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The non-Hermitian Aharonov-Bohm (AB) cage is a unique localization phenomenon that confines
all possible excitations. This confinement leads to fully flat spectra in momentum space, which are
typically accompanied with the degeneracy with various types. Classifying the degeneracy type
is crucial for studying the dynamical properties of the non-Hermitian AB cage, but the methods
for such classification and their physical connections remain not very clear. Here, we construct a
non-Hermitian AB cage in a bosonic Bogoliubov-de Gennes (BdG) system with various types of
degenerate flat bands (DFBs). Using the transfer matrix, we demonstrate the localization mecha-
nism for the formation of AB cage and derive the minimal polynomial in mathematics for classifying
the degeneracy types of DFBs, thus providing comprehensive understanding of the correspondence
among the degeneracy type of DFBs, the minimal polynomial, and the transfer matrix. With such
correspondence, we propose a scheme to realize highly degenerate flat bands.

I. INTRODUCTION

Flat bands refer to dispersion relations that are in-
dependent of momentum, leading to zero group veloc-
ity and the consequent localization of excitations [1–16].
The Aharonov-Bohm (AB) cage [17–20] is a unique lo-
calization phenomenon that confines all possible excita-
tions, thereby giving rise to entirely flat spectra across all
bands. This character renders the AB cage a good plat-
form for exploring the strongly correlated physics. The
formation of AB cage arises from the complete destruc-
tive interference induced by the interplay between an ex-
ternal gauge field and the lattice geometry [18, 21, 22].
A recent study [23] introduced a novel non-Abelian AB
cage, in which the condition for the destructive inter-
ference is generalized to the nilpotent interference ma-
trix. This generalization enables different AB cages to be
characterized by different nilpotent indices that are gov-
erned by the order of exceptional points (EPs), a unique
spectral degeneracy phenomenon with the collapse of the
eigenstates space [24, 25] in the non-Hermitian systems.
Thus, the formation of an AB cage generally leads to
the flat bands with degeneracy, which are referred to as
degenerate flat bands (DFBs) in this work.

The degeneracy in DFBs endows the AB cage with
abundant physics such as enhanced sensitivity to pertur-
bation arising from the nonlinear spectral structure in
the vicinity of the EPs [26–30]. Recently, the energy de-
generacy associated with high-order EPs has attracted
much attention [31–34] and there is a growing demand
for DFBs with higher degeneracy degrees [35–39]. One
of the driving factors behind this is that additional fill-
ing selections of highly degenerate flat bands pave the
way for a broader range of strongly correlated physics
phenomena [39]. DFBs with higher degeneracy degrees
usually exhibit various types of degeneracy, which can
manifest as the diabolical points (DPs) type, the EPs
type or a combination of them [40–44]. Classifying these

degeneracy types holds great significance. For example,
for DFBs with different types, the excitations transition
in different ways, causing the AB cage to exhibit dis-
tinct dynamical properties and local structures [23, 45].
A mathematical approach to classify the degeneracy type
of DFBs involves utilizing the minimal polynomial of the
matrix [46], but which lacks physical intuition. It is hy-
pothesized that the potential physical connections might
be embedded within the transfer matrix [47, 48], which
represents the transition probability between two states.
However, such connections have yet to be fully under-
stood.

To comprehensively illustrate the relationship among
the degeneracy type of DFBs in the AB cage, the mini-
mal polynomial, and the transfer matrix, we choose the
bosonic Bogoliubov–de Gennes (BdG) system as a spe-
cific example. One reason is that the non-Hermitian na-
ture of dynamical matrices of BdG systems renders them
more convenient to realize a non-Hermitian AB cage
experimentally without involving gain and loss [49–52].
The other reason is that the inherent particle-hole sym-
metry and pseudo-symmetry [53] in BdG systems enable
the realization of DFBs with high degeneracy degrees.

In such a non-Hermitian AB cage constructed in
bosonic BdG system, by tuning the system parameters,
we demonstrate a flexible control over the degeneracy
type of flat bands, ranging from DPs type to higher-
order EPs type. Unlike the conventional method of dis-
tinguishing degeneracy types based on the response to
external perturbations, here we establish the correspon-
dence between parameter-dependent transfer matrix and
the minimal polynomial that can be used to determined
the degeneracy types of DFBs. Meanwhile, we also un-
cover the localized mechanism for the formation of AB
cage by investigating the limitation of the transfer matrix
on the prohibited propagation paths. Applying such cor-
respondence to the system with N coupled chains, the
transfer matrix can be designed to achieve DFBs with
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FIG. 1. (a) Schematic diagram of the ladder model, con-
sisting of coupled two Kitaev-Majorana chains, where each
site includes both particle and hole degrees of freedom. The
conjugated coupling and two-boson creation/annihilation pro-
cesses are denoted by the black lines, red solid/dashed lines,
respectively. (b) The θ1-θ2 phase diagram of degeneracy type
of DFBs, where the red lines, yellow lines, blue regions and
black dots correspond to EP4s type, DPs type, 1stEP2s type
and 2ndEP2s type in the energy band. (c) The dependence
of the absolute value of eigenvalues variation on the per-
turbation δj for different types of DFBs, when j = t = 2
and the wave vector is chosen as k = 0. The parame-
ter choices are {t1 = t2 = 2, θ1 = −θ2 = π/3} for the EP4s
type,

{
t1 = 2

√
3, t2 = 2, θ1 = π/3, θ2 = π/6

}
for the 2ndEP2s

type, {t1 = t2 = 2, θ1 = θ2 = 0} for the 1stEP2s type, and
{t1 = 1, t2 = 2, θ1 = 0, θ2 = π/3} for the DPs type. The θ1, θ2
for the 1stEP2s type are located at the origin point, while
those for the other types are marked with pentagrams in their
corresponding colors in (b).

