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Topological phase transitions are typically characterized by abrupt changes in a quantized invariant. Here we
report a contrasting paradigm in non-Hermitian parity-time symmetric systems, where the topological invariant
remains conserved, but its nature transitions between the Chern number, characteristic of chiral transport in
complex bands, and the Euler number, which characterizes the number of nodal points in pairs of real bands.
The transition features qualitative changes in the non-Abelian geometric phases during spontaneous parity-
time symmetry breaking, where different quantized components become mutually convertible. Our findings
establish a novel topological duality principle governing transitions across symmetry classes and reveal unique
non-unitary features intertwining topology, symmetry, and non-Abelian gauge structure.

INTRODUCTION

Symmetry, geometry, and topology play fundamental roles
in modern physics, from elementary particles and gravity to
quantum materials. Knowledge of the global topology of en-
ergy bands in quantum materials provides insights into the na-
ture of the quantum states and gives rise to precisely quantized
observables [1]. The best known example of such a topologi-
cal invariant is the Chern number, which describes the topol-
ogy of complex vector bundles in two dimensions. The topo-
logical robustness of the Chern number underpins one of the
most precisely measured physical constants, the Hall conduc-
tance in the quantum Hall effect. A transition between differ-
ent quantized values requires the closing of a band gap, ac-
companied by the appearance of Dirac or Weyl points [2].

The advent of dissipative photonic or acoustic systems with
parity-time (PT) symmetry has expanded the scope of topo-
logical physics [3–7]. PT-symmetric band structures are de-
scribed by a real-valued “Hamiltonian” matrixH(k), which is
not symmetric in the presence of loss and gain [8]. Eigenstates
and eigenvalues of H(k) are either real or appear in complex-
conjugated pairs [9]. In the latter case, the PT symmetry of
H(k) is spontaneously broken at the level of the eigenvalues
and eigenstates. Transitions between PT-symmetric and PT-
broken eigenstates take place at exceptional points (EPs) in
the spectrum of H(k), at which two real eigenvalues of H(k)
meet and convert into a pair of complex-conjugate eigenval-
ues [10–18].

From a topological perspective, real and complex bands
of eigenstates are sharply different: Complex bands exhibit
chiral transport described by a Chern number, whereas the
bands associated with real eigenstates always have a vanish-
ing Chern number and chiral transport is ruled out. On the
other side, a pair of real bands may have nonchiral topol-
ogy described by the integer-valued Euler number [19–21].
A nonzero Euler number signals an obstruction for opening
a gap between the two bands [19, 20, 22]. The possibility
to realize two different topological paradigms in the same
physical system [23] sets non-Hermitian PT-symmetric sys-
tems apart from their counterparts without symmetries [24–

28] as well as Hermitian systems. In this work, we show
that PT-symmetric systems admit a direct transition between
real and complex bands, which follows a Chern-Euler duality
principle and takes place without additional gap closings. We
analyze this spontaneous Chern-Euler duality transition and
show how the real and complex topologies at the two ends of
the transition are related.

To make the Chern-Euler duality transition explicit, we
compare transitions between three PT-symmetric 3 × 3 band
structures: (i) A Hermitian model HEuler(k), for which the
lowest two bands are separated from the third band by a gap
and have nontrivial topology with Euler number |χ| = 2,
(ii) a non-Hermitian band structure HChern(k), which has
two complex-conjugate complex bands with Chern number
C± = ±2 and one real band, and (iii) a Hermitian trivial
model Htrivial(k), which has three trivial bands separated by
band gaps. Complex spectra corresponding to these models
and their transitions are shown schematically in Fig. 1.

The real-to-complex transition between HEuler(k) and
HChern(k) takes place via spontaneous PT symmetry break-
ing. It starts with the formation of EPs in the lowest two
bands, which form an “exceptional ring” (ER) in reciprocal
space [29, 30]. In the course of the transition, the ER sweeps
over the Brillouin zone (BZ), so that eventually all eigenvalues
and eigenstates in the initial two Euler bands become com-
plex and an imaginary spectral gap opens up. The two real
bands evolve into two complex bands without connecting to
any other bands; the gap to the third (real) band remains open
at all times. We prove that in general such a “dual transition”
of a pair of bands can take place if and only if the absolute
value of the Chern number of the complex band pair equals
the absolute value of the Euler number of the real band pair,

|C±| = |χ|. (1)

