λn −

∑n−2
j=0 ajλ

j
)
, a2j ∈ C, n even,

(−1)n
(
λn −

∑n−2
j=1 a2j+1λ

2j+1
)
, a2j+1 ∈ C, n odd,

(10)

with a2j+1 = 0 and a2j = 0 in Eq. (10) for n even
and odd, respectively. These similarities affect the codi-
mension of EPs in different ways. Pseudo-Hermiticity
[Eq. (8)] and anti pseudo-Hermiticity [Eq. (9)], however,
can be considered equivalent from this perspective, and
can thus be treated simultaneously. For this reason, the
term pseudo-Hermiticity will henceforth refer to both
anti pseudo-Hermiticity and pseudo-Hermiticity, and we
will only specify when necessary. Self skew-similarity
[Eq. (10)] differs from the two previous ones, mainly be-
cause of the appearance of the coefficients in the charac-
teristic polynomial [61], and will hence be treated sepa-
rately.

1. Pseudo-Hermiticity

Under the influence of pseudo-Hermiticity, EPns re-
quire only the tuning of n − 1 real parameters, making
them generic in (n−1)-dimensional parameterizations of
an n× n matrix. These cases are equivalent to the dou-
bling theorems derived for symmetry-protected EPns in
Ref. [86] and are included here for completeness. For a
(anti) pseudo-Hermitian matrix, all components of the
resultants will be real (imaginary). Hence, the resultant
vector components rj are introduced as

rj = (−i)Res
[
∂n−1−j
λ Pn(λ), ∂

n−1
λ Pn(λ)

]
, (11)

where the (−i)-factor is only included for relevant compo-
nents of the anti pseudo-Hermitian matrices. This resul-
tant vector then induces a map between (n− 2)-spheres
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centered around EPns, the degree of which gives the cor-
responding winding number associated to the EPn. The
winding number is calculated in a completely analogue
way to that for generic EPns,

Wn−2 ∝
∮
Sn−2

Tr
[(
n−1dn

)(n−2)
]
. (12)

The primary difference lies in the dimension of the sphere
over which the integral is taken, and a concomitant dou-
bling theorem follows directly. For n = 3, this coin-
cides with the resultant winding numbers introduced in
Refs. [65, 87]. It is however important to point out the
case n = 2 as a special case since the corresponding resul-
tant vector is one-dimensional and hence a scalar. More-
over, the integral domain will be S0, which comprises
two points. Although integration over discrete points is
expected to give a trivial result, integration on S0 can be
rigorously defined. To each point p on S0, one assigns a
signature denoted σ(p), which evaluates to ±1. The in-
tegral over S0 is then defined as the sum of the function
values at the respective points, weighted by the corre-
sponding signature. In this sense, the above formula is
still applicable. To illustrate this, it is fruitful to study
the example

MPT
2×2 =

0 1

k 0

 , R = k ∈ R. (13)

This matrix has an EP2 at k = 0, around which the
winding number is given by,

W =
1

2

∫
S0

−4k

4|k|
= −1

2

∫
S0

sgn(k). (14)

Using the above-mentioned definition of integration on
S0, one obtains

W = −1

2
[sgn(−p)σ(−p) + sgn(p)σ(p)] . (15)

Choosing a signature on the points −p and p corre-
sponds to choosing an orientation. To stay consistent
with the orientation in higher dimensions, σ(±p) = ±1,
and the winding number becomes W = −1. Thus, the
formula for the winding number Eq. (12) (and all con-
comitant doubling theorems derived from it) is applicable
for similarity-protected EPns for any n ≥ 2. It should be
noted, however, that the zero-dimensional winding num-
ber does not take integer values, but rather values in Z2.
This will be further explained in Sec. III.

2. Self Skew-Similarity

In contrast to the doubling theorems discussed above,
which can be directly extracted from the work done in
Ref. [86], EPns appearing in self skew-similar matrices
are not covered in that reasoning, which is why they have

to be treated separately. A self skew-similar n×n matrix
has to be studied in a slightly different way since the
codimension of the EPns differs depending on the parity
of n. Keeping this in mind, the resultant vector reasoning
can be used also for self skew-similar matrices, although
it has to be modified.

When n is even, the codimension of an EPn is n. Defin-
ing the components of the resultant vector rj as

r2j−1 = Re
{
Res

[
∂n−2j
λ Pn(λ), ∂

n−1
λ Pn(λ)

]}
, (16)

r2j = Im
{
Res

[
∂n−2j
λ Pn(λ), ∂

n−1
λ Pn(λ)

]}
, (17)

where j ∈ {1, ..., n/2}, gives a resultant vector R with
n components, whose singularities correspond exactly to
the EPns of the parent self skew-similar matrix. As be-
fore, the resultant vector induces a map between (n−1)-
spheres, the degree of which around the EPns defines the
respective winding number,

W ∝
∮
Sn−1

Tr
[(
n−1dn

)(n−1)
]
. (18)

Their corresponding sum is bound to vanish when oc-
curring on a torus. When n is odd, the codimension
of an EPn is n − 1, which is the same situation as for
pseudo-Hermitian systems. Importantly, the resultant
vector has to be introduced in a different manner, due
to the different nature of the characteristic polynomial.
Defining the (n−1) components as in Eqs. (16) and (17),
gives a resultant vector R that induces a map between
(n−2)-spheres, and the corresponding doubling theorem
follows by the same reasoning as in the earlier cases. This
implies that EPns protected by self skew-similarity also
obey an Abelian doubling theorem, a result that comple-
ments that of Ref. [86].

III. TOPOLOGICAL NATURE OF RESULTANT
WINDING NUMBER

Complementary to the previous section, this section
deals with the nature of the topological invariant. Map-
ping the resultant vector field to a Hermitian Hamilto-
nian of a topological insulator through the Clifford al-
gebra, establishes an equivalence between the Abelian
non-Hermitian eigenvalue topology and the (Hermitian)
tenfold way classification of topological matter [89–92].
This provides an interpretation of the topological invari-
ants classifying EPns in terms of the tenfold way. Since
this connection is different for generic and similarity-
protected EPns, these will be treated separately in
Secs. III A and III B, respectively.
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A. Generic EPns

Consider an EPn at k = 0. As seen before, this natu-
rally induces a map

S2n−3 → S2n−3, (19)

k

|k|
7→ R

|R|
, (20)

which shows how a sphere around the EPn winds around
the origin in the resultant space. Up to homotopy, this
map is an element of the homotopy group of spheres of
the same dimension, which is classified by integers

π2n−3

(
S2n−3

)
= Z. (21)

The topological invariant can be thought of as the
winding number in symmetry class AIII in odd dimen-
sions [89–92]. There is a natural mapping to a chirally
symmetric resultant Hamiltonian of dimension (2n−2)×
(2n− 2),

HR(k) =

dimR∑
j=1

rj(k)γ
j . (22)

There are 2n−1 matrices of dimension (2n−2)×(2n−2)
satisfying {γi, γj} = 2δij . Therefore, this is the most
general form of a (2n− 2)-band model in the AIII class,
where the chiral symmetry operator is given by γ2n−1.
The Hamiltonian of such a model can be written in off-
diagonal form, and hence the resultant Hamiltonian be-
comes

HR =

 0 q

q† 0

 . (23)

The higher-dimensional winding numbers are explicitly
given by

W2n−3 = A2n−3

∮
S2n−3

Tr
[(
q−1dq

)(2n−3)
]
, (24)

A2n−3 =
(n− 2)!

(2πi)n−1(2n− 3)!
, (25)

which coincides exactly with Eq. (5). This implies that
the resultant winding number associated with a generic
EPn can be interpreted as a generalized winding number
corresponding to topological invariants of the Hermitian
AIII symmetry class.

B. Similarity-Protected EPns

1. Pseudo-Hermiticity

For EPns of codimension n− 1, the topological invari-
ant will have a different meaning depending on the parity

of n. When n is odd, the same reasoning as for generic
EPns can be employed, since a Hamiltonian defined as
in Eq. (22) will still obey the emergent chiral symmetry.
The resultant winding number will therefore define a map
between (n− 2)-spheres, which are classified by integers,
πn−2(S

n−2) = Z. This means that the resultant winding
number can be considered as topological invariants from
symmetry class AIII in odd dimensions.
When n is even, however, the case will be different.

The Hamiltonian defined through Eq. (22) will then obey
no symmetries since it includes all γ-matrices in the re-
spective dimension, and will thus be in symmetry class A.
The resultant vector still defines a map between (n− 2)-
spheres, classified by integers. For n > 2, the correspond-
ing topological invariants are therefore Chern numbers
instead of winding numbers [89–92]. In all generality,
this means that EPns will be classified by the

(
n
2 − 1

)
th

Chern number for even n.
The case n = 2 requires additional care since the gen-

eral reasoning does not fully apply. The resultant vector
still induces a map between spheres, although now be-
tween 0-spheres. Since π0(S

0) = Z2, these maps are not
classified by integers, but by some Z2-valued invariant.
This can be understood in the following way. Since S0

consists of two points, maps between different S0 can
only be of two different kinds. Either the two points
are sent to different points or to the same, indicating
a Z2-classification. That one-dimensional systems sub-
ject to pseudo-Hermitian similarity are classified by Z2-
invariants is consistent with the Z2-classification for one-
dimensional PT -symmetric systems derived in Ref. [71].
The corresponding resultant Hamiltonian derived from
Eq. (22) will be a one-band model without chiral sym-
metry. Moreover, restricting it to S0 = {p,−p}, choosing
the signature σ(±p) = ±1 as before, the resultant Hamil-
tonian takes the form

HR(k)|S0
=

{
H(−p)σ(−p)

H(p)σ(p)
=

{
−H(−p)

H(p)
. (26)

When sending k → −k, the Hamiltonian transforms as
follows,

HR(−k)|S0
=

{
H(p)σ(−p)

H(−p)σ(p)
=

{
−H(p)

H(−p)
. (27)

This implies that H(k) = −H(−k), and consequently,
the resultant Hamiltonian satisfies particle-hole symme-
try with generator 1. This means that the classification
falls into symmetry class D, which in the relevant dimen-
sion is classified by Z2-invariants, consistent with all the
above reasoning.