2N -order EPs type degeneracy.

II. MODEL

We consider a ladder model consisting of two identical
bosonic Kitaev-Majorana chains, denoted as chain “a”
and chain “b”, as shown in Fig. 1(a). The conjugated
coupling (black lines) and number non-conservation cou-
pling including two-boson creation and annihilation pro-
cesses (red solid and dashed lines) are parameterized by j
and te±iη(a,b) for chains (“a”, “b”). Their counterparts for
the rungs of the ladder are parameterized by t1e

±iθ1 and
t2e

±iθ2 , respectively. The Hamiltonian for this system is

given by

H =
∑
n

jα†
nαn+1 + jβ†

nβn+1 + t1e
iθ1α†

nβn

+t2e
iθ2α†

nβ
†
n + teiηaα†

nα
†
n+1 + teiηbβ†

nβ
†
n+1 + h.c.,

(1)

where
({
αn, α

†
n

}
,
{
βn, β

†
n

})
denote the creation and an-

nihilation operators for chains (“a”, “b”) on n-site. With-
out loss of generality, we choose t1, t2, t, and j as real
numbers, while ηa, ηb, θ1, and θ2 are phase factors related
to the gauge choice. Considering the gauge invariance
for non-Abelian gauge field [54, 55], two gauge degrees of
freedom remain, as detailed in the Appendix A. Conse-
quently, we can always choose a gauge where ηa = 0 and
ηb = 0, while keeping phase factors θ1 and θ2. In this
gauge, the Hamiltonian in momentum space is expressed
as

H(k) =
∑
k

2j cos kα†
kαk + 2j cos kβ†

kβk + (t1e
iθ1α†

kβk

+ t2e
iθ2α†

kβ
†
−k + t cos kα†

kα
†
−k + t cos kβ†

kβ
†
−k + h.c.).

(2)

In the bosonic BdG systems, the evolution of mode

ψ(k) =
[
αk, βk, α

†
−k, β

†
−k

]⊺
is governed by the Heisen-

berg equation of motion,

i
dψ(k)

dt
= H̃(k)ψ(k). (3)

Here, H̃(k) is the dynamical matrix associated with
Eq. (2). A conventional approach for solving the eigenval-
ues of H̃(k) is to express H̃(k) in terms of Dirac gamma
matrix in Dirac representation [56],

H̃(k) = 2j cos kγ0 + t1 cos θ1γ
1γ5 + it1 sin θ1γ

1γ3

+ 2t cos kγ0γ5 + t2 cos θ2γ
1 + it2 sin θ2γ

0γ1. (4)

Here γi = iσ2 ⊗ σi for i = 1, 2, 3, γ0 = σ3 ⊗ I2 and
γ5 = σ1 ⊗ I2 with σi being the Pauli matrix. Utilizing
the properties of γ matrix and squaring two sides of the
equation twice yield the annihilating polynomial [46] of
H̃(k) as

(H̃(k)2 − (λ−
√
δ)I4)(H̃(k)2 − (λ+

√
δ)I4) = 0 (5)

with parameters λ2 = t21 − t22 + 4(j2 − t2) cos2 k and δ =
4 cos2 k

(
(jt1 cos θ1 − tt2 cos θ2)

2 + (j2 − t2)t21 sin
2 θ1

)
.

According to the Hamilton-Cayley theorem [46, 57, 58],
the annihilating polynomial Eq. (5) is identical to the

character polynomial and the roots ±
√
λ± 2

√
δ serve

as the eigenvalues of H̃(k). It is clear that when t = j
and t1 cos θ1 = t2 cos θ2, the dispersion relation of H̃(k)
is simplified to ±

√
t21 − t22 independent of momentum,

exhibiting a non-Hermitian AB cage with completely
flat bands.
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Such flat bands are degenerated involving at least two
degeneracy degrees. Under the constraint t1 cos θ1 =
t2 cos θ2, Fig. 1(b) shows the θ1-θ2 phase diagram for
DFBs. Our system allows four types of degeneracy, in-
cluding a DPs type, two kinds of EP2s types, and a
fourth-order EPs (EP4s) type, as shown in Fig. 1(b).
While previous studies focused on DFBs associated with
single type of degeneracy such as EP2s [42–44], EP3s [41],
and EP4s [43], our work unifies these types within a sin-
gle system and reveals the correspondence between the
degeneracy types and the transition properties of the AB
cage, as discussed in Section. IV. The system exhibits
DPs type DFBs when θ1 = n1π, θ2 ̸= n2π and n1, n2 ∈ Z
with E = ±

√
t21 − t22, as verified by the linear dependence

of the absolute value of eigenvalues on perturbation δj
[see Fig. 1(c)]. The realization of EP4s requires θ1 ̸= n1π
and θ1±θ2 = n2π with E = 0. In this case, under pertur-
bation δj, the eigenvalues variation δ|E| ∝ 4

√
δj, as shown

in Fig. 1(c). There are two kinds of EP2s in Fig. 1(b),
where the first EP2s (1stEP2s) type emerges at the inter-
section of EP4s lines and DPs lines and the second EP2s
(2ndEP2s) lies within blue regions. The absolute value
of eigenvalues for both two EP2s types exhibit

√
δj with

different constant factors. For each type of DFBs, the
minimum polynomial and excitation transition varies, as
will be discussed later.