Bands satisfying this condition, such as our choice of
HEuler(k) and HChern(k), physically realize the duality rela-
tion between Chern classes and Euler classes in vector bun-
dle theories [31]. If the condition (1) is not met, a spon-
taneous PT-breaking transition involving only two bands is
impossible. Instead, all three bands must connect during
the transition. Such a “non-dual” transition may involve a
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FIG. 1. Schematics of the transitions studied in this article. The
boxes schematically indicate the spectra at the three types of mod-
els HEuler, HChern, and Htrivial and during the transitions between
them. The Chern-Euler duality transition between bands 1 and 2
(shown in red and blue) takes place without involvement of the third,
real band (green). The non-dual transition between bands with dif-
ferent Chern number and Euler number forces connection between
all three bands. In the Hermitian regime, the Euler topology stably
protects the nodal points (NPs) between the bands 1 and 2.

third-order EP, as we observe for the transition Htrivial(k) →
HChern(k). The non-dual transition generalizes the Hermitian
limit transition Htrivial(k) → HEuler(k), which proceeds via
the braiding of nodal points (NPs) connecting pairs of bands
[19, 20, 32], see Fig. 1.

The Chern-Euler duality transition provides a universal
mechanism to generate Chern bands by spontaneously break-
ing the PT symmetry in Euler bands via loss. The topological
duality paves the way for engineering topological states in PT-
symmetric systems.

HERMITIAN AND NON-HERMITIAN PT-SYMMETRIC
MODELS

The PT-symmetric three-band models we consider are de-
scribed by a three-component vector |ψ(t,k)⟩, which evolves
according to the Schrödinger-like equation i∂t|ψ(t,k)⟩ =
H(k)|ψ(t,k)⟩, where H(k) is a real 3×3 matrix, as required
by PT symmetry. The two variables k = (kx, ky), which may
be quasi-momenta of photons or tuning parameters of the sys-
tem [3–6], reside in a torus, thus forming an effective BZ.
The eigenvalues ωj(k) (j = 1, 2, 3), of H(k) form three en-
ergy bands, which may be complex ifH(k) is non-Hermitian.
Three bands is the minimal requirement for a non-vanishing
Euler topology in the Hermitian regime. (The Euler number
of a 2× 2 model is always trivial.)

We first summarize the relevant properties of the
three reference band structures HEuler(k), HChern(k), and
Htrivial(k). Explicit expressions are given in the Methods
Section. For the Hermitian modelsHEuler(k) andHtrivial(k),
all three eigenvalues and eigenstates of are real. Both mod-
els have a spectral gap between the middle and upper band.
We label the eigenvalues as ω1(k) ≤ ω2(k) < ω3(k). For
Htrivial(k) there is also a spectral gap between bands 1 and
2, and all three bands are topologically trivial. For HEuler(k),

the topology of the combined bands 1 and 2 is described by
the Euler number |χ| = 2. (The Euler number must be an
even integer for a three-band model [19, 20].) A nonzero Eu-
ler number χ ̸= 0 protects 2|χ| nodal points (NPs) [19, 20, 22]
at which bands 1 and 2 touch.

The Euler number χ can be calculated from the non-
Abelian Berry curvature B(k), a 2 × 2 matrix generalizing
the Berry curvature to a pair of bands [33],

B(k) = ∂kxAy(k)− ∂kyAx(k)− i[Ax(k), Ay(k)]. (2)

Here Ax/y(k)ij = i⟨ψi(k)|∂kx/y
ψj(k)⟩ is the non-Abelian

Berry connection, matrix indices i, j ∈ {1, 2} correspond to
bands indices, and [·, ·] denotes the commutator. If H(k) is
Hermitian, B(k) is an antisymmetric 2 × 2 matrix and χ is
given by the integral of the off-diagonal component B12(k)
over the BZ [20, 34],

χ =
1

2πi

∫
B12(k)d

2k. (3)

The expression also works for non-Hermitian real bands after
applying an orthonormalization as described in the Methods
Section. The Euler number has a sign ambiguity related to
the choice of the orientation in the eigenstate basis |ψ1,2(k)⟩,
which is why only its absolute value |χ| appear in physical
expressions.

The different topology of the two Hermitian models
Htrivial(k) andHEuler(k) is reflected in the continuous transi-
tion between these models, which has been previously studied
in the literature [19, 20, 22, 32]. The nonzero Euler num-
ber obstructs a direct gap opening between bands 1 and 2 of
HEuler(k) [19, 20, 22, 32]. Instead, the gap opening between
these two bands requires a closing of the gap with the third
band first. After this gap closing, NPs connecting bands 2 and
3 appear. Winding of these “2-3 nodes” relative to the “1-2
nodes” between bands 1 and 2 changes the topology of the
latter [19, 20, 32], allowing for the opening of a gap between
bands 1 and 2 after the Euler topology is trivialized.