2. Self Skew-Similarity

Since EPns protected by self skew-similarity will be of
codimension n − 1 when n is odd, these are covered by
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FIG. 2. A schematic illustration of the importance of the
geometric connection between Bloch Hamiltonians and vec-
tor bundles. Understanding a Bloch Hamiltonian in terms
of its corresponding vector bundle construction allows for a
mathematical relation to vector fields. The formal connection
to the corresponding vector fields further allows for a more
fundamental origin of the topological features widely present
in non-Hermitian matrices used to model various systems of
physical relevance. The classification scheme will hence com-
prise a fruitful platform to enrich the theoretical understand-
ing of these systems. For physical systems, E can be chosen
as the tangent bundle of the corresponding Brillouin torus,
which further enables a choice of constant γ-matrices.

the reasoning above and will give topological invariants
belonging to symmetry class AIII, i.e., winding numbers.
Interestingly, this will also be the case for EPns when
n is even. This can be seen from the definition of the
corresponding resultant vectors. Due to the appearance
of the characteristic polynomial, the resultant vector will
have an even number of components both for even and
odd values of n. Physically, this can be seen as a conse-
quence of one of the corresponding bands being forced to
be flat (i.e., one of the eigenvalues is always 0) when n
is odd. The resultant winding will therefore be given in
terms of the degree of a map between spheres of odd di-
mensions, and maps between (n−1)-dimensional spheres
classify both EPns and EP(n + 1)s for even n. This
can be interpreted as topological invariants in symme-
try class AIII. This marks a crucial topological differ-
ence between similarity-protected EPs of even order; if
protected by pseudo-Hermiticity, they are topologically
classified by Chern numbers, while those protected by
self skew-similarity are topologically classified by wind-
ing numbers. This furthermore indicates deeper topo-
logical phenomena related to the corresponding vector
bundle classification, which will be briefly discussed in
the following section.

IV. VECTOR BUNDLE CLASSIFICATIONS

This section is devoted to commenting on the more
fundamental and abstract picture provided by the above
scheme in terms of a more general vector bundle classi-

fication. The key element here is the resultant Hamilto-
nian in Eq. (22). Since the relations between Hamiltoni-
ans, vector fields, and vector bundles have been clarified
for vector bundles of rank 3 and higher (corresponding to
systems in dimension 3 and higher), rank 1 and 2 vector
bundles will be treated separately in Secs. IVB and IVC,
respectively. Since this will build upon the construction
for higher-rank vector bundles, these will be treated first
in Sec. IVA. The results of the below reasoning are sum-
marized in Table I, and the conducted method is illus-
trated in Fig. 2.

A. Vector Bundle Classification of EPns of
Codimension ≥ 3

Due to the relation between EPns and Hermitian
Hamiltonians expressed in terms of the corresponding re-
sultant vector, the vector bundle classification of EPns
with codimension larger than 3 will be analogous to the
vector bundle classification of Dirac-like Hamiltonians
provided in Ref. [36]. For completeness, we summarize
this classification scheme here, with further details avail-
able in Ref. [36].
Denote by E an oriented real vector bundle of rank d

over a compact oriented base manifold M . Furthermore,
assume that this is accompanied by a spinc structure and
a fiber metric g on M . The spin structure naturally en-
ables the construction of a spinor bundle, usually denoted
S, i.e., the Hilbert space. This bundle is sometimes also
referred to as the Bloch bundle. Then there is a map
c̃ from the exterior algebra bundle of E,

∧∗
E, via the

Clifford algebra bundle Cl(E, g), to the endomorphism
group of S, i.e., the group of operators on the Hilbert
space (among which are Hamiltonians). The map c̃ acts
such that it relates sections of E, to a Dirac Hamiltonian,
i.e.,

c̃(R) = R · γ, R ∈ Γ(E). (28)

The Clifford bundle furthermore induces Clifford bracket
relations, meaning that an orthonormal frame in E, de-
noted {ei}di=1, are mapped to {c(ei)}di=1 in the Clif-
ford bundle. These are bound to satisfy c(ei)c(ej) +
c(ej)c(ei) = 2gij , which are the usual Clifford bracket re-
lations (this is the conventional way to construct Clifford
algebra structures). Identifying c̃(ei) = γi, the connec-
tion to the usual notation becomes more obvious.

Given all these constructions, the line between vector
bundles and Dirac Hamiltonians is as follows (the phras-
ing below is the same as used in Ref. [36] for the sake of
clarity). A section of the vector bundle E, R ∈ Γ(E),
induces an abstract Dirac operator, which is a section of
the Clifford bundle, c(R) ∈ Γ[Cl(E, g)]. This operator
can be represented by a concrete Dirac operator, defined
as in Eq. (28). This acts on the Bloch bundle. Above a
point k ∈ M , the concrete Bloch Hamiltonian is defined
as H(k) = R(k) · γ(k), which acts on the corresponding
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EPn Type Generic Pseudo-Hermitian Self Skew-Similar

Codimension 2n− 2 n− 1 2⌊n
2
⌋

Resultant
Hamiltonian

HR =
∑2n−2

i=1 riγ
i

{HR, γ2n−1} = 0
HR =

∑n−1
i=1 riγ

i

{HR, γn} = 0, n odd
HR =

∑2⌊n
2
⌋

i=1 riγ
i

{H, γ2⌊n
2
⌋+1} = 0

Corresponding
Hermitian Deg.

(2n− 2)-fold
protected

(n− 1)-fold, prot., n odd.
(n− 2)-fold gen., n even.

n-fold protected

Topological
Invariant

Class AIII, Z
Class A, n odd, Z.
Class AIII, n even, Z.
Class D, n = 0, Z2.

Class AIII, Z

Vector Bundle TT2n−2, rank 2n− 2 TTn−1, rank n− 1 TT2⌊n
2
⌋, rank 2⌊n

2
⌋

Vector Field R ∈ Γ(TT2n−2) R ∈ Γ(TTn−1) R ∈ Γ(TT2⌊n
2
⌋)

TABLE I. A summary of the topological classification of EPns, including their codimension, relation to Hermitian degeneracies
and symmetry classes, and their corresponding vector bundle interpretation. This provides the full topological picture of generic
and similarity-protected EPns from the abstract notion of vector bundles to concrete Bloch Hamiltonians via the notion of
sections of the vector bundle (or, equivalently, vector fields on the base manifold). The explicit dependence on the parameter
k has been neglected for brevity, and ⌊x⌋ denotes the floor function of x.

fiber of the Bloch bundles, which will be isomorphic to
Cn.
For the physical considerations of direct interest in this

work, the manifold M is taken to be the Brillouin torus,
Td. This simplifies numerous things, and especially it
allows for both the Bloch bundle and the vector bun-
dle E to be trivial (E then becomes the tangent bundle
of Td). As a consequence the γ-matrices can be taken
constant [36].

The framework is now sufficient to extend this classifi-
cation to EPns of codimension larger than 3. This means
that the following EPns are covered here:

• Generic EPns for n ≥ 3,

• EPns protected by pseudo-Hermitian similarity for
n ≥ 4, and,

• EPns protected by self skew-similarity for n ≥ 4.

The remaining EPns will be treated in subsequent sec-
tions.

Let us start with generic EPns. The resultant vector is
of dimensions 2n− 2, yielding a concrete Bloch Hamilto-
nian R·γ over a point k ∈ T2n−2. This can be thought of
as a parametrization of a concrete Dirac operator, R · γ,
with R now denoting a vector field, or, formally, a sec-
tion over the tangent bundle E of T2n−2, completing the
connection to vector bundle classifications.

Consider now EPns protected by pseudo-Hermitian
similarity. Then the same reasoning as above holds, with
2n−2 → n−1. The classification for EPns and EP(n+1)s
protected by self skew-similarity is recovered by instead
letting 2n− 2 → n.
This concludes the vector bundle classification for

these EPns, and we now turn to resolving the remain-
ing lower-order cases.

B. Vector Bundle Classification of EPns of
Codimension 2

The reasoning for EPns of codimension 2 covers the
cases of generic EP2s, all similarity-protected EP3s, and
EP2s protected by self skew-similarity (which in some
sense are equivalent to generic EP2s).
Naturally, stable EPns of codimension 2 appear in a

stable fashion in two-dimensional systems. Therefore the
base manifold M is to be taken as two-dimensional in the
corresponding vector bundle classification. Since the pro-
cedure in Ref. [36] specifically assumed that the vector
bundle E is of rank d ≥ 3, physically motivated by the
stability of Weyl nodes in three dimensions, the same pro-
cedure must be performed for a two-dimensional M . For
physical reasons, we restrict ourselves to M = T2 here.
Consequently, the vector bundle E denotes the tangent
bundle of T2. Let {e1, e2} denote an orthonormal frame
for E. As before, these are sent to the Clifford alge-
bra generators with the map c, and for d = 2, they can
be represented by two of the three Pauli matrices acting
on the Bloch bundle. Sections on E, R ∈ Γ(E) then
define abstract Dirac operators as c(R) ∈ Γ[Cl(E, g)],
which can be represented as concrete Dirac operators as
c̃(R) = R · σ. Note that both R and σ have two com-
ponents since E is of rank 2. Therefore, the Dirac op-
erators constructed in this way are not complete Dirac
operators, but they are subject to an emergent symmetry
with the symmetry generator represented by the remain-
ing Clifford generator/Pauli matrix [cf. the resultant
Hamiltonian in Eq. (22)]. The concrete Bloch Hamil-
tonian above a point k ∈ T2 can then be written as
H(k) = R(k) · σ = r1(k)σ

1 + r2(k)σ
2, with σ3 the sym-

metry generator. This is exactly the form of the resultant
Hamiltonian in Eq. (22) when dim(R) = 2, meaning that
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this reasoning establishes the vector bundle picture of the
topological classification of EPns of codimension 2.