III. THE LOCALIZATION MECHANISM OF
THE NON-ABELIAN AB CAGE

To provide insights behind rich degeneracy types of
DFBs in our system and uncover the localization mech-
anism of the non-Abelian AB cage in real space, we con-
sider an excitation in the ladder model and trace its tran-
sition using the transfer matrix, as shown in Fig. 2.

We firstly elucidate the method of transfer matrix used
here. In our system, the particle and hole degrees of free-
dom on a single site can be expressed as a two-component
operator γan(bn) = [αn(βn), α

†
n(β

†
n)]

⊺. The Heisenberg
equation of motion for the operator γan

is thus given by

iγ̇an =
∑
m

(Uan,amγam + Uan,bmγbm) . (6)

Here, both of Uan,am
and Uan,bm are the 2 × 2 transfer

matrices that characterize the transition probability from
site am and bm to site an. A similar analysis applies
to γbn . Now, the conjugate coupling and number non-
conserving coupling between two sites in Fig. 1(a) can be
replaced by these transfer matrices, which are similar to
the translational-invariant link variables produced by a
non-Abelian gauge field [23, 55]. From this perspective,
these transfer matrices typically do not commute with
each other. Due to the translation symmetry of system,
we can use four types of transfer matrices Ur, Ul, U↑
and U↓ to represent various transitions between different

(a)

(c)

(b)

FIG. 2. (a) The transfer matrix U between different sites,
where Ul (Ur, U↑, U↓) denotes the leftward (rightward, up-

ward, downward) transition. (b) The dynamical matrix H̃ in
real space involving all possibilities of propagation, which is
exemplified by a specific transfer matrix Uan,bn from bn to an.
(c) Schematic diagram of the localization mechanism for the
formation of DFBs, which can be simplified as the excitation
at the n-th column cannot hop to the (n±2)-th column along
the red and green propagation paths.

sites, as depicted in Fig. 2(a) and these transitions are
thus non-Abelian. Here, Ur and Ul have the form of

Ur = Ua(b)n+1,a(b)n =

[
j t
−t −j

]
Ul = Ua(b)n−1,a(b)n =

[
j t
−t −j

]
, (7)

representing the transfer matrices for the rightward and
leftward propagation along the chain “a” and “b”. U↑
and U↓ are given by

U↑ = Uan,bn =

[
t1e

iθ1 t2e
iθ2

−t2e−iθ2 −t1e−iθ1

]
U↓ = Ubn,an =

[
t1e

−iθ1 t2e
iθ2

−t2e−iθ2 −t1eiθ1

]
, (8)

representing the transfer matrices for the upward and
downward propagation between the chain “a” and “b”.
The transfer matrix Ua(b)m,a(b)n corresponds to the

sub-matrix H̃a(b)m,a(b)n of dynamical matrix H̃ un-
der the basis |ψ⟩ = [· · · , γan

, γbn , · · · ]⊺, as shown in
Fig. 2(b). For the transition probability from site zl
to site z0 after l hops, we can further introduce a
notation U l

z0,zl
=

∑
z1,z2,··· ,zl−1

Uz0,z1Uz1,z2 · · ·Uzl−1,zl ,
where z1, z2, · · · , zl−1 are the sites experienced during
these transitions, and the summation involves all pos-
sible paths. Similarly, U l

xm,yn
is the sub-matrix H̃ l

xm,yn

of H̃ l.
The transfer matrix plays a key role in determining

the confined area of the AB cage and the associated flat
bands as shown below. The flat bands are usually formed
by destructive interference [3, 4]. Here, the destructive
interference of different transition paths can be effectively
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captured by the transfer matrix as U l
z0,zl

= 0. Addition-
ally, a single propagation path Uz0,z1Uz1,z2 · · ·Uzl−1,zl =
0 can also confine the excitation through interference by
the internal degrees of freedom within the transfer ma-
trix.

The sufficient conditions for our system to form an
AB cage is that the excitation at the n-th column can-
not reach the (n± 2)-th column. These conditions can
be simplified as two limited single propagation path, as
marked by the green and red lines in Fig. 2(c). To prevent
transmission along the green propagation path, which
lacks an equivalent path that interferes destructively with
it, we require U2

l = U2
r = 0, yielding j = t and Ul = Ur.

For simplicity, we introduce the notation U0 to repre-
sent both Ur and Ul. At the same time, since the green-
marked path is prohibited and there is no equivalent path
for destructive interference with the red-marked path, we
further require the condition that

U0U↑U0 = U0U↓U0

=2j(t1 cos θ1 − t2 cos θ2)U0 = 0, (9)

i.e., t1 cos θ1 = t2 cos θ2. It can be seen that the condi-
tions for these two prohibited paths are precisely those
for the flat band discussed in the previous section. This is
because the flat band in momentum space arises from the
constrained excitations in real space. In the Appendix B,
we also demonstrate that these sufficient conditions are,
in fact, necessary as well.

IV. DEGENERACY TYPE OF THE DFB

In this section, we clarify the degeneracy type of the
DFBs using the transfer matrix. The underlying logic is
that the degeneracy type of the eigenvalues is generally
determined by the multiplicity of roots in the minimal
polynomial, while the transfer matrix, as the sub-matrix
of H̃, can be used to derive the minimal polynomial of
H̃.