In the remainder of this article, we focus on transitions
involving the non-Hermitian model HChern, which has two
complex bands that are complex conjugates of each other, and
one real band. The complex bands are separated by an imag-
inary spectral gap, indicating a complete spontaneous PT-
symmetry breaking [9]. We use |ψ+(k)⟩ to represent the com-
plex eigenstate with eigenvalue ω(k) on the lower half com-
plex plane, and |ψ−(k)⟩ ≡ |ψ+(k)⟩∗ to represent the conju-
gate partner with eigenvalue ω∗(k). The topology of the com-
plex bands is characterized by the Chern number C+ = −C−
[23], which is the integral of the diagonal Berry curvature
Bjj(k) associated with one of the complex bands over the
BZ (j ∈ {+,−}),

Cj =
1

2π

∫
Bjj(k)d

2k. (4)

CHERN-EULER DUALITY TRANSITION

To analyze the Chern-Euler duality transition, we consider
interpolationsHλ(k) betweenHEuler(k) andHChern(k), 0 ≤
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FIG. 2. The spontaneous Chern-Euler duality transition. (a) Top: The off-diagonal Berry curvature B12 at λ = 0 (left) and the diagonal
Berry curvature B++ at λ = 0.55 (right) over the two-dimensional BZ. Their integrals are equal to χ = 2 and C+ = 2, respectively. Bottom:
In the symmetry-preserving regime, the paired eigenstates are described by a real rank-two vector bundle, whose frame bundle is a GL+

2 (R)
bundle. After spontaneous symmetry breaking, the eigenstates are described by two complex rank-one vector bundles, whose frames form two
GL1(C) bundles. The GL+

2 (R) topology is continuously related to the GL1(C) topology, leading to the conservation |χ| = |C±|. (b)-(e) The
minimum of the local eigenvalue gaps |∆ω(k)|min ≡ Mini,j |ωi(k) − ωj(k)| of Hλ at λ = 0.1 (b), λ = 0.44 (c), and λ = 0.55, reflecting
the shapes of level crossings in the BZ. The corresponding complex spectra are shown in the right panel of each figure, with the three bands
labeled by different colors.

λ ≤ 1,

Hλ(k) = (1− λ)HEuler(k) + λHChern(k). (5)

Figure 2a compares the off-diagonal Berry curvature B12(k)
in the Hermitian limit λ = 0 with the diagonal Berry curva-
ture B++(k) for λ = 0.55, where the PT symmetry is sponta-
neously broken in the entire BZ. Initially at λ = 0, the integral
of the off-diagonal Berry curvature B12(k) takes the quan-
tized value χ = 2. In the fully PT-broken case at λ = 0.55,
the integral of the diagonal Berry curvature B++(k) of the
complex band is C+ = 2 (C− = −2 due to the PT symme-
try). The transition from HEuler(k) to HChern(k) takes place
through the formation of ERs. As λ increases, these ERs grow
out of the NPs ofHEuler(k), then sweep over the BZ, see Figs.
2b–d, until all eigenvalues of bands 1 and 2 have gone through
the real-to-complex transition and an imaginary spectral gap
is opened between the resulting two complex bands (Fig. 2e).
A key observation is that the real band 3 remains detached
from bands 1 and 2 at all times during the spontaneous PT-
breaking transition, as shown in Fig. 2b–e. The opening of
an imaginary gap between bands 1 and 2 without intermediate
gap closings to any other band is special to the non-Hermitian
regime, as the nontrivial Euler-number topology of the bands
1 and 2 prevents the opening of a real gap between them in the
Hermitian limit ([22] and Supplemental Material).

In the spontaneous PT-symmetry breaking transition, the
topology of the real Euler bands 1 and 2, which have Euler
number |χ| = 2, is passed on to the that of the complex Chern
bands, which have Chern number C± = ±2. In this sense,
the Chern bands in the PT-breaking regime are dual to the pair
of Euler bands in the PT-symmetry preserving regime. Such
duality also holds for bands with Euler numbers and Chern
numbers other than two: Spontaneous PT-breaking transitions

without involvement of remote bands can occur only between
Euler and Chern bands with |χ| = |C±| (Eq. (1)). This dual-
ity condition is the main result of this article. It also holds for
systems with more than three bands and equally applies to the
reverse transition: if a pair of bands transit from the PT-broken
regime to the PT-symmetric regime by closing their imaginary
gap, they will carry an Euler number χ dictated by their initial
Chern numbers C+ = −C− if they do not touch any other
bands in the process. A direct consequence is that two-band
models cannot host Chern bands after spontaneously breaking
PT-symmetry [23, 35], since the real band pair in a two-band
model always have χ = 0.

