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We investigate the topological properties of multiple exceptional points in non-Hermitian two-level
systems, emphasizing vorticity as a topological invariant arising from complex energy structures.
We categorize EP pairs as fundamental building blocks of larger EP assemblies, distinguishing
two types: type-I pairs with opposite vorticities and type-II pairs with identical vorticities. By
analyzing the branch cut formation in a two-dimensional parameter space, we reveal the distinct
topological features of each EP pair type. Furthermore, we extend our analysis to configurations with
multiple EPs, demonstrating the cumulative vorticity and topological implications. To illustrate
these theoretical structures, we model complex energy bands within a two-dimensional photonic
crystal composed of lossy materials, identifying various EP pairs and their branch cuts. These
findings contribute to the understanding of topological characteristics in non-Hermitian systems.

I. INTRODUCTION

Exceptional points (EPs) are a distinctive feature
of non-Hermitian systems, where both eigenvalues and
eigenstates coalesce [1–7]. These points represent critical
topological phenomena and have attracted considerable
interest due to their unique properties and potential ap-
plications in fields such as optics, photonics, acoustics,
and open quantum systems [8–15]. Adiabatic deforma-
tion of a system along a path encircling one or more ex-
ceptional points (EPs) in parameter space induces a non-
trivial exchange among the corresponding eigenstates.
This eigenstate switching behavior allows for classifying
EPs based on the conjugacy class of the permutation and
braid group [16–23], a process known as homotopy clas-
sification.

Unraveling the behavior of EPs and their topological
characteristics is essential to advancing our understand-
ing of non-Hermitian systems. Specifically, the study of
EP pairs has been a central focus in both theoretical
models and experimental implementations. While early
theoretical studies examined EP pairs with the same vor-
ticities and no shared branch cuts [24] (see Appendix),
most observed EP pairs have opposite vorticities with
shared branch cuts between them [25–32]. The key topo-
logical distinction between different types of EP pairs lies
in their vorticity, a crucial topological invariant related
to the braiding of complex eigenenergies. Vorticity de-
scribes how eigenenergies wind around EPs in the com-
plex plane, playing a fundamental role in characterizing
these singular points. Recently, numerous theoretical and
experimental studies have explored the complex distribu-
tions of a large number of EPs [33–35].

In this work, we reveal two distinct global and local
structures of complex eigenenergies in parameter space,
leading to corresponding global and local vorticities of
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EPs. We investigate the behavior of EP pairs with oppo-
site vorticities (type-I) and those with the same vortic-
ities (type-II) in two-dimensional parameter spaces, fo-
cusing on the formation of branch cuts and the role of
vorticity as a topological invariant of EPs. Additionally,
we demonstrate the realization of various types of EP
pairs in complex energy bands using a photonic crystal
composed of lossy materials and discuss the results.

II. TOPOLOGICAL STRUCTURES OF
COMPLEX EIGENENERGIES ASSOCIATED

WITH EPS

A. Vorticity of an EP

Two complex eigenenergies and their corresponding
eigenstates coalesce at an EP, around which the eigenen-
ergies E± exhibit a square root branch behavior,

E± = ±
√
z − z1, (1)

where the complex parameter z represents two-
dimensional coordinates (Re(z), Im(z)) and z1 is the pa-
rameter set of the EP in non-Hermitian systems [Fig.1].
In the two-dimensional parameter space, the EP gives
rise to corresponding real and imaginary branch cuts
[Fig.1(d)], which are topologically protected in the two-
dimensional space [36]. If we consider a closed loop Γ
encircling the EP, the vorticity ν1(Γ) can be defined as
follows [37, 38]:

ν1(Γ) = − 1

2π

∮
Γ

∇karg[E+(k)− E−(k)] · dk. (2)

Here, ν1 corresponds to the winding number of the
eigenenergies E+ and E− around the EP in the complex-
energy plane. By substituting z − z1 = reiθ and E± =
±
√
reiθ/2, we obtain ν1 = ±1/2 for a closed loop Γ encir-

cling an EP. The ± signs of ν1 indicate counterclockwise
and clockwise rotations on the complex-energy plane, re-
spectively. In non-Hermitian systems, the vorticity is
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FIG. 1. (a) Real parts and (b) imaginary parts of complex
energy E± of Eq. (1) when z1 = 0. (c) Arguments of com-
plex energy difference E+ − E−. The argument increases by
π after a one-cycle counterclockwise journey on an encircling
loop (black circle) since the white line in the arguments rep-
resents ±π/2. The vorticity of an EP at z = 0 is +1/2. (d)
Schematic diagram of an EP (black circle) and real (green
straight line) and imaginary (orange dashed line) branch cuts
on 2D parameter space.

a topological invariant associated with the eigenenergy
structures, such as the Berry phases from eigenstates,
since the vorticity does not depend on the paths of closed
loops unless EPs are added or removed inside the loop.