Given that each unit cell contains four degrees of free-
dom, the system can have at most four distinct flat bands.
The order of the minimal polynomial of H̃ thus cannot
exceed 4 (the number of eigenvalues). Suppose the min-
imal polynomial of our system takes the form of

H̃ l +

l−1∑
n=0

cnH̃
n, (10)

with undetermined coefficients cn and l ≤ 4. The min-
imal polynomial is a factor of the annihilating polyno-
mial of H̃, which has the form of f(H̃) = d4H̃

4+d3H̃
3+

d2H̃
2+d1H̃

1+d0I2N with the order up to the numbers of
eigenvalues and coefficients dn. Using the transfer ma-
trix, we can obtain different orders H̃n, as detailed in
the Appendix C. A combination of H̃n up to the fourth
power yields

(H̃ − λI)2(H̃ + λI)2 = 0, (11)

with λ =
√
t21 − t22. To determine the minimal polyno-

mial from the above equation, we need to firstly identify
its order. As we will demonstrate, the order of minimal
polynomial is related to the dimension of invariant sub-
space formed during the evolution of state vectors, which
is referred to as the local range of the excitation in this
work.
Due to the inherent local nature within the AB cage,

for an arbitrary excitation |ψ⟩e, the excitation transition
either terminates at the end point of transition path or
it returns to a linear combination of previously visited
states after m times transition. Both of these two cases
can be expressed as

H̃m |ψ⟩e +
m−1∑
n=0

fnH̃
n |ψ⟩e = 0. (12)

The coefficients fn in the first case are zeros. The left side
of the above equation is defined as the minimal polyno-
mial of |ψ⟩e in literature [58, 59]. Equation (12) shows
that for an arbitrary excitation |ψ⟩e, the experienced lin-

early independent states {|ψ⟩e , · · · , H̃m−1 |ψ⟩e} form a
cyclic subspace with dimension m [57], implying that the
evolution of |ψ⟩e remains within this space. Thus, we
can define this dimension m as the local range of the
excitation |ψ⟩e. For excitations at different sites, the lo-
cal ranges may take different values, and we denote the
largest local range of excitations as the local range of AB
cage. According to the Eq (10) of minimal polynomial,
it is clear that the order l should be the upper bound
of the local range. Furthermore, there always exists an
excitation, whose minimal polynomial (Eq. (12)) is iden-
tical to the minimal polynomial of H̃ [Eq. (10)] and the
local range of AB cage is equal to l [59]. To prove this, we
firstly utilize a mathematical corollary, which states that
a matrix with minimal polynomial (10) can be similar to
a block diagonal matrix containing the following matrix
as diagonal block [57–59],

C =



0 0 · · · 0 −c0
1 0 · · · 0 −c1
0 1 · · · 0 −c2
...

...
...

...
0 0 · · · 0 −cl−2

0 0 · · · 1 −cl−1


. (13)

Applying the above matrix to a specified state |ek⟩ with l
components, in which the subscript k indicates that only
the k-th component is 1 with all other components being
zero, we have{
|ek+1⟩ = C |ek⟩ , for k < l;

C |el⟩ = −c0 |e1⟩ − c1 |e2⟩ − · · · − cl−1 |el⟩ , for l.

(14)
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TABLE I. The intrinsic connection between the degeneracy type of DFBs, the minimum polynomial of H̃ (first column), and
the local range of AB cage (second column). The third column shows schematic diagram of the local range with the transition
of initial excitation on an (orange color), where the arrows of different colors with numerical labels n indicate the n-th transition
with the corresponding parameter conditions are shown above. The conditions t1 cos θ1 = t2 cos θ2, j = t must always be held
to form the AB cage. The local range is further verified by the numerical results of dynamical evolution under an initial state

γan = [1/
√
2, 1/

√
2]⊺, as shown in the fourth column, where the color bar represents the intensity

∣∣γan(bn)

∣∣2 of wave function.
The parameters for the numerical calculations are the same as those in Fig. 2(c).

Minimum polynomial Local range Excitation transition Dynamical evolution

DP2:

(H̃ − λ)(H̃ + λ)

2

θ1 = n1π, θ2 ̸= n2π

|t1| ̸= |t2|

nb

1
na 1na 1na 

1nb1nb

1na 

na
nb

1nb 

1stEP2:

H̃2

2

θ1 = n1π, θ2 = n2π

|t1| = |t2|

nb

1
na 1na 1na 

1nb

1na 

na
nb

1nb 

2ndEP2:

(H̃ − λ)2(H̃ + λ)2

4

θ1 ̸= n1π, θ1 ± θ2 ̸= n2π

|t1| ≠ |t2|

nb

1

2 3

na 1na 1na 

1nb

3

1na 

na
nb

1nb 

EP4:

H̃4

4

θ1 ̸= n1π, θ1 ± θ2 = n2π

|t1| = |t2|

nb

1

3

na 1na 1na 

1nb

1na 

na
nb

1nb 

The second equation can be simplified as

Cl |e1⟩+
l−1∑
n=0

cnC
n |e1⟩ = 0. (15)

The collection of states {|e1⟩ , · · · |el⟩} forms a cyclic space
with dimension l, which is the basis of the diagonal
block (13), and the minimal polynomial of |e1⟩ is the
same as the minimal polynomial (10) of H̃. Therefore,
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the local range of excitation |e1⟩ can be l and the local
range of the AB cage can take its upper bound, i.e., the
order of minimal polynomial.