C. Vector Bundle Classification of EPns of
Codimension 1

Lastly, EP2s protected by pseudo-Hermitian similarity
require their own treatment since they are of codimen-
sion 1. In this case, M = S1, and E can again be taken
to be the corresponding tangent bundle. The resultant
Hamiltonian will be a scalar, yielding a one-band model.
The representation of the Clifford generator, which is to
be a self-adjoint endomorphism, will be given by unity 1.
The sections of E will be sent to themselves under the
map c̃, i.e., c̃ : R → c̃(R) = R · 1 = R, and the concrete
Bloch Hamiltonian will coincide with R. It should be
noted that in contrast to all the other cases, the topolog-
ical classification of similarity-protected EP2s, and the
corresponding vector bundle classification, is not given
in terms of some Hermitian band intersection governed
by the resultant Hamiltonian, but rather on the zeros of
the eigenvalues of a one-band Hamiltonian. It should be
noted that it still corresponds to singularities of a vector
field (or, equivalently, sections) on M . This completes
the connection between vector bundles and the topolog-
ical classification of EPns.

V. NON-HERMITIAN MAYER–VIETORIS
SEQUENCES

The vector bundle classification allows for an alterna-
tive and more direct topology-based approach to the ar-
guments presented in Secs. II and III. The topological
nature of the resultant winding number, as well as the
doubling theorems for generic and similarity-protected
EPns can be understood in a cohomology framework, in-
spired by earlier works on Weyl semimetals by Mathai
and Thiang [35, 36].

As previously, the different types of EPs will be treated
separately for the sake of clarity, starting with generic
EPns in Sec. VA, followed by those protected by various
similarity relations in Sec. VB. The relations between the
reasoning in the physical non-Hermitian system (through
the non-Hermitian matrices) and the mathematical no-
tions are schematically illustrated in Fig. 3.

A. Generic EPns

As a starting point, consider EP2s appearing in 2× 2
matrices. This will later be generalized to EPns in n×n
matrices.

A 2× 2 matrix parameterized by k ∈ T2 has a charac-
teristic polynomial on the form

P2(λ;k) = λ2 − a0(k). (29)
Suppose P2(λ;k) has l eigenvalue degeneracies, which
correspond to EP2s. The resultant vector field whose
zeros, or equivalently, singularities, captures the EP2s of
the parent matrix, is

R(k) = {Re [a0 (k)] , Im [a0 (k)]}T . (30)

The EP2s can therefore be thought of as isolated sin-
gularities of a vector field on T2, and their topological
nature can be described by employing a Mayer–Vietoris
argument. By choosing a cover of T2 as

T2 = T2 \ {p1, ..., pl} ∪
l∐

i=1

D2
i , (31)

meaning that T2 is punctured k times, corresponding
to the singularities, and the punctures are covered with
solid disks around the punctures. The Mayer–Vietoris
sequence in cohomology (with integer coefficients, and
denoting {p1, ..., pl} =: ∆) then becomes,

· · · → Hd
(
T2
)
→ Hd

(
T2 \∆

)
⊕Hd

(
l∐

i=1

D2
i

)
→ Hd

(
T2 \∆ ∩

l∐
i=1

D2
i

)
→ Hd+1

(
T2
)
→ .... (32)

The part relevant for revealing the topology of EP2s can be extracted by setting d = 1, giving,

· · · → H1
(
T2
)
→ H1

(
T2 \∆

)
⊕H1

(
l∐

i=1

D2
i

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

≃0

→ H1

(
T2 \∆ ∩

l∐
i=1

D2
i

)
→ H2

(
T2
)
→ 0, (33)

which put on an explicit form reads,

· · · → Z2 α−→ Z2 ⊕ Zl−1 β−→ Zl γ−→ Z δ−→ 0. (34)

Let us now try to decipher this. The left-most term de-
scribes the topology of one-dimensional slices of the non-
punctured torus, which physically means that it is classi-
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FIG. 3. A schematic illustration of the relation between the physical and mathematical concepts describing the topological
nature of EPns. The key feature is the resultant vector, which is used to translate the non-Hermitian EPn to a Hermitian
degeneracy, around which integration domains are well-defined and topological invariants can be consistently calculated. Using
(and extending) the results of Mathai and Thiang in Refs. [35, 36], the connection to vector field singularities becomes apparent.
The non-Hermitian doubling theorem can then be understood as a Poincaré–Hopf theorem, whose topological origin is reflected
in the corresponding Mayer–Vietoris sequences.

fying one-dimensional insulator topology. Since there are
two independent choices of subcircles on T2 (correspond-
ing to the two different generating cycles of the torus), a
topological classification requires a pair of integer invari-
ants. Puncturing T2 yields additional topological prop-
erties, with the one-dimensional insulator topology re-
maining. An l-punctured T2 is homotopy equivalent to a
wedge sum of 2+l−1 circles; puncturing T2 once leaves a
space topologically equivalent to a one-dimensional skele-
ton of T2, which is a wedge sum of two circles. Any ad-
ditional punctures give rise to additional circles in the
wedge sum, resulting in an extra factor of Zl−1 in the
second term on the left. The next term defines the lo-
cal charges, or topological indices, around each puncture,
while the rightmost term represents the two-dimensional
insulator topology. Having interpreted all the groups, let
us now think about the maps α, β and γ, keeping in mind
the sequence is exact [meaning that ker(β) = im(α), and
ker(γ) = im(β)]. This means that the one-dimensional
insulator topology is still present when puncturing the
torus, but it does not affect the individual invariants of

the punctures, since β ◦ α = 0. Here, α and β are given
by their respective restrictions on representative differ-
ential forms. The map γ is the sum of each components
in Zk, i.e., it sums all the different topological invari-
ants of the singularities. The sequence then tells us that
if these singularities exists on a torus, the total sum of
their indices must vanish (since γ ◦ β = 0). Therefore,
we can conclude that the sum of the topological indices
of the singularities of the vector field defined from the
resultants of the characteristic polynomial of the parent
non-Hermitian matrix has to vanish.
The above reasoning is directly generalized by consid-

ering a characteristic polynomial on the same form as in
Eq. (1), which hosts an n-fold degeneracy. Recall that
n-fold degeneracies are characterized by a vanishing re-
sultant vector R, which defines a vector field on T2n−2.
Its singularities (zeros) correspond exactly to the EPns
of the parent n × n matrix. Using a similar covering of
T2n−2 as before, i.e., removing points corresponding to
the singularities and filling them in with solid (2n − 3)-
balls, the relevant part of the Mayer–Vietoris sequence
looks as follows:
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... → H2n−3
(
T2n−2

)
→ H2n−3

(
T2n−2 \∆

)
⊕H2n−3

(
l∐

i=1

D2n−3
i

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

≃0

→ H2n−3

(
l∐

i=1

S2n−3
i

)
→ H2n−2

(
T2n−2

)
→ 0,

(35)

which results in,

... → Z2n−2 α−→ Z2n−2 ⊕ Zl−1 β−→ Zl γ−→ Z → 0. (36)

The meaning of these different parts is a straightforward
generalization of the two-dimensional case, with the most
important part being that the reasoning with the topo-
logical indices can be directly applied—an index is as-
signed to every singularity, the sum of which has to van-
ish globally if the singularities are located on a torus.

B. Similarity-Protected EPns

Since the codimension of similarity-protected EPns
will be different depending on the similarity, EPn pro-
tected by pseudo-Hermiticity will be treated separate
from those protected by self skew-similarity.

1. Pseudo-Hermiticity

The initial reasoning below will include similarity-
protected EPns for n ≥ 3. The covering of T2 in terms
of a punctured torus and disks of appropriate dimensions
does not result in any additional topological properties
as long as Hd(Dx) = 0. However, for d = 0 it does
since H0(Dx) ≃ Z. This means that the covering will
induce non-physical topological properties when the rele-
vant Mayer–Vietoris sequence includes such terms, which
will be the case for similarity-protected EP2s. More-
over, these are classified by Z2-invariants, meaning that
the cohomology groups with integer coefficients will not
be what classifies similarity-protected EP2s. Thus, the
Mayer–Vietoris sequence will not provide any relevant
information for similarity-protected EP2s.
Following the same reasoning as for generic EPns, i.e.,

by covering the Brillouin torus with a punctured torus
and disks of appropriate dimension centered around the
punctures, the relevant part of the Mayer–Vietoris se-
quence looks like

... → Hn−2
(
Tn−1

)
→ Hn−2

(
Tn−1 \∆

)
⊕Hn−2

(
l∐

i=1

Dn−2
i

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

≃0

→ Hn−2

(
l∐

i=1

Sn−2
i

)
→ Hn−1

(
Tn−1

)
→ 0. (37)

Writing this out gives,

... → Zn−1 α−→ Zn−1 ⊕ Zl−1 β−→ Zl γ−→ Z → 0, (38)

where the maps α, β and γ are defined as previously.
The exactness of the sequence directly generates a dou-
bling theorem for the topological indices assigned to the
singularities, just as for the generic EPns.