B. EP pairs

Next, we consider a closed loop that encircles two EPs.
There are two types of EP pairs: counter-rotating EPs,
which have opposite vorticities, and co-rotating EPs,
which have the same vorticities. These are referred to as
type-I and type-II EP pairs, respectively. The eigenen-
ergy structures for type-I and type-II EP pairs are topo-
logically equivalent to the energy structures given by

EI
± = ±

√
(z − z1)(z − z2)∗ and (3)

EII
± = ±

√
(z − z1)(z − z2), (4)

where z1 and z2 are the two EPs.
For the type-I pair, since ν1 = 1/2 for

√
(z − z1) and

ν2 = −1/2 for
√
(z − z2)∗, the vorticity of the loop Γ

encircling the two EPs results in zero after one com-
plete cycle [Fig. 2(a)]. If the two EPs move closer and
eventually merge, i.e., z1 → z0 and z2 → z0, the two
EPs coalesce into a Dirac point (DP) with eigenener-
gies EI

± = ± |z − z0|. A Dirac point can appear in the

FIG. 2. (a) Real parts and imaginary parts of complex energy
E± of Eq. (3), arguments of complex energy difference E+ −
E−, and schematic diagram of EPs (black circle) and real
(green lines) and imaginary (orange dashed lines) branch cuts
on 2D parameter space when z1 = −1.0− 0.5i and z2 = 1.0+
0.5i. The color scale of arguments is the same as Fig. 1(c).
The vorticity of each EP are ±1/2 and the total vorticity
of the two EPs is 0. (b) Real parts and imaginary parts of
complex energy E± of Eq. (4), arguments of complex energy
difference E+−E−, and schematic diagram when z1 = −1.0−
0.5i and z2 = 1.0+0.5i. The vorticity of each EP are 1/2 and
the total vorticity of the two EPs is 1.

two-dimensional parameter space since symmetry is re-
stored when the two EPs merge. A shared real (or imag-
inary) branch cut exists between the two EPs, while two
independent imaginary (or real) branch cuts originate
from each EP. The topological structure of the closed
loop Γ remains unchanged even when the two EPs merge
and form a DP, which has zero vorticity. For example,
the eigenenergies of non-Hermitian Su–Schrieffer–Heeger
(SSH) model can be rewritten as Eq. (3) around the EP
pairs (see Appendix).



3

For the type-II pair, since ν1,2 = 1/2 for both√
(z − z1) and

√
(z − z2), the loop Γ encircling the two

EPs results in a vorticity of ν = 1 after one cycle
[Fig. 2(b)]. When the two EPs merge, they form a vor-
tex point (VP) with eigenenergies EII

± = z − z0, where
ν = 1 [38]. The vortex points cannot be removed on two-
dimensional spaces by continuous transformation and
symmetry breakings such as EPs and branch cuts [36],
unlike Dirac points lifted by symmetry breakings. There
are no shared branch cuts between the two EPs, and
each EP independently maintains its real and imaginary
branch cuts. As exceptional cases, there seems to be
shared branch cut when two branch cuts cross each other
(see Appendix). In this work, the cases where E± =

±
√
(z − z1)∗(z − z2) and E± = ±

√
(z − z1)∗(z − z2)∗

correspond to type-I and type-II pairs, respectively, as
the sign of the vorticity depends on the chosen conven-
tion.

The total vorticity of multiple EPs within a closed loop
is the sum of the individual vorticities of each EP en-
closed by the loop. In multi-level systems, the sum rule
of vorticities is applied to EPs that share the same energy
levels. The EPs with different energy levels are indepen-
dent. For example, if EP1 and EP2 correspond to the
first and second states, and the second and third states,
respectively, in a three-level system, the vorticities of the
two EPs are independent: the vorticity of EP2 can be
±1/2 irrespective to the vorticity of EP1. Thus, we con-
centrate on the two-state systems in this study.

C. EP Triples

Considering a closed loop encircling three EPs, there
are two possible configurations. The first configura-
tion consists of two co-rotating pairs and one counter-
rotating pair of EPs, while the second consists of three
co-rotating EPs [Figs. 3(a) and (b)]. These configura-
tions are referred to as type-{2,1} and type-{3,0} triples,
respectively. Here, type-{n,m} indicates the energy of
n number of holomorphic factors and m number of anti-
holomorphic factors in the square root. The eigenenergies
of type-{2,1} and type-{3,0} triples can be expressed as:

E
{2,1}
± = ±

√
(z − z1)(z − z2)(z − z3)∗ and (5)

E
{3,0}
± = ±

√
(z − z1)(z − z2)(z − z3), (6)

where z1, z2, and z3 represent the positions of the three
EPs.