Having establishing the correspondence between the
minimal polynomial in mathematic and the local range
of AB cage in physics, now we can use them to clar-
ify the degeneracy type of the DFBs, as shown in Ta-
ble I. The excitations in different kinds of AB cage can
generally transition differently with different local range,
as visually presented in the third column in Table I.
Since the leftward transition is symmetric about the
rightward transition, we here only focus on the evolu-
tion of [an−1, bn−1, an, bn] with the initial state |ψ⟩e =
[0, 0, γan , 0] (the third column in Table. I), where the ar-
row with number n indicates the n-th transition.
In the first two rows in Table I, the probability of ex-

citation transition from an to bn±1 is zero. The transi-
tion probability U0U↓ + U↓U0 = 0, leading to θ1 = n1π,
t1 cos θ1 = t2 cos θ2 with n1 ∈ Z. The corresponding state
Hn |ψ⟩e after n-th transition is denoted by |ψ⟩n and

|ψ⟩1 = [Ulγan
, 0, 0, U↓γan

]; (16)

|ψ⟩2 = [0, 0, U↓U↑γan
, 0].

With U↑U↓ = (t21 − t22)I2 = λ2I2 and |t1| ̸= |t2| in the
first row in Table. I, the second state comes back to the
position of initial state, H2 |ψ⟩e = λ2 |ψ⟩e. It will come to
the same result when the excitation is at bn. Thus for the
single excitation at an, or bn, or their linear combination,
the largest local range is 2. The minimal polynomial with
order 2 is

(H̃ − λI)(H̃ + λI), (17)

which has two different single roots. Consider that each
root is degenerate, therefore the system must have DP2s
at eigenvalues E = ±λ. The excitation transition is fur-
ther verified by the numerical results of dynamic evo-
lution in the fourth column in the Table. I, where the
initial excitation γan = [1/

√
2, 1/

√
2]⊺ recovers to initial

state after twice transitions. These numerical results also
show exponential growth intensity at each sites, cause by
positive imaginary eigenvalue E = +λ, since θ1 = n1π,
t1 = t2 cos θ2, |t1| < |t2| and λ is a imaginary number.

Different from the above case by only one condition
|t1| = |t2|, the minimal polynomial H̃2 = 0, implying
that the emergence of EP2s at 0. It is the first kind of
EP2s, denoted by 1stEP2s, corresponding to the second
row in the Table. I. In this case, the transition is uni-
directional. It stops after one transition at other sites
instead of returning back the initial excitation position.
The corresponding dynamical evolution shows that only
the intensity at three sites |γan±1 |2 and |γbn |2 near the
excitation site grows linearly with the time due to the
existence of EP2s, which aligns with the finding that the
existence of EPns leads to n-order polynomial increase in
the intensity of the n generalized eigenstates [45].

The other two rows in the Table. I show two degener-
acy types, where the excitations at an(bn) can reach to
the sites bn±1(an±1) with t1 cos θ1 = t2 cos θ2, θ1 ̸= n1π.
When |t1| ≠ |t2| (the third row in Table. I), with the ini-
tial excitation |ψ⟩e at an, the excitation transition allows
transition states including

|ψ⟩1 = [Ulγan , 0, 0, U↓γan ]; (18)

|ψ⟩2 = [0, (UlU↓ + U↓Ul)γan
, λ2γan

, 0];

|ψ⟩3 = [(2λ2Ul + U↑UlU↓)γan
, 0, 0, λ2U↓γan

].

Along with the |ψ⟩e, there are four linearly independent
states. The largest local range of such excitation is equal
to the order of annihilating polynomial and thereby the
minimal polynomial must be the annihilating polyno-
mial.

Note that |t1| ≠ |t2| and λ ̸= 0, the minimal polyno-
mial has two different double roots and thus the system
also has EP2s at±λ. Different from the previous 1stEP2s
type with largest local range of 2, here the EP2s denoted
by 2ndEP2s type possesses largest local range of 4. The
heatmap of dynamical evolution also shows the intensity
at sites an, bn and an±1, bn±1 oscillates with frequency λ,
while the latter two sites are also accompanied by growth
over time.

As for |t1| = |t2|, the minimal polynomial has a
quadruple root and thus the system has EP4s at 0, which
corresponds to the fourth row in the Table. I. All the
transitions are unidirectional and excitation transition
will end at the third transition state. The heatmap of
dynamical evolution also shows that the intensity at the
initial site keeps constant while intensity at bn, bn±1, and
an±1 grows with time t due to the existence of EP4s.

In summary, we still use minimal polynomial to de-
termine the degeneracy type of DFBs, while the min-
imal polynomial is obtained by the transfer matrix in
two steps. The first step is to obtain the annihilating
polynomial derived from the transfer matrix, whose fac-
tors include the minimal polynomial. The second step
is to determine the local range, and hence the order of
the minimal polynomial, by considering the transition of
possible excitation through transfer matrix. Our results
also suggest the AB cage with higher-order EPs generally
has a larger local range.

V. THE CONSTRUCTION OF DFBS WITH 2N
ORDER EXCEPTIONAL POINTS OF

DEGENERACY (EP2NS)

In this section, we utilize the local range to con-
struct DFBs with EP2Ns in coupled N bosonic Kitaev-
Majorana chains, as illustrated in Fig. 3. Similar to pre-
vious notations, the transfer matrices propagating to the
right or left along the chain m are denoted by Um

r and



7

FIG. 3. The realization of AB cage with 2N -order EPs in
N coupled bosonic Kitaev-Majorana chains. Left part: the
transfer matrices along the corresponding directions are de-
noted by the black arrows. Middle part: the conditions for
the formation of AB cage match those for the prohibited red
propagation paths, which cause the excitation at the (n− 4)-
th column to be localized between the (n− 5)-th column
and (n− 3)-th column. Right part: the largest local range
among possible excitations, illustrated by the allowed transi-
tions (green lines).