2. Self Skew-Similarity

Since the topological classification of EPns protected
by self skew-similarity for odd n is shown to follow

from the topological classification of EPns protected by
pseudo-Hermitian similarity, this section will be devoted
to the remaining case, namely EPns protected by self
skew-similarity for even n. The Mayer–Vietoris sequence
will then take the following form:

... → Hn−1 (Tn) → Hn−1 (Tn \∆)⊕Hn−1

(
l∐

i=1

Dn−1
i

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

≃0

→ Hn−1

(
l∐

i=1

Sn−1
i

)
→ Hn (Tn) → 0. (39)
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Writing this out explicitly results in,

... → Zn α−→ Zn ⊕ Zl−1 β−→ Zl γ−→ Z → 0, (40)

where the maps α, β and γ are defined as previously.
Again, the exactness of the sequence yields a doubling
theorem for the topological indices assigned to the sin-
gularities.

This implies that the doubling theorems for generic
and similarity-protected EPns have a direct interpre-
tation in terms of the exactness of Mayer–Vietoris se-
quences, which further enriches their topological inter-
pretation.

VI. EXTENSION TO NON-LOCAL
SYMMETRIES

Apart from the similarities acting locally in momen-
tum space, there are several other similarities and sym-
metries that acts non-locally in momentum space. These
are commonly referred to as time-reversal symmetry (T ),
particle-hole symmetry (C), parity (P) symmetry and in-
version (I) symmetry [61]. These symmetries do not af-
fect the codimension of EPns, but their presence have a
significant impact on the topological features of systems.
The subject of this section will therefore be to clarify how
the topology of EPns is affected under the influence of
these symmetries. For the sake of clarity, the treatment
will be separated such that the symmetries that affect the
eigenvalue topology differently are treated separately.

The results of this section will be derived using the
following representation of the γ-matrices:

γ1 = σ1 ⊗ I⊗ I⊗ . . .

γ2 = σ2 ⊗ I⊗ I⊗ . . .

γ3 = σ3 ⊗ σ1 ⊗ I⊗ . . . (41)

γ4 = σ3 ⊗ σ2 ⊗ I⊗ . . .

γ5 = σ3 ⊗ σ3 ⊗ σ1 ⊗ . . .

...

In terms of these, the charge-conjugation matrices take
the form

C+ = σ1 ⊗ σ2 ⊗ σ1 ⊗ . . . , (42)

C− = σ2 ⊗ σ1 ⊗ σ2 ⊗ . . . , (43)

which satisfies(
γ2k
)∗

=
(
γ2k
)T

= ∓C±γ
2kC−1

± , (44)(
γ2k−1

)∗
=
(
γ2k−1

)T
= ±C±γ

2k−1C−1
± , (45)

meaning that C+ flips the sign of even-numbered γ-
matrices, while C− flips the sign of the odd-number γ-
matrices.

A. Time-Reversal† and Parity symmetry

In non-Hermitian systems, there exist two different T
symmetries since taking complex conjugation and matrix
transposition of a non-Hermitian matrix are not equiv-
alent actions. This gives rise to a T † symmetry, which
affects the characteristic polynomial in the same way as
P symmetry does. These symmetries are defined as

C+HT (k)C−1
+ = H(−k), (46)

PH(k)P−1 = H(−k), (47)

and their corresponding characteristic polynomials will
look like,

PC+/P(λ;k) = (−1)n

λn −
n−2∑
j=0

aj(k)λ
j


aj(k) ∈ C, aj(k) = aj(−k). (48)

Since the parent non-Hermitian symmetry is non-local
in momentum space, it will be reflected as an emer-
gent symmetry in the resultant vector. The parent non-
Hermitian T † and P symmetries give rise to an emergent
symmetry in the resultant vector,

rj(k) = rj(−k), (49)

i.e., the resultant vector components are necessarily even
functions of momentum if its parent non-Hermitian sys-
tem is T † or P-symmetric. Employing the resultant
Hamiltonian introduced in Eq. (22), the eigenvalue topol-
ogy is governed by

HR(k) =

2n−2∑
j=1

rj(k)γ
j . (50)

The symmetry in the resultant vector corresponds to a
Hamiltonian with both T and C symmetry, given by C+

and C−, respectively. The corresponding symmetry class
to which this resultant Hamiltonian belongs depends on
the EPn in the parent non-Hermitian model. A sum-
mary of this is found in Table II. The emergent T and C
symmetry in the resultant Hamiltonian give rise to addi-
tional topological features. For instance, the symmetry
enforces the minimal number of EPns to be 4 instead of 2.
It is however important to note that the EPns themselves
are still classified by resultant winding numbers, which
corresponds to a chiral winding number stemming from
symmetry class AIII. This is because there are no spheres
surrounding the EPns where both T and C symmetry are
preserved, meaning that the resultant winding does not
reflect the additional topological features stemming from
these symmetries. Due to the properties of the charge
conjugation matrices for different values of d = 2n − 2,
different additional topological features will emerge de-
pending on the value of n. Two and four band models
fall into class CI and DIII, respectively, and are hence
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n d T T ∗ CC∗ Class πd−1 πd

2 2 +1 −1 CI 0 0

3 4 −1 −1 CII Z2 Z2

4 6 −1 +1 DIII 0 0

5 8 +1 +1 BDI Z2 Z2

...
...

...
...

...
...

...

TABLE II. Symmetry classes classifying the eigenvalue topol-
ogy of n-band systems subject to T † or P symmetry with
and without EPns in d = 2n− 2 dimensions. πd−1 describes
symmetry-induced eigenvalue topology from EPns appearing
at the TRIM-points in terms of (d−1)-dimensional cuts not in-
cluding these EPns (very much in analogy to how Chern num-
bers for Weyl nodes are defined [11]). πd describes symmetry-
induced topology of the full d-dimensional system when the
EPns are gapped out.

expected to not yield any additional topology, whereas
three and five band models belong to class CII and BDI,
respectively, meaning that they allow for a Z2-invariant.
For larger n, Bott periodicity provides the complete pic-
ture for arbitrary n: the symmetry classes are periodic
in d with a period of 8, meaning that the classification of
n band models is periodic in n with a period of 4.

In Table II, both the πd−1 and πd-invariants are listed
since they provide interesting complementary informa-
tion. The πd−1-invariant provides topological informa-
tion more directly related to the EPn, while the πd-
invariant tells us how the EPns can be gapped out. The
non-trivial πd−1-invariants for odd values of n indicate
that in addition to the resultant winding number, there
is a Z2-invariant further classifying EPns appearing at
the time-reversal-invariant-momentum (TRIM) points in
a manner similar to Hermitian Kramers degeneracies.
This is reminiscent of the Fu-Kane-Mele (FKM) invari-
ant and means that these EPns further act as FKM
monopoles [93]. For even values of n, the trivial πd−1-
invariant suggests that these additional invariants are not
present, meaning that there are no FKM monopoles.

The πd-invariants in Table II suggest that the EPns
are responsible for further interesting topological phe-
nomena when they are gapped out. In terms of the re-
sultant Hamiltonian, the eigenvalue topology of a non-
Hermitian n-band model without EPns can be under-
stood in terms of the eigenvector topology of a fully
gapped Hermitian system through the resultant Hamil-
tonian. It has to be stressed that although the resultant
Hamiltonian is fully gapped, the same conclusion cannot
be drawn for the non-Hermitian parent Hamiltonian. A
nowhere-vanishing resultant vector only means that the
non-Hermitian Hamiltonian hosts no EPns, while there
is nothing forbidding the existence of EPms for m < n.
Also here, odd values of n allow for a Z2-invariant, while
even values of n induce no further topology in the sys-
tem. To draw some intuition for what these Z2-invariants

(and their absence) mean in terms of the non-Hermitian
eigenvalue topology, it is fruitful to resort to their in-
terpretation in terms of Hermitian eigenvector topology.
There, the Z2-invariants can be related to what is known
as Dirac strings [93] and their topological stability. Dirac
strings emerge between Hermitian nodal points and are
the sources of their topological properties. When nodal
points are gapped out in specific ways with respect to
the TRIM points, the Dirac strings remain although the
nodal points are now absent. Although not present in
non-Hermitian spectra, there is one feature whose prop-
erties are analogous to those of the Dirac strings, namely
the bulk Fermi arcs [37]. Having topologically non-trivial
Dirac strings means that they cannot be removed from
the spectrum without passing through a gapless point.
The same holds true for bulk Fermi arcs; topologically
non-trivial bulk Fermi arcs can only be removed from
the spectrum by passing through an EP. Table II there-
fore tells us that n-band systems without EPns host po-
tentially topologically non-trivial bulk Fermi arcs on the
surface of EP(n−1)s when n is odd, while they are bound
to be trivial when n is even. This can be understood in
terms of the spectral constraints imposed by the under-
lying symmetry. Recall that both T † and P symmetry
constraints the coefficients of the characteristic polyno-
mial to be even functions in momentum. In terms of the
eigenvalues, this implies

Ej(k) = Ej′(−k), j, j′ ∈ {1, ..., n}, (51)

meaning that for every point k ∈ T2n−2, every eigenvalue
has a mirror image at−k where some eigenvalue takes the
exact same value. This means that every eigenvalue has
a symmetric partner that does not necessarily have to be
itself. The way of identifying these symmetric partners is
exactly what sources the non-trivial topology for an odd
number of eigenvalues, and what prevents it when there
is an even number of them.