For the type-{2,1} triple, ν1,2 = 1/2 for both√
(z − z1) and

√
(z − z2), while ν3 = −1/2 for√

(z − z3)∗. As a result, the vorticity of the loop Γ
encircling all three EPs is 1/2 after a complete cycle
[Fig.3(a)]. When a loop encircles only two EPs, the re-
sulting vorticity and branch cut formation correspond
to either the type-I or type-II pairs. EP pairs, rather
than individual EPs, serve as robust building blocks for

FIG. 3. (a) Real parts and imaginary parts of complex energy
E± of Eq. (5), arguments of complex energy difference E+ −
E−, and schematic diagram of EPs (black circle) and real
(green lines) and imaginary (orange dashed lines) branch cuts
on 2D parameter space when z1 = −1.0−0.5i, z2 = 1.0+0.5i,
and z3 = 0.4− 0.4i. The color scale of arguments is the same
as Fig. 1(c). The vorticity of each EP are ±1/2 and the
total vorticity of the three EPs is 1/2. (b) Real parts and
imaginary parts of complex energy E± of Eq. (6), arguments
of complex energy difference E+−E−, and schematic diagram
when z1 = −1.0 − 0.5i, z2 = 1.0 + 0.5i, and z3 = 0.4 − 0.4i.
The vorticity of each EP are 1/2 and the total vorticity of the
three EPs is 3/2.

constructing the topological structures of multiple EPs.
This is because the EPs and their associated branch cuts
are topologically protected in the two-dimensional pa-
rameter space, and what matters is not the absolute
value of the vorticity, but whether the vorticities of the
two EPs are the same or opposite, indicating co-rotating
or counter-rotating behavior. For the type-{3,0} triple,

since ν1,2,3 = 1/2 for all three EPs
√
(z − z1),

√
(z − z2),
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and
√
(z − z3), the loop Γ encircling the three EPs results

in a vorticity of 3/2 after a complete cycle [Fig. 3(b)].

D. EP multiples

Finally, we remark on the n EPs cases, where their
eigenenergies are given by

E± = ±
√
(z − z1)(∗)(z − z2)(∗)(z − z3)(∗) · · · (z − zn)(∗).

(7)
The vorticity clearly reflects the parity of the number of
EPs. For even n, the number of possible configurations
of n EPs with ±1/2 vorticities is (n+2)/2, and the global
vorticity, which is the total sum of the vorticities of all
EPs, is an integer. For example, in the case of two EPs,
the global vorticity is either 0 or 1. For four EPs, the
global vorticity is 0 for two co-rotating and two counter-
rotating EPs, ±1 for three co-rotating and one counter-
rotating EP, and ±2 for four co-rotating EPs.
For odd n, the number of possible configurations of n

EPs is (n + 1)/2, and the global vorticity, which is the
total sum of the vorticities of all involved EPs, is a half-
integer. For instance, the global vorticity is±1/2 or±3/2
in the case of three EPs. The half-integer vorticity rep-
resents the defectiveness of degeneracy in non-Hermitian
two-level systems, while the integer vorticity is not re-
lated to the defectiveness of the degeneracy.

E. Branch cuts on encircling loops

Different types of EP pairs and EP triples can be un-
derstood through the products of both branch cut op-
erations, OR and OI , which represent state exchanges
crossing real and imaginary branch cuts, respectively,
along encircling loops. These operations are directly re-
lated to the braiding of complex eigenenergies. To study
the braiding of states, it is convenient to label the states
by the state indices of their real and imaginary energy
components. We use the notation (i, j) to denote the
state associated with the i-th real energy and the j-th
imaginary energy, where the energies are ordered by de-
scending values. For instance, the state index with the
largest real and imaginary energies is labeled as (1, 1).
When closed loops are considered, intersections occur be-
tween these loops and the branch cuts connected to EPs.
As parameters move along these loops and cross real or
imaginary branch cuts, the state index (1, 1) transitions
to (2, 1) or (1, 2), respectively.