Um
l ,

Um
r = Um

l = tm

[
1 1
−1 −1

]
∝ U0. (19)

Here, the conjugated coupling and number non-
conservation coupling are designed to have the same
strength tm, in order to meet the conditions for forming
rthe flat band within a single chain. Um,m+1

↓(↑) represents

the transfer matrices between the chain m and m+ 1,

Um+1,m
↑ =

[
tm,m+1
1 eiθ

m,m+1
1 tm,m+1

2 eiθ
m,m+1
2

−tm,m+1
2 e−iθ

m,m+1
2 −tm,m+1

1 e−iθ
m,m+1
1

]
;

Um,m+1
↓ =

[
tm,m+1
1 e−iθ

m,m+1
1 tm,m+1

2 eiθ
m,m+1
2

−tm,m+1
2 e−iθ

m,m+1
2 −tm,m+1

1 eiθ
m,m+1
1

]
, (20)

with conjugated coupling tm,m+1
1 eiθ

m,m+1
1 and number

non-conservation coupling tm,m+1
2 eiθ

m,m+1
2 . In the sys-

tem with coupled two chains as discussed before, the ad-
ditional prohibited propagation paths in Fig. 2 require
the flat bands conditions include U0U↑U0 = U0U↓U0 = 0.
Similarly, to maintain the flat bands in the system with
N coupled chain, we require red propagation paths in
Fig. 3 to be prohibited. The corresponding transfer ma-
trices should satisfy

U0U
m−x,m−x+1
↓ · · ·Um−1,m

↓ U0

=U0U
m,m−1
↑ · · ·Um−x+1,m−x

↑ U0 = 0 (21)

for arbitrary m and x with x < m.
To satisfy these conditions, a straightforward choice is

to ensure

Um−1,m
↓ U0 = 0; U0U

m,m−1
↑ = 0. (22)

This requires tm−1,m
1 = tm−1,m

2 and θm−1,m
1 =

−θm−1,m
2 ̸= n1π. These conditions precisely align with

the requirement for combining two second-order EPs into
a fourth-order EP in the double-chain system, resulting
in arbitrary excitation at the (n− 4)-th column to be lo-
calized between adjacent the (n− 5)-th column and the
(n− 3)-th column. Meanwhile, tm−1,m

1 = tm−1,m
2 results

in Um−1,m
↓ Um−1,m

↑ = 0. Along with Um
r U

m
l = 0, each

path in the system is unidirectional.
In order to determine the degeneracy type of this sys-

tem, we need to find the annihilation polynomial of the
system and determine the largest local range of the exci-
tations in such AB cage. Now we consider an excitation
|ψ⟩e at site aNn (the orange point in Fig. 3) with transi-
tion paths shown in Fig. 3. Since the leftward transition
is symmetric about the rightward transition, we here only
consider the occupation of the transition states in the n-
th and (n− 1)-th columns.
When the number of transitions m satisfies 1 ≤ m ≤

N − 1, the state after the m-th transition can be written
as a superposition of different paths,

|ψ⟩m =

m∏
x=1

UN−x,N−x+1
↓ |ψ⟩e + [· · ·Uy

l · · · ] |ψ⟩e .

(23)

The first term corresponds to the transitions that contin-
uously occupy new site in the n-th column. The second
term is a simplified notation for the transition to the
(n− 1)-th column, which must involves a leftward prop-
agation Uy

l with y ≥ 1. As the number of transitions
increases, the state in the n-th column will shift down-
wards one by one. Therefore, when 1 ≤ m ≤ N − 1,
the states |ψ⟩m are independent of each other, since they
occupy different sites in the n-th column. The N -th tran-
sition results in multiplying U1

l in front of the first term.
Therefore, for N < m ≤ 2N − 1, the state becomes

|ψ⟩m =

k=m−N∏
k=1

Uk+1,k
↑ U1

l

N−1∏
x=1

UN−x,N−x+1
↓ |ψ⟩e (24)

+ [· · ·Uy
l · · · ] |ψ⟩e ,

with two terms corresponding to the evolution of two
terms in Eq. (23). To determine independent states, we
can still focus on the first term. It can be seen that the
states in the (n−1)-th column shift upwards one by one,
thus contributing N−1 independent states. These states
are also linear independent from previous states, due
to no occupation on the n-th column. Therefore, after
(2N−1) times transitions, the set {|ψ⟩e , |ψ⟩1 , · · · , |ψ⟩m}
consists of 2N independent states, and the local range
of the excitation |ψ⟩e can be 2N . It is also worth not-
ing that those transitions transfer the state from aNn to
aNn−1, and the probability of further transitions is zero,
i.e., H2N |ψ⟩e = 0.
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For other excitations at axn, after N + x − 1 tran-
sitions, the state will be located at aNn−1 and satisfy

H̃N+x |ψ⟩e = 0. Thus, for any linear combination of exci-

tations on these lattice sites, the equation H̃2N |ψ⟩e = 0
always holds. Therefore, the polynomial