To illustrate this, we first resort to a couple of low-band
examples. First, consider a two-band model described by

H(k) =

 0 1

aR(k) + iaI(k) 0

 , (52)

aR(k) = cos kx + cos ky −mR, (53)

aI(k) = cos ky +
1

3
cos2 kx −mI . (54)

Although Eq. (52) does not satisfy the symmetry con-
straints for either T † nor P symmetry, its correspond-
ing characteristic polynomial meaning that it necessarily
displays the same eigenvalue topology The correspond-
ing real and imaginary spectrum are presented in Fig. 4
for different values of mR and mI . The symmetry con-
strains the minimum number of EP2s to be four, giving
two open bulk Fermi arcs (both in real and imaginary en-
ergy). Even when these EP2s are annihilated, the bulk
Fermi arcs still persist, forming closed curves within the
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FIG. 4. Real and imaginary parts of the eigenvalues of the Hamiltonian given by Eq. (52) in panels (a)-(e) and (f)-(j),
respectively. The red points illustrate T †-symmetric EP2s, with their concomitant bulk Fermi and i-Fermi arcs highlighted
with the yellow lines in (a)-(e) and (f)-(j), respectively. Varying the parameters mR and mI causes the EP2s to move in the
Brillouin zone, shown in (a)-(c) and (f)-(h). Eventually, the EP2s overlap pairwise, causing them to annihilate and thus gapping
out the spectrum. The annihilation of the EP2s does not cause the bulk Fermi and i-Fermi arcs to vanish, but rather to close, as
shown in panels (d) and (i). The triviality of the second homotopy group for two-band models in two dimensions suggests that
these are not topological, but can be removed from the spectrum without passing through a spectral phase including an EP2.
This is confirmed in panels (e) and (j), where increasing the value of mI causes the bulk Fermi arcs to vanish. Consequently
the T † and P symmetries do not induce any additional topological spectral features in two-dimensional two-band systems.

Brillouin torus. Importantly, these can be removed en-
tirely without the EP2s reappearing, meaning that the
system does not have to pass through a gapless phase in
order for the bulk Fermi arcs to vanish.

In the case of three bands, the story is a bit more in-
volved since the existence of EP3s enforces the number
of dimensions to be 4. However, the Z2-invariant can be
understood in terms of a schematic argument. Consider
a three-band system in a four-dimensional momentum
space. Assume that the symmetry enforces spectral rela-
tions between the three eigenvalues as

E1(k) = E1(−k), E2(k) = E3(−k). (55)

Such a system may host two-dimensional surfaces of EP2s
and point-like EP3s located on the surfaces of EP2s. The
underlying symmetry enforces the surfaces of EP2s to ap-
pear in a symmetric fashion in the Brillouin torus; any
surface of EP2s need to have a symmetric partner at op-
posite momentum. However, there is nothing forbidding
the EP2 surface to be symmetric in itself. Let us hence
assume that the system hosts a sphere of EP2s centered
around the origin. On this sphere, there further exist
two pairs of EP3s, also bound to appear in a symmet-
rical fashion. These are connected by bulk Fermi arcs
where the real part of all three eigenvalues vanish. Now,
the sphere of EP2s can be constructed in two topologi-
cally different ways.

First, consider the case when the sphere of EP2s corre-
sponds to a region in momentum space where E2 = E3,
with four symmetry-induced EP3s. The EP3s can be an-
nihilated to form a bulk Fermi arc corresponding to the
equator of the sphere. When decreasing the radius of

the sphere, the bulk Fermi arcs will shrink accordingly.
When the sphere is shrunk all the way to a point, the
spectral constraints are still fulfilled, and the EP2 surface
can be completely gapped out without passing through
an EP3. Consequently, the bulk Fermi arcs are also re-
moved without passing through an EP3, indicating that
it is topologically trivial.

Second, consider the case when the sphere of EP2s is
instead made up partly by a region where E1(k) = E2(k),
and partly by a region where E1(k) = E3(k). Note
that whenever E1(k) = E2(k), the symmetry induces
E1(−k) = E3(−k). This means that an upper hemi-
sphere is defined by E1(k) = E2(k), while the lower
hemisphere is defined by E1(k) = E3(k). Extra care
has to be taken on the equator though. Thinking about
this as a circle parameterized by some angle ϕ, letting
E1(k) = E2(k) for ϕ ∈ [0, π), the symmetry induces that
E1(k) = E3(k) for ϕ ∈ [π, 2π). Assume now that on
the sphere, there are four symmetry-induced EP3s. Nat-
urally, if E1(k) = E2(k), then the symmetry enforces
E1(−k) = E3(k), but the latter does not result in any
additional surfaces of EP2s. The EP3s can annihilate
in the same fashion as before, forming a bulk Fermi arc
as the equator of the sphere. When the radius of the
sphere is decreased, the bulk Fermi arc shrinks accord-
ingly. When the sphere turns to a point, the symmetry
now enforces all three eigenvalues to coalesce, as a conse-
quence of how the EP2 sphere was originally constructed.
Hence, the sphere of EP2s becomes a symmetry-induced
EP3. This means that the bulk Fermi arc cannot be an-
nihilated from the spectrum without passing through a
phase where the system hosts an EP3, and consequently,
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FIG. 5. An illustration of how the annihilation of EPns (black and blue dots) on a T † or P-symmetric sphere of EP(n − 1)s
(red sphere) potentially leads to topologically non-trivial bulk-Fermi arcs (yellow arcs). Here, the symmetries constrains the
sphere to be centered around the origin of the Brillouin zone. The bulk Fermi arcs connect EPns of opposite resultant winding
numbers. Since the underlying symmetry enforces the minimal number of EPns to be four, an EPns can annihilate by merging
with another to whom it is not connected by a Fermi arc. This leads to a bulk Fermi arc symmetric on the sphere in the absence
of EPns. Whether the Fermi arc is topological or not depends on which eigenvalues coalesce to form the sphere of EP(n− 1)s.
Assuming E1(k) = E1(−k) and Ej(k) = Ej+1(−k) for j ∈ {2, ..., n − 1}, the radius of the sphere can be decreased all the
way to zero without forming an EPn if the sphere comprises a region where E2 = ... = En. If instead the sphere comprises a
region where partly, e.g., E1 = ..., En−1, and partly E1 = ...En−2 = En, the symmetry additionally enforces En−1(0) = En(0),
meaning that when the radius of the sphere is exactly zero, the underlying symmetry induces an n-fold eigenvalue degeneracy
at the origin. Hence, the system must pass through a spectral phase including an EPn in order to completely remove the bulk
Fermi arc, meaning that it is of topological nature. This is possible only when the number of bands, n, is odd, which is the
reason why the dth homotopy group is non-trivial only for odd values of n.

it is topological. This procedure is illustrated in Fig. 5.
This argument can be straightforwardly generalized to

an arbitrary number of eigenvalues. If n is an even num-
ber, there is no way to construct a sphere of EP(n− 1)s
such that the spectral constraints enforce it to induce an
EPn when the radius is taken to 0. If n is an odd num-
ber, the sphere of EP(n − 1)s is constructed in a way
analogous to the one above. With spectral constraints

E1(k) = E1(−k), Ej(k) = Ej+1(−k), (56)

j ∈ {2, ..., n− 1},

the sphere should be partly made up by, e.g., a region
where E1 = E2 = ... = En−1, and partly by a region
where E1 = ... = En−2 = En. Annihilating the EPns
such that the bulk Fermi arc forms the equator of the
sphere, decreasing its radius will eventually induce an
EPn, making the bulk Fermi arcs topological. The il-
lustration provided in Fig. 5 applies also to this general
case.

B. The Remaining Symmetries

Since the remaining symmetries eventually result in
the same topological classification, they are treated
within the same subsection. We will, however, explicitly
show this claim by deriving the resultant Hamiltonians
corresponding to each symmetry separately.

1. Time-Reversal and Inversion Symmetry

In terms of eigenvalue topology, the influence of T and
I symmetry will be similar because of how they affect the
corresponding characteristic polynomial. The different

symmetries are defined as

T+H∗(k)T −1
+ = H(−k), (57)

I−H†(k)I−1
− = H(−k). (58)

The corresponding characteristic polynomials for systems
subject to any of these symmetries will be on the form

PT+/I−(λ;k) = (−1)n

λn −
n−2∑
j=0

aj(k)λ
j


aj(k) ∈ C, aj(k) = a∗j (−k). (59)

Since aj(k) = a∗j (−k), it follows that the real parts of
aj(k) are even functions of k, while the imaginary parts
are odd functions of k. Consequently, the resultant vec-
tor components are bound to obey

r2m(k) = r2m(−k), r2m−1(k) = −r2m−1(−k). (60)

The corresponding resultant Hamiltonian reads

HR(k) =

2n−2∑
j=1

rj(k)γ
j , (61)

with rj(k) satisfying Eq. (60). This means that HR(k)
obeys both Hermitian T and C symmetry with C+C−
and I as generators, respectively, i.e.,

HR(k) = −H∗
R(−k), (62)

HR(k) = C+C−H
∗
R(−k) (C+C−)

−1
. (63)

The topological classification of these systems is sum-
marized in Table III. An important difference compared
to the previous case is that the resultant Hamiltonian
will always be in symmetry class BDI—the behavior of
the symmetry generators does not change preserving the
symmetry class. Consequently, the topological invariant
will instead differ vastly, taking Z-values for EP2s, even
numbers for EP4s, Z2-values for EP5s, while EP3s are
predicted to be topologically trivial.
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n d T T ∗ CC∗ Class πd−1 πd

2 2 +1 +1 BDI Z 0

3 4 +1 +1 BDI 0 0

4 6 +1 +1 BDI 2Z 0

5 8 +1 +1 BDI Z2 Z2

...
...

...
...

...
...

...

TABLE III. Symmetry classes classifying the eigenvalue
topology of n-band systems subject to T , I, C or C† symme-
try with and without EPns in d = 2n − 2 dimensions. πd−1

describes symmetry-induced eigenvalue topology from EPns
appearing at the TRIM-points in terms of d− 1-dimensional
cuts not including these EPns (very much in analogy to how
Chern numbers for Weyl nodes are defined [11]). πd describes
symmetry-induced topology of the full d-dimensional system
when the EPns are gapped out.