Now, we demonstrate that the topology of the com-
plex energy structure can be effectively represented by
the string of operators OR and OI . It is important to
note that the combinations of these strings are unique
for any loops encircling the same EPs. For the type-I
EP pairs shown in Fig. 4(a), the (1,1) state transitions
to (1,2) when the blue loop crosses an imaginary branch
cut, and then returns to (1,1) when it crosses a second

FIG. 4. Exceptional points (black circles), branch cuts (green
lines and orange dashed lines), and selected encircling loops
(blue and red closed loops) in the cases of (a) type-I and (b)
type-II EP pairs and (c) type-{2,1} and (d) type-{3,0} EP
triples. The parameters change on the encircling loops from
the initial parameters (blue and red circles) counterclockwise.
The loop crosses real and imaginary branch cuts are described
by operations, OR and OI , respectively.

imaginary branch cut. These parameter changes along
the blue loop can be represented as the product of branch
cut operations, OIOI = I, where I is the identity opera-
tion. The red loop yields the operation OIOROROI = I,
since OROR = OIOI = I.

For type-II EP pairs, as shown in Fig. 4(b), the (1,1)
state changes to (1,2) at an imaginary branch cut, to
(2,2) at the next real branch cut, to (2,1) at the follow-
ing imaginary branch cut, and finally back to (1,1) at the
last real branch cut. Although the initial and final states
are the same as in the type-I case, the branch cut opera-
tion, OROIOROI , differs from that of type-I pairs. This
operation corresponds to a non-zero vorticity, ν = ±1,
since OROI for an EP implies ν = ±1/2. Therefore, the
operations for EP pairs are I for type-I (corresponding
to ν = 0) and OROIOROI for type-II (corresponding to
ν = ±1).

For type-{2,1} EP triples in Fig. 4(c), the branch
cut operations are OROI for the blue loop and
OIOIOROROROI for the red loop, both yielding identi-
cal results. In the case of type-{3,0} EP triples shown in
Fig. 4(d), the resulting operation is OROIOROIOROI .
Therefore, there are two distinct operations for EP
triples: OROI for type-{2,1} (corresponding to ν =
±1/2) and OROIOROIOROI for type-{3,0} (corre-
sponding to ν = ±3/2).

Operations involving both real and imaginary branch
cuts describe the braiding of complex eigenenergies, while
those involving only one type of branch cut, either real
or imaginary, reduced to the permutation description
[39–41]. For example, type-I and type-II EP pairs are
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FIG. 5. (a) The lowest four energy bands in (b) a photonic
crystal made of two lossy triangular cavities with a complex
refractive index n. (c) The arguments of complex energy dif-
ference between third and fourth energy bands. The color
scale of arguments is the same as Fig. 1(c). It is noted that
the discontinuity of arguments results from those of imaginary
parts of third and fourth energy bands, defined by the order
of real parts of energies. The black and red circles represent
EPs with positive and negative vorticities, respectively. The
green straight and orange dashed lines do simplified real and
imaginary branch cuts, respectively.

represented by I and OROIOROI , respectively. If only
the real parts of the complex eigenenergies are consid-
ered, the operation for type-II EP pairs simplifies to
OROR = I, making type-I and type-II EP pairs iden-
tical in terms of permutation.

III. PHOTONIC CRYSTAL WITH LOSSY
MATERIAL

To realize various pairs of EPs, we consider the com-
plex energy bands in a 2D photonic crystal composed of
two lossy cavities. The cavity losses introduce effective
non-reciprocity, enabling the study of nontrivial point-
gap topology, the non-Hermitian skin effect, and mul-
tiple EPs [34, 42]. We consider a lattice of triangular
cavities with two bases in each unit cell, as shown in
Fig. 5(b). The positions of the two triangular cavities
are represented by t1 = t0 − δ and t2 = t0 + δ, where the
asymmetry parameter is δ = 0.05 (in units of the lattice
constant). The complex refractive index of the cavities
is n = 2− 0.8i, where the imaginary part represents the
loss. Maxwell’s equations for this system are solved using
the finite-element method.

The real eigenvalues of the lowest four bands are shown
in Fig. 5(a), where we focus on the third and fourth
bands. There are eight EPs associated with these two
bands, connected by branch cuts [see Fig. 5(c)]. The

eight EPs (EP1, EP2, EP4, EP3, EP1′, EP2′, EP4′, and
EP3′) are alternately connected by real and imaginary
branch cuts due to the periodicity of the two-dimensional
Brillouin zone. Neighboring EP pairs along this chain,
consisting of EPs and branch cuts, are type-I pairs with
opposite vorticities. As δ increases, the EP pairs (EP1-
EP2, EP1′-EP2′, EP3-EP4, and EP3′-EP4′) move closer
and eventually meet. At critical values of δ, they merge
into Dirac points (ν = 0), and the bandgap opens as
δ further increases. Conversely, as δ decreases, EP1-
EP1′, EP2-EP3, EP2′-EP3′, and EP4-EP4′ move closer
and transition into vortex points (ν = ±1) when δ = 0.
For δ ̸= 0, these pairs are type-II pairs with the same
vorticities.