H̃2N , (25)

is the annihilation polynomial of H̃. Since the system
has an excitation with a local range of 2N , the degree of
the minimal polynomial should be greater than or equal
to 2N . Hence, the minimal polynomial of the system is
given by equation (25), which has a degenerate root of
multiplicity 2N at zero. Therefore, the system exhibits
a flat band with an EP2Ns degeneracy.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

In conclusion, we propose a non-Hermitian AB cage in
the bosonic BDG systems. Such AB cage is manifested
as DFBs, where the degeneracy type can be flexibly con-
trolled by the system parameters. The non-Hermitian
nature in the BDG systems without introducing gain or
loss and intrinsic symmetry facilitate the experimental
realization. For example, the parametric amplification
process in superconducting quantum circuits can be ef-
fectively implemented and regulated, which can serve as a
candidate platform for the non-Hermitian AB cage. The-
oretically, we build the correspondence among the degen-
eracy type of DFBs, the minimal polynomial, and the
transfer matrix, and according to this, we design DFBs
with arbitrarily high degeneracy. Our results provide
theoretical guidance for designing the non-Hermitian AB
cages and laying foundation on their dynamical proper-
ties. Currently, our work is limited to one-dimensional
lattice systems, but our approach is expected to be ex-
tended to higher-dimensional systems, offering diverse
platforms for studying strongly correlated physics.

This work is supported by the Natural Science Foun-
dation of Hunan Province ((Grant No. 2024JJ6011) and
Innovation Program for Quantum Science and Technol-
ogy. (Grant No. 2021ZD0302300)

Appendix A: GAUGE INVARIANT
NON-ABELIAN WILSON LOOP

Here, we explain that the chosen gauge can always en-
sure the phases only appear on the t1 and t2, which is
guaranteed by the gauge-invariant Wilson loop of the
system. The particle and hole freedoms on a single
site can be expressed by a two-component operator as
γan(bn) = [αn(βn), α

†
n(β

†
n)]

⊺. According to the equa-
tion (6) in the main text, the effective Hamiltonian can

be written as

H̃eff =
∑

xn,ym

γ†xn
Uxn,ym

γym
, (A1)

with xn, ym traversing all sites. This can be viewed as an
lattice Hamiltonian in the presence of a U(2) gauge field
A [55]. Here, the transfer matrix has the form of

Uxn,ym = Jxn,ymP exp

[
i

∫ [x,n]

[y,m]

dx ·A(x)

]
, (A2)

which is the link of the sites xn and ym multiplied by
the uniform hopping strength Jxn,ym

between the linked
sites. Here, P is the path-order operator. For a given
path that forms a loop, the gauge-invariant Wilson loop
is defined as the trace of the product of link along the
loop

Wloop = Tr(P exp

[
i

∮
dx ·A(x)

]
). (A3)

1na  2na 

2nb 2nb  nb

na

1l
2l

loopl

FIG. 4. The illustration of gauge-invariant Wilson loop and
the sufficient and necessary conditions for the forming of AB
cage. Left part: the blue path lloop is a closed loop for ex-
citation transition, and the trace of the link along such loop
corresponds to a gauge-invariant Wilson loop. Right part: the
excitations transition along the red path l1 and green path l2
to further sites when the transition along the chain is for-
bidden by the condition j = t. To form the AB cage, the
excitation should only transition along such paths for finite
periods.

Let’s consider an excitation starting from site an−2 and
returning to its original position along the blue path lloop
in Fig. 4. The Wilson loop along the path is

Wloop =Tr(Uloop/Jloop). (A4)

Here, Jloop = Jan−2,an−1
Jan−1,bn−1

Jbn−1,bn−2
Jbn−2,an−2

is the hopping strength along the loop, and Uloop =
UlU↑UrU↓ is the corresponding transfer matrix for this
loop with the matrix form

Uloop =

[
u1,1 u1,2
u2,1 u2,2

]
. (A5)

The matrix elements of Uloop are calculated as follows,
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u1,1 = [t21
(
1 + e−iΦ1

)
+ t1t2

(
eiΓ1 + e−iΓ2 + eiΓ1 + eiΓ2

)
+ t22

(
1 + e−iΦ2

)
]tj,

u1,2 = [t1t2
(
2 + e−iΦ1 + e−iΦ2

)
+ t22

(
eiΓ1 + eiΓ2

)
+ t21

(
eiΓ1 + e−iΓ2

)
]tjei(θ1+θ2),

u2,1 = [t21
(
1 + e−iΦ1

)
+ t1t2

(
eiΓ1 + e−iΓ2 + eiΓ1 + eiΓ2

)
+ t22

(
1 + e−iΦ2

)
]tje−i(ηa+π),

u2,2 = [t1t2
(
2 + e−iΦ1 + e−iΦ2

)
+ t22

(
eiΓ1 + eiΓ2

)
+ t21

(
eiΓ1 + e−iΓ2

)
]tje−iΓ1 , (A6)

where

Γ1 = −θ1 − θ2 + ηa + π

Γ2 = −θ1 + θ2 − ηb + π

Φ1 = 2θ1 + ηb − ηa

Φ2 = 2θ2 − ηa − ηb (A7)

The Wilson loop Wloop is invariant under a gauge trans-
formation [55], which requires Φ1, Φ2, Γ1, and Γ2 are
gauge-invariant. Note that Γ1+Γ2 = −Φ1 and Γ1−Γ2 =
−Φ2 and therefore θ1, θ2, ηa, and ηb only need to satisfy
the third and fourth constraints in the above equations.
When we take the gauge transformation αn → αne

iφa

and βn → βne
iφb ,

θ1 → θ1 + φb − φa,

θ2 → θ2 − φb − φa,

ηa → ηa − 2φa,

ηb → ηb − 2φb. (A8)

It can be clearly seen that Φ1 and Φ2 don’t change un-
der the gauge transformation. Therefore, we can always
perform a gauge transformation to apply all phases to
the terms representing the coupling strengths between
the two chains, such that ηa = ηb = 0, θ1 = Φ1/2, and
θ2 = Φ2/2. Our subsequent calculations are based on
this chosen gauge.