2. Particle-Hole Symmetry

Complementary to the symmetries above is C symme-
try. This is defined as

C−HT (k)C−1
− = −H(−k), (64)

and affects the characteristic polynomial as

PC(λ;k) = (−1)n

λn −
n−2∑
j=0

aj(k)λ
j


aj(k) ∈ C, aj(k) = (−1)n+jaj(−k). (65)

The constraints on the coefficients in the characteristic
polynomial will result in different cases depending on the
parity of n. Assuming first that n is even, the real and
imaginary parts of aj(k) satisfy

Re [aj(k)] =

{
Re [aj(−k)] , j even,

−Re [aj(−k)] , j odd,
(66)

Im [aj(k)] =

{
Im [aj(−k)] , j even,

−Im [aj(−k)] , j odd.
(67)

To visualize the emergent symmetry of the resultant
Hamiltonian, it is beneficial to consider a different choice
of resultant vector for C-symmetric non-Hermitian sys-
tems. By choosing

R = [Re(a1), ...,Re(an−1), Im(a1), ..., Im(an−1)]
T
, (68)

the corresponding resultant Hamiltonian will be T -
symmetric and C-symmetric with generators I and
C+C−, respectively. Hence, the topological classification
follows from Table III.

When n is odd, aj(k) satisfy

Re [aj(k)] =

{
−Re [aj(−k)] , j even,

Re [aj(−k)] , j odd,
(69)

Im [aj(k)] =

{
−Im [aj(−k)] , j even,

Im [aj(−k)] , j odd.
(70)

The same choice of resultant vector yields that the system
is T -symmetric and C-symmetric with generators C+C−
and I, respectively—T and C changes roles. This however
leaves the topological classification unchanged, which is
therefore again found in Table III.

3. Particle-Hole† Symmetry

Just as for T symmetry, there exist two different kinds
of C symmetries for non-Hermitian systems. In addition
to the ordinary C, there is also C† defined as

C−H∗(k)C−1
− = −H(−k), (71)

with a characteristic polynomial on the form

PC†(λ;k) = (−1)n

λn −
n−2∑
j=0

aj(k)λ
j


aj(k) ∈ C, aj(k) = (−1)n+ja∗j (−k). (72)

Just as for ordinary C, the coefficients of the character-
istic polynomial will behave differently depending on the
parity of j and n. Starting again by assuming n to be
even, aj(k) obey

Re [aj(k)] =

{
Re [aj(−k)] , j even,

−Re [aj(−k)] , j odd,
(73)

Im [aj(k)] =

{
−Im [aj(−k)] , j even,

Im [aj(−k)] , j odd.
(74)

It is again beneficial to define another resultant vector,
this time as,

R = [Re(a1), Im(a1), ...,Re(an−1), Im(an−1)] . (75)

The resultant Hamiltonian will then be T -symmetric and
C-symmetric with generators C+C− and I, respectively,
resulting again in the topological classification summa-
rized in Table III.

When n is odd, aj(k) are constrained as

Re [aj(k)] =

{
−Re [aj(−k)] , j even,

Re [aj(−k)] , j odd,
(76)

Im [aj(k)] =

{
Im [aj(−k)] , j even,

+Im [aj(−k)] , j odd,
(77)

which means that T and C change role and the topolog-
ical classification is again summarized in Table III.
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4. Topological Properties

The topological classification presented in Table III
is significantly different from the one presented in Ta-
ble II. We here explicitly discuss the behavior of the
πd-invariant, which provides information related to the
creation and annihilation of EPns induced by the cor-
responding symmetries. Since all symmetries treated in
this section exhibit the same eigenvalue topology and are,
in terms of the resultant Hamiltonian, identical up to a
change of basis, the treatment will be done exclusively
for the spectral relation {E(k)} = {−E(−k)}. The re-
maining symmetries can be understood using analogous
arguments for their respective spectral relations, or by
changing the basis describing the resultant Hamiltonian.

In terms of non-Hermitian spectral features, the πd-
invariant describes whether or not the corresponding sys-
tems allow for topologically non-trivial bulk Fermi arcs.
Just as for the case described in Sec. VIA, having such
requires an odd number of bands. Imposing the spectral
relations on an even number of bands, there is no way to
construct a surface of EP(n− 1)s which induces an EPn
when being shrunk to a point. Hence, such a system
can transition between a phase without EPns including
bulk Fermi arcs, to a phase lacking both EPns and bulk
Fermi arcs without passing through a phase including
EPns. Again the situation becomes more delicate when
the number of bands is odd. Starting with n = 3, the
symmetry-induced spectral relations can be imposed in
several ways. If Ej(k) = −Ej(−k) for j = 1, 2, 3, the
system will again be trivial. Take a sphere of EP2s to be
constructed by E1 = E2, and assume further that this
surface of EP2s hosts two pairs of EP3s. By symmetry,
this surface is necessarily symmetric around the origin.
The EP3s can be merged pairwise, and will hence result
in a bulk Fermi arc along the equator. When shrinking
the size of the sphere of EP2s, it will contract to a point
at the origin, where the Fermi arcs vanish confirming that
they are trivial.

Now, choose instead the spectral relations to be, e.g.,
E1(k) = −E1(−k) and E2(k) = −E3(−k), and consider
a sphere of EP2s made up by E1 = E2 in the upper
hemisphere, and E1 = E3 on the lower hemisphere. Fur-
ther, choose half the equator linking the two hemispheres
to be E1 = E2 and the other half to be E1 = E3 in a
fashion consistent with the symmetry. This construction
is exactly what resulted in non-trivial bulk Fermi arcs
in Sec. VIA. The fact that E1 is odd means that its
value on the upper hemisphere must be reflected with a
sign in the lower hemisphere. Hence, E1 need to cross
a zero somewhere on the sphere of EP2s, meaning that
for some k = k0, E1(k0) = E2(k0) = 0. But since
E2(k) = −E3(k), also E3(k0) = 0, and hence this point
comprise an EP3. Therefore, in such a system the EP3
cannot be completely gapped out, meaning that the in-
formation stemming from the πd-invariant is not appli-
cable. This explains why the πd-invariant is predicted to
be trivial for n = 3.

Moving now to the case n = 5, the classification scheme
predicts a non-trivial πd-invariant, meaning that such
systems can host topologically non-trivial bulk Fermi
arcs. Assume that the symmetry is reflected in spectral
constraints on the form Ej(k) = −Ej(−k) for j = 1, 2, 3,
and E4(k) = −E5(−k). Let then furthermore a sphere
of EP4s be made up by

E1 = E2 = E4 = E5. (78)

As previously, there will be a reflection of both E1 and
E2 on opposite hemispheres, but since E3 is not involved
in the EP4-sphere at all, this will not impose an EP5 in
this case. Therefore EP5s can be created, moved, and
annihilated—all in a symmetric fashion. Such a process
will form a bulk Fermi arc. Shrinking the radius of the
EP4 sphere to 0 will result in a symmetry-induced EP5 at
the origin, meaning that the bulk Fermi arc can only be
removed by passing through a phase including an EP5.
This explains the non-trivial π-invariant for n = 5.

To understand the generalization to an arbitrary num-
ber of bands is provided by Bott periodicity in d; the
same topology is expected as d → d + 8, which means
that identical outcomes are expected when n → n + 4.
This concludes the discussion on the topological proper-
ties linked to Table III.

C. Mayer–Vietoris Arguments and Vector Bundle
Classification

The symmetry-induced topological properties of EPns
of codimensions 2n − 2 are not as directly apparent in
terms of cohomology groups. Although the global charge-
cancellation theorem, in terms of the symmetry-violating
resultant winding number, follows, adopting the same
method as in Sec. V will not provide any information
related to the symmetry. In particular, it will not re-
sult in a minimum number of four EPns, which is a con-
sequence of the non-local symmetries. To encode this
information, the cohomology reasoning has to be mod-
ified. Earlier works have successfully provided such a
cohomology description of the topological invariants ap-
pearing in (Hermitian) systems subject to T symme-
try through the classification of quaternionic vector bun-
dles (for T T ∗ = −1) [94, 95], “real” Bloch bundles (for
T T ∗ = +1) [96] and equivariant cohomology [93]. These
studies, however, are restricted to low-dimensional cases,
with four-dimensional systems being the most abstract
systems treated. Since a cohomology picture describing
the symmetry-induced spectral topology of EPns would
be based on a general classification, it comprises, to our
knowledge, an open mathematical research question. It
is therefore beyond the scope of the current manuscript
and left for future works of an even stronger mathemat-
ical character.
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VII. COROLLARIES

The above classification scheme applies not only to
point-like EPns but also extends to other structures. In
Sec. VIIA the case of the so-called non-defective EPs is
discussed, while Sec. VIIB is devoted to consequences in
systems hosting EPns of higher dimensions. Sec. VIIC
discusses topological properties of systems in the absence
of EPns.

A. Non-Defective EPs

In addition to the previously studied EPns, there are
eigenvalue degeneracies corresponding to points where
the parent matrix vanishes (or, more correctly, is pro-
portional to the identity matrix). These have obtained
several different names in the literature based on the sit-
uation in which they appear, all based on their similar-
ity to Hermitian degeneracies. Some examples are Dirac
points [47] and diabolic points [97–100]. Here, they will
be referred to as non-defective EPs, as in Ref. [67]. This
name is chosen based on that these points seem to be
non-defective locally, in the sense that the Hamiltonian
is diagonal at the point, but there exists no infinitesi-
mally small neighborhood of the point where the system
remains stable and diagonalizable.