IV. SUMMARY

We examined the topological structures of complex
eigenenergies associated with pairs of exceptional points
in non-Hermitian two-level systems, identifying two dis-
tinct types: type-I pairs with opposite vorticities and
type-II pairs with identical vorticities. These EP pairs
exhibit unique topological properties, particularly re-
garding the presence or absence of shared branch cuts.
Extending this framework, we analyzed the topology and
cumulative vorticity in configurations with three or more
EPs, demonstrating that the total vorticity within an
encircling loop is determined by the sum of individual
EP vorticities. Also, we show that the complex energy
structure and braiding of state exchanges can be repre-
sented by a string of consecutive exchange operators on
real and imaginary branch cuts, OR and OI . To sup-
port these theoretical insights, we modeled complex en-
ergy band structures within a photonic crystal composed
of lossy materials, observing multiple EP pairs and their
branch cuts. At critical parameter values, these EP pairs
converge into Dirac or vortex points. This study provides
valuable insights into the topological invariants of EPs in
non-Hermitian systems, offering a deeper understanding
of their impact on complex energy band structures.
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APPENDIX

A. An example of type-II EP pair

We briefly review the two-dimensional matrix model
for level repulsion where there are a pair of EPs [24].
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Consider the problem

H(z) = H0 +H1(z) = H0 + zV (A1)

=

(
ω+ 0
0 ω−

)
+ z

(
ϵ+ δ
δ ϵ−

)
where the parameters ω± and ϵ± determine the non-
interacting resonance energies E± = ω± + zϵ±. Owing
to the interaction invoked by the matrix element δ the
two levels do not cross but repel each other. In fact, the
levels turn out to be

E±(z) =
1

2

(
ω+ + ω− + z(ϵ+ + ϵ−) (A2)

±
√
(4δ2 + (ϵ+ − ϵ−)2)(z − z1)(z − z2)

)
and the two levels coalesce for complex values of z in the
vicinity of the level repulsion, that is at

z1 =
i(ω+ − ω−)

−2δ − i(ϵ+ − ϵ−)
(A3)

z2 =
i(ω+ − ω−)

2δ − i(ϵ+ − ϵ−)
, (A4)

which are two EPs. The E±(z) has a form√
(z − z1)(z − z2) and their energy structures are topo-

logically the same as those of type-II EP pairs in Fig. 2
(b), denoting two EPs are co-rotating. As the δ ap-
proaches zero, two EPs become closer. If δ = 0, E±(z)
has a form z−z1, which does not exhibit the square-root
singularity.

B. EP pairs in non-Hermitian
Su–Schrieffer–Heeger model

We consider the non-Hermitian Su–Schrieffer–Heeger
(SSH) model, where the Hamiltonian is given as [30]

h(k) =

(
0 d+ teθe−ik

d+ te−θeik 0

)
. (A5)

Here, d represents intra-unit-cell hopping, t denotes inter-
unit-cell hopping, and θ describes the non-reciprocity be-
tween left and right directional hopping. The eigenener-
gies are

E± = ±
√

(eθ + teik)(e−θ + te−ik). (A6)

There are two EPs at (t, k) = (eθ, π) and (e−θ, π). The
energies can be rewritten as

E± = ±
√
(z − z1)(z − z2)∗, (A7)

where z = −teik + iπ, z1 = eθ + iπ, and z2 = e−θ +
iπ. Their energy structures are topologically the same as
those of type-I EP pairs in Fig. 2 (a), denoting two EPs
are counter-rotating. As the θ approaches zero, two EPs
become closer. If θ = 0, E± has a form |z − z1|, which
corresponds to the Dirac point.

FIG. A1. (a) Real parts and (b) imaginary parts of complex
energy E± of Eq. (4) when z1 = −1 and z2 = 1. (c) Argu-
ments of complex energy difference E+ −E−. The color scale
of arguments is the same as Fig.1(c). The vorticity of each
EP are 1/2 and the total vorticity of the two EPs is 1. (d)
Schematic diagram of two EPs (black circle) and real (green
straight lines) and imaginary (orange dashed line) branch cuts
on 2D parameter space.

C. Exceptional case of type-II EP pairs

Figure A1 shows the exceptional case that there seems
to be shared branch cuts between two EPs with the same
vorticities. The branch cut crossing can be realized when
real or imaginary parts of z1 and z2 in Eq. (4) are the
same, while branch cuts repel each other generally as
shown in Fig. 2(b).
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