Appendix B: FLAT BAND CONDITIONS

The flat band conditions can be simplified as two lim-
ited propagation paths in the main text, as demonstrated
below. The localization of excitation in single chain “a”
or “b” requires (Ur)

n = (Ul)
n = 0 with integer n. For

the case of n = 1, this corresponds to Ur = Ul = 0, im-
plying that the sites are uncoupled, and therefore can be
ignored. The dimension of Ur = Ul constrains n, such
that the case (Ur)

2 = (Ul)
2 ̸= 0 but (Ur)

3 = (Ul)
3 = 0

cannot occur. Therefore, n = 2, which leads to j = t
and Ur = Ul = U0. While for coupled two chains under
conditions Ur = Ul = U0 and U2

r = U2
l = 0, there are ad-

ditional possible transition paths alternatively propagat-
ing two legs, such as an → bn+1 → an+2 → bn+3 → an+4

periodically, as shown in Fig. 4. With U↑U↓ = (t21−t22)I2,

the transfer matrix in one period from an to an+2 is

Uan+2,an
= (U↑U0 + U0U↑)(U↓U0 + U0U↓)

=U↑U0U↓U0 + U0U↑U0U↓, (B1)

which is equal to the superposition of path l1 (the green
path in Fig. 4) with transfer matrix U1 = U↑U0U↓U0 and
path l2 (the red path in Fig. 4) with U2 = U0U↑U0U↓.
For the formation of AB cage, the transition along

the paths l1, l2 can only sustain finite periods with
(Uan+2,an)

m = 0. Since the dimension of the Uan+2,an

is 2, here m also can not be larger than 2. Uan+2,an has
the form of

Uan+2,an = jt

[
(t1 cos θ1 − t2 cos θ2)

2 0
0 (t1 cos θ1 − t2 cos θ2)

2

]
.

(B2)

It can be seen that (Uan+2,an
)2 = 0 is equivalent to

the equation (9) in the main text. Thus the conditions
t1 cos θ1 = t2 cos θ2 and j = t are both the necessary and
sufficient conditions for the existence of an AB cage in
our system.

Appendix C: ANNIHILATING POLYNOMIAL OF
H̃

To obtain the annihilating polynomial, we first present
the form of H̃n with different orders. Without loss of gen-
erality, we only consider the case where the excitation is
located at an, in the following discussion. The excitation
at site an can propagate to bn, an+1, and an−1 as

H̃bn,an = U↓, H̃an+1,an = H̃an−1,an = U0 (C1)

during the first transition. Note that all other sub-
matrices of H̃ not mentioned are zero matrices. During
the second transition, the excitation can reach to sites
bn+1, bn−1 or come back to an. This results in the fol-
lowing nonzero sub-matrices

H̃2
an,an

= U↑H̃bn,an
= (t21 − t22)I2; (C2)

H̃2
bn+1,an

= H̃2
bn−1,an

= U↓H̃an−1,an
+ U0H̃bn,an

= U↓U0 + U0U↓. (C3)

After three transitions, the excitation returns to sites
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bn, an+1, and an−1, yielding

H̃3
bn,an

= U↓H̃
2
an,an

+ U0H̃
2
bn−1,an

+ U0H̃
2
bn+1,an

= (t21 − t22)U↓; (C4)

H̃3
an+1,an

= H̃3
an−1,an

= U0H̃
2
an,an

+ U↑H̃
2
bn−1,an

= 2(t21 − t22)U0 + U↑U0U↓. (C5)

During the fourth transition, the excitation again
reaches to sites bn+1, bn−1, and an, yielding

H̃4
an,an

= U↑H̃
3
bn,an

+ U0H̃
3
an+1,an

+ U0H̃
3
an−1,an

= (t21 − t22)
2I2; (C6)

H̃4
bn+1,an

= H̃4
bn−1,an

= U↓H̃
3
an−1,an

+ U0H̃
3
bn,an

= 2(t21 − t22)(U↓U0 + U0U↓). (C7)

A combination of above H̃n with different orders gives
rise to the annihilating polynomial of H̃ as

(H̃ − λI)2(H̃ + λI)2 = 0, (C8)

which is the same as the result [Eq. (5)] previously ob-
tained using γ matrix in momentum space.

∗ zengbowen@csust.edu.cn
† huyong@hust.edu.cn
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P. Öhberg, E. Andersson, and R. R. Thomson, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 114, 245504 (2015).

[4] R. A. Vicencio, C. Cantillano, L. Morales-Inostroza,
B. Real, C. Mej́ıa-Cortés, S. Weimann, A. Szameit, and
M. I. Molina, Phys. Rev. Lett. 114, 245503 (2015).

[5] M. C. Rechtsman, J. M. Zeuner, A. Tünnermann,
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81, 5888 (1998).

[19] S. Mukherjee, M. Di Liberto, P. Öhberg, R. R. Thomson,
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