Following a similar reasoning as for EPns, it becomes
clear that the non-defective EPs are bound to obey a
separate doubling theorem, meaning that they are topo-
logical. This reasoning is applicable both for generic sys-
tems and those subject to similarities. For some non-
Hermitian matrix

M = d · γ, (79)

with d : Tx → Cy, and γ the vector of γ-matrices in the
appropriate dimensions, non-defective EPs correspond to
points where

Re (d) = Im (d) = 0. (80)

Introduce a new (real) vector as

V = [Re(d1), ...,Re(dx), Im(d1), ..., Im(dx)]
T
. (81)

The winding number of this vector around the origin will
give a topological invariant for the non-defective EP. In
generic systems, this will amount to a winding of (2n2 −
3)-spheres, while in pseudo-Hermitian systems it will be
a winding number of (n2 − 2)-spheres. For self skew-
similar systems, the nature of the winding number will
depend on the parity of n. For n even, the winding will be
around (n2 − 2)-spheres, and for n odd it will be around
(n2−3)-spheres. In summary, the corresponding winding

numbers will be given by

W ∝
∮
Sx

(v−1dv)x,

x =


2n2 − 3, generically,

n2 − 2, pseudo-Hermiticity,{
n2 − 2, n even,

n2 − 3, n odd,
self skew-similarity,

(82)

where v = V
|V| . The topological nature of these non-

defective EPs is summarized in Table IV, where also the
corresponding vector bundle classification is listed (note
that this follows directly from the reasoning applied to
EPns in Sec. IV).

B. EPns in Higher Dimensions

Although the above classification scheme revolves
around 0-dimensional EPns, it can be directly general-
ized to EPns of higher dimensions. In other words, the
scheme is not limited to EPns in 2n − 2 (for generic
systems and systems subject to non-local symmetries),
n − 1 (for systems subject to pseudo-Hermitian similar-
ity or odd-band models subject to self skew-similarity) or
n (for even-band systems subject to self skew-similarity)
dimensions, but extends to any higher dimensional space
as long as the EPns comprise a coalescence of all eigen-
values. An intuitive picture of how this can be done can
be extracted from the case of EP2s appearing as closed
curves in generic systems in three dimensions. A curve
of EP2s in three dimensions can potentially host both
non-trivial π1 and π2-invariants. For instance, it may
carry a non-trivial Chern number due to the eigenvector
topology. However, the eigenvalue topology has a triv-
ial invariant π2. This can be illustrated by considering a
sphere enclosing the curve of EP2s. This induces natural
map from the sphere to the the normalized resultant vec-
tor, which will be homotopy equivalent to a circle. Such
maps are classified by π2(S

1), which is known to be triv-
ial. Consequently, the topological properties of EP2s in
any dimension are directly determined by the behavior
of the resultant vector along a circle winding around the
manifold of EP2s. In other words, the topology is char-
acterized by a map between circles in the base space and
circles in the space of resultant vectors.

Similarly, the Abelian eigenvalue topology of EPns is
generally described by the maps between spheres in the
base space and spheres in the space of resultant vectors.
The dimension of the spheres is 2n− 3 for generic EPn,
n− 2 for EPn protected by pseudo-Hermitian similarity
or self skew-similarity (for odd values of n), or n− 1 for
EPns protected by self skew-similarity (for even values
of n).
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NDEPn Type Generic Pseudo-Hermitian Self Skew-Similar

Codimension 2n2 − 2 n2 − 1 2⌊n2

2
⌋ − 1

Resultant
Hamiltonian

M =
∑2n2−2

i=1 viγ
i

{M,γ2n2−1} = 0

M =
∑n2−1

i=1 viγ
i

{M,γn2

} = 0, n odd

M =
∑2⌊n2

2
⌋−1

i=1 viγ
i

{M,γ2⌊n2

2
⌋} = 0

Corresponding
Hermitian Deg.

(2n2 − 2)-fold
protected

(n2 − 1)-fold, prot., n odd.

(n2 − 1)-fold gen., n even.
(2⌊n2

2
⌋ − 1)-fold

protected

Topological
Invariant

Class AIII, Z Class A, n odd, Z.
Class AIII, n even, Z. Class AIII, Z

Vector Bundle TT2n2−2, rank 2n2 − 2 TTn2−1, rank n2 − 1 TT2⌊n2

2
⌋−1, rank 2⌊n2

2
⌋ − 1

Vector Field V ∈ Γ(TT2n2−2) V ∈ Γ(TTn2−1) V ∈ Γ(TTn2−1/n2−2)

TABLE IV. A summary of the topological classification of non-defective EPns, including their codimension, relation to Hermi-
tian degeneracies and symmetry classes, and their corresponding vector bundle interpretation. This classification is obtained
in a manner equivalent to the one used for EPns, the difference here being the codimensions and thus, the rank of the vector
bundle classification. This provides the full topological picture of generic and similarity-protected non-defective EPns, from
the abstract notion of vector bundles to concrete Bloch Hamiltonians via the notion of sections of the vector bundle (or, equiv-
alently, vector fields on the base manifold). The explicit dependence on the parameter k has been neglected for brevity, and
⌊x⌋ denotes the floor function of x.

C. Topology of Systems Without EPns

As have already been investigated for systems sub-
ject to non-local symmetries in Sec. VI, the classifica-
tion scheme relating non-Hermitian eigenvalue topology
to Hermitian eigenvector topology through the resul-
tant Hamiltonian does also say something about Abelian
topology in the absence of EPns. Since this has already
been resolved for systems subject to non-local symme-
tries, this section will again be devoted to generic systems
and systems subject to local similarities. Recalling that
the generic (similarity-protected) EPns themselves are
classified by a π2n−3 (πn−2) invariant, the gapped topol-
ogy is given by a π2n−2 (πn−1) invariant. Quite surpris-
ingly, this predicts that the eigenvalue topology of both
generic and similarity-protected systems is trivial in the
absence of EPns. At first glance, this seems to contradict
earlier results, such as the non-trivial braiding properties
observed in gapped non-Hermitian systems. However, a
non-trivial braid is often accompanied by a non-trivial
Fermi arc, highlighting a connection between braids and
the existence of bulk Fermi arcs. The ability to form
non-trivial braids in, for example, two-dimensional sys-
tems arises because the braid is non-trivial along a non-
contractible circle on the torus, an aspect not captured by
homotopy groups between spheres, but rather by those
between the torus and the sphere [101]. Consequently,
the trivial πd-invariants derived using the resultant vec-
tor formalism do not prohibit the existence of topolog-
ically non-trivial bulk Fermi arcs that lie along any of
the generating directions of the Brillouin torus in generic
and similarity-protected non-Hermitian systems. What
trivial πd-invariants do say is rather that bulk Fermi arcs

existing in the absence of EPns that do not span any
of the generating directions of the Brillouin torus, can
be removed from the spectrum without necessitating the
system to undergo a spectral phase transition involving
an EPn.
To illustrate this claim, it is fruitful to resort to a low-

dimensional example with few bands for intuition. Con-
sider a Hamiltonian given by

H(k) =

 0 1

aR(k) + iaI(k) 0

 , (83)

aR(k) = sin kx −mR, (84)

aI(k) = mI − cos kx − cos ky, (85)

for some real-valued mass terms mR and mI . Fig. 6
shows the corresponding real and imaginary spectrum.
Upon varying mR and mI , the two EP2s connected by
an open bulk Fermi arc [Fig. 6 (a) and (f)], can annihi-
late in such a way that the spectrum is left with a closed
bulk Fermi arc in the real spectrum [Fig. 6 (b)-(d)], while
the imaginary spectrum only comprises the merged EP2
[Fig. 6 (g)] before it becomes completely gapped [Fig. 6
(h)-(j)]. As the magnitude of mI is increased, the bulk
Fermi arc is shrinking [Fig. 6 (c)-(d)] to eventually be re-
moved completely [Fig. 6 (e)]. If the Fermi arc was to be
topological, such a process would require passing through
a spectral phase including an EP2, but this is not the case
here since the imaginary spectrum is kept fully gapped
throughout this process. It is possible since the generic
and (local) similarity-protected non-Hermitian spectra
are not constrained as the spectra of non-local symmet-
rical systems—there are no points acting as the TRIM
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FIG. 6. Real and imaginary parts of the eigenvalues of the Hamiltonian given by Eq. (83) in panels (a)-(e) and (f)-(j),
respectively. The red points illustrate generic EP2s, with their concomitant bulk Fermi and i-Fermi arcs highlighted with the
yellow lines in (a)-(e) and (f)-(j), respectively. By first increasing the magnitude of mR while keeping mI fixed, the EP2s
eventually merge into a single EP2 [panels (b) and (g)], which is then immediately gapped out when mR is increased further
[panels (c) and (h)]. While the (real) bulk Fermi arc is now forming a closed curve, the imaginary energy is completely gapped.
This imaginary energy gap is kept when increasing the magnitude of mI [panels (i) and (j)]. In the real spectrum, varying mI

instead shrinks the Fermi arc [panel (d)], to a point where it is fully removed [panel (e)]. Since this is occurring without passing
through a gapless phase including an EP2, the Fermi arcs are not topological, explaining the trivial πd-invariant predicted by
the classification scheme.

points. It should be noted, however, that the EP2s could
equally well have been annihilated along any of the gener-
ating directions of the Brillouin torus. This would result
in one non-contractible, yet closed, Fermi arc spanning
through all kx or ky. As mentioned above, such Fermi
arcs are not classified by the strong topological invari-
ants from resultant vector formalism, since they are not
classified by maps between spheres, but rather by maps
from the weak topological invariants given by the ho-
motopy groups between a torus and a sphere [101]. In
other words, the resultant vector formalism captures lo-
cal topology, i.e., topological properties of points in the
Brillouin zone, rather than global topology of the full
Brillouin zone.

VIII. DISCUSSION AND OUTLOOK

In this work, we have classified the Abelian eigenvalue
topology of generic EPns, as well as EPns protected by
local similarity relations and non-local symmetries, us-
ing a rigorous mathematical framework. Concretely, by
encoding of EPns in resultant vectors as singularities of
vector fields on a Brillouin torus of appropriate dimen-
sions, both generic and (local) similarity-protected EPns
are classified in terms of Mayer–Vietoris sequences. Fur-
thermore, the exactness of these sequences leads to cor-
responding doubling theorems for EPns. These theorems
ensure that EPns, similar to degeneracies in Hermitian
matrices such as Weyl points, must appear in pairs within
the Brillouin torus. The Mayer–Vietoris sequences partly
provide a geometric interpretation of the topological clas-

sification of EPns, as it is related to the underlying clas-
sification of vector bundles, which is also worked out.
Apart from the interpretation in terms of Mayer–Vietoris
sequences, the topological classification scheme of EPns
provided in Ref. [86] is furthermore extended to also in-
clude EPns protected by self skew-similarity. Through
this classification, it becomes apparent that most generic
and (local) similarity-protected EPns are classified by
generalized winding numbers corresponding to topolog-
ical invariants of the Hermitian symmetry class AIII.
The exception is EPns for even n protected by pseudo-
Hermiticity, which instead are classified by Chern num-
bers in symmetry class A. In contrast to the local sim-
ilarities, non-local symmetries do not impact the codi-
mension of EPns, but instead induce additional eigen-
value topology. This is shown to be intimately related to
how EPns are created and annihilated, as the symmetry-
induced topology is sourced by topologically non-trivial
bulk Fermi arcs connecting the EPns. It is lastly shown
that the general framework is not limited to point-like
EPns, but also leads to interesting conclusions for non-
defective EPns, EPn of any dimension, and n-band sys-
tems without EPns. On a general level, the classification
scheme describes Abelian eigenvalue topology of EPns in
non-Hermitian systems in terms of the tenfold way and
Hermitian eigenvector topology.

The general topological classification of EPns, and the
fundamental understanding of it, is of direct physical
relevance in a large variety of modern research areas.
Generic EPns are realized in various systems with syn-
thetic dimensions, such as Floquet systems [102]. As
for similarity-protected EPns, pseudo-Hermitian matri-
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ces include the PT -symmetric ones commonly used in
optics. Here, PT -symmetric matrices are used to de-
scribe reflectivity, or as effective Hamiltonian descrip-
tions of photonic crystals with balanced gain and loss [2–
4]. Self skew-similar systems include non-Hermitian Lieb
lattices, which comprise yet another important extension
to the non-Hermitian realm in photonics [83–85]. Further
developing and increasing the theoretical understanding
of the topological nature of EPns will thus provide a
stronger ground in all these, to mention only a hand-
ful, highly relevant research fields, which demonstrates
the vast potential possessed by fundamental classifica-
tion schemes.

Recent works have furthermore started to investi-
gate what the physical consequences of having a non-
orientable Brillouin zone, instead of the ordinary torus,
are [103]. On such manifolds, doubling theorems are
modified and seem to take the form of mod 2 charge can-
cellations theorems (meaning that the indices/invariants
locally assigned to singularities globally sum to an even
number). Including these results in a more systematic
and general classification scheme is desirable, and some-
thing to decipher in future works, both in the Hermitian
and non-Hermitian realm.

The striking similarity between the classification of
EPns protected by pseudo-Hermitian similarity for even
n, and Weyl semimetals, although connecting the eigen-
value topology of EPns to the eigenvector topology of
Weyl nodes, suggests a potential prediction of novel topo-
logical surface states in non-Hermitian systems. This
stems from the existence of surface Fermi arcs in Weyl
semimetals. One way of viewing this is from the re-
spective Mayer–Vietoris sequences, which are equivalent
for the two cases. For example, when describing Weyl
semimetals, the Poincaré-dual sequence in (relative) ho-
mology groups is used to mathematically predict the ex-
istence of and to understand the topological properties
of the surface Fermi arcs. Since the Mayer–Vietoris se-
quence of EP4s yields the very same Poincaré-dual se-
quence of homology groups as three-dimensional Weyl
semimetals, it predicts the existence of something topo-
logically equivalent to Fermi arcs in the space of resul-
tants of the parent pseudo-Hermitian matrix. Though
being topological surface states in a resultant space, it
is by no means guaranteed that these will correspond
to surface states in the parameter space of the parent
matrix. One should further take into account that the
bulk-boundary correspondence is fundamentally differ-
ent for non-Hermitian systems compared to Hermitian
ones and that it further breaks down at the EPs due
to the coalescence of eigenvectors [44–46]. Nevertheless,
topological features in the space of resultants necessarily
reflect some topological feature in the parent matrix, al-
though the exact relation between these two might not
be obvious. Revealing this connection would further in-
crease the understanding and impact of Chern numbers
in non-Hermitian topological band theory, and comprise
a highly interesting and relevant question to answer in

future works.
The classification of the Abelian topology of EPns pro-

vides a strong theoretical foundation to be used to fur-
ther develop this field. Naturally, unraveling non-Abelian
topology corrections physically stemming from adding
more bands, or, mathematically, from placing an exist-
ing n × n Jordan block into a larger square matrix, is
one possible direction. A particularly interesting phe-
nomenon directly linked to this is the appearance of dif-
ferent kinds of EPs of a particular order in the same
matrix. As an example, consider a four-band model with
pseudo-Hermitian similarity in a two-dimensional param-
eter space. Such a matrix potentially hosts the usual
similarity-protected EP3 points and EP2 lines. However,
due to the increased number of bands, these could be
accompanied by complex conjugate pairs of EP2 points,
stemming from a Jordan block structure on the form,

J =


λ 1 0 0

0 λ 0 0

0 0 λ∗ 1

0 0 0 λ∗

 (86)

These EP2s will then be of the same codimension as the
EP3s, meaning that such systems potentially host funda-
mentally different point-like spectral degeneracies. An-
swering how, or even if, these are connected to each other
requires a non-Abelian extension of the current topologi-
cal classification, but, importantly, does not lead to a col-
lapse of the Abelian doubling theorems (since any EPn
can be described by effective n× n Jordan blocks).
Despite being developed to unravel the topological

properties of EPns in non-Hermitian systems, the classi-
fication schemes may find profound implications also in
Hermitian band structures. Arguably, the most promi-
nent example is given by EPns protected by non-local
symmetries and the intricate relation between bulk Fermi
arcs in non-Hermitian systems, and Dirac strings in Her-
mitian systems. This serves as an additional physical mo-
tivation to further unravel the underlying vector bundle
structure related to T -symmetric systems in dimensions
beyond four. This would not only further deepen the un-
derstanding of the symmetry-induced topology related to
EPns, but also provide a more fundamental description
of the generalizations of FKM-invariants and their corre-
sponding monopoles in Hermitian systems.
Finally, it is again worth emphasizing the striking

connection between abstract mathematical concepts and
physical properties of direct experimental relevance.
Bridging these seemingly distant fields is done through
the theoretical framework of topological band theory and,
more concretely, here in terms of Abelian classification
schemes of the topological properties of EPns. Extend-
ing this venue further, and simultaneously elucidating
its topological and physical consequences, comprises a
highly relevant step towards unraveling the full richness
of non-Hermitian topological band theory.
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[4] Ş. K. Özdemir, S. Rotter, F. Nori, and L. Yang, Nat.
Mat. 18, 783 (2019).

[5] K. von Klitzing, Phys. Rev. Lett. 45, 494 (1980).
[6] A. Bansil, H. Lin, and T. Das, Rev. Mod. Phys. 88,

021004 (2014).
[7] The Nobel Prize in Physics 2016, Nobel Media AB 2022.

Web 8 Oct 2024.
[8] M.Z. Hasan and C.L. Kane, Rev. Mod. Phys. 82, 3045

(2010).
[9] X.-L. Qi and S.-C. Zhang, Rev. Mod. Phys. 83, 1057

(2011).
[10] M.O. Goerbig, Rev. Mod. Phys. 83, 1193 (2011).
[11] N.P. Armitage, E.J. Mele, and A. Vishwanath, Rev.

Mod. Phys. 90, 015001 (2018).
[12] P. Hosur, and X. Qi Comptes Rendus Physique 14, 9-

10, (2013).
[13] S.-Y. Xu, I. Belopolski, N. Alidoust, M. Neupane, G.

Bian, C. Zhang, R. Sankar, G. Chang, Z. Yuan, C.-C.
Lee, S.-M. Huang, H. Zheng, J. Ma, D. S. Sanchez, B.
Wang, A. Bansil, F. Chou, P. P. Shibayev, H. Lin, S.
Jia, and M. Z. Hasan, Science 349, 613 (2015).

[14] B.Q. Lv, H.M. Weng, B.B. Fu, X.P. Wang, H. Miao, J.
Ma, P. Richard, X.C. Huang, L.X. Zhao, G.F. Chen, Z.
Fang, X. Dai, T. Qian, and H. Ding, Phys. Rev. X 5,
031013 (2015).

[15] S.-Y. Xu , I. Belopolski, D. S. Sanchez, C. Zhang, G.
Chang, C. Guo, G. Bian, Z. Yuan, H. Lu, and M. Z.
Hasan, Sci. Adv. 1, e1501092 (2015).

[16] L. Lu, ZWang, D. Ye, L. Ran, L. Fu, J.D. Joannopoulos,
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