The outline of a proof of the Chern-Euler duality relation
is given in the Methods Section; for a complete proof we re-
fer to the Supplemental Material, where we examine the PT-
breaking transition from multiple mathematical perspectives.
The real Euler bands have a gauge structure of GL+

2 (R) in the
non-Hermitian regime, generalizing the SO(2) gauge struc-
ture of the Hermitian case, while the paired Chern bands have
a GL1(C) gauge structure [23], see Fig. 2a. These two gauge
groups are homotopy equivalent, as shown in Supplemental
Material S3, which means that they share the same global
topology. The Chern-Euler duality reflects the continuity of
the gauge-structure topology across ERs throughout the PT-
breaking transition, as we discuss in more detail in Methods
and supplementary material S5. Geometrically, the states in
the PT-preserving regime are described by real vector bundles,
while those in the PT-breaking regime are described by com-
plex vector bundles. These different types of vector bundles
are related to each other by realification and complexification
operations [34]. In Supplemental Material S4 we provide a
geometric proof of the Chern-Euler duality by demonstrating
a series of isomorphisms in the realification and complexifi-
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FIG. 3. The non-dual transition from trivial bands to Chern bands. (a)-(d). The minimum eigenvalue gap |∆ω(k)|min = Mini,j |ωi(k)−
ωj(k)| and the spectra of Hµ on the complex plane at µ = 0 in (a), µ = 0.41 in (d), µ = 0.55 in (c), and µ = 0.72 in (d). All the three bands
are connected together during the non-dual transition. (e) The real and imaginary parts of the spectra as a function of ky at fixed kx = π for
different µ. Triple level crossings, i.e., EP3s are generated during this non-dual transition.

cation of the corresponding Bloch bundles.

NON-DUAL TRANSITION

We contrast the Chern-Euler duality transition with the
transition Htrivial(k) → HChern(k), which is a spontaneous
PT-breaking transition involving bands that violate Eq. (1).
We consider the interpolating Hamiltonians

Hµ(k) = (1− µ)Htrivial(k) + µHChern(k). (6)

Spectra of Hµ(k) at various stages in the transition are shown
in Fig. 3a-d. As the real bands in the initial model Htrivial(k)
carry χ = 0, the transition to the complex Chern bands of
HChern(k) can only take place after all three bands cross si-
multaneously. The eigenvalues in Fig. 3b and c indicate the
emergence of ERs. These ERs are connecting different pair
of bands and terminate at third-order EPs (Fig. 3e), where all
three bands touch and join together through level crossings.
The ERs expand and progressively sweep across the BZ as
µ is increased further to 0.55. The transition is complete at
µ = 0.72, as shown in Figs. 3d, where two imaginary gaps
to bands with Chern number C± = ±2 are opened symmet-
rically around the real axis. The occurrence of a triple band
touching during the non-dual transition provides fresh insights
on higher-order EPs [14–18] in PT-symmetric systems.

DISCUSSION

In this article, we extended the concept of topological tran-
sitions to the realm of topological duality. The spontaneous
PT-symmetry breaking in non-Hermitian PT-symmetric sys-
tems corresponds to the natural duality between complex vec-
tor bundles and real vector bundles. As a result, the same

topology manifests as two distinct quantized properties, de-
pending on the symmetry regime. Dissipative photonic and
acoustic systems give this paradigm in vector bundle theory a
concrete physical context.

Experimentally measurable geometric phases and level
crossings in PT-symmetric models are diagnoses of the dual
and non-dual transitions. The shapes of exceptional rings and
the appearance of triple band crossings can be probed in a
wide range of platforms [3–6, 26–30]. Due to the imaginary
spectral gap, at a given k any initial state will evolve into the
Chern band |ψ−(k)⟩ after dynamic evolution. Berry curva-
tures are geometric phases around small plaquettes in the k-
space [36]. They can be measured by interferometry between
the final states |ψ−(k)⟩ and |ψ−(k+ δk)⟩ at different param-
eters of k [37].

In addition to the spectral phenomena presented here, there
are many other phenomena related to the topological bands,
including in-gap edge modes and Wannierization. It will be
interesting to investigate these properties during the duality
transition. In three-level models, which have been used to il-
lustrate the Chern-Euler transition in this article, Chern num-
bers and Euler numbers can only take even values [23, 38].
The detailed investigation of a system with more bands, where
the topological invariants can be arbitrary integers and Chern
bands can coexist with Euler bands, is left for future work.
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METHODS

Reference models

The reference models HEuler(k), HChern(k), and
Htrivial(k) are described by the 3× 3 matrices

HEuler(k) =

g1(kx, ky) f1(k) f2(kx)
f1(k) g1(ky, kx) f2(ky)
f2(kx) f2(ky) g2(k)

 , (S1)

HChern(k) =

 0 h(k) sin ky
−h(k) 0 − sin kx
− sin ky sin kx 0

 , (S2)

Htrivial(k) =

 0 2 sin ky
2 0 − sin kx

sin ky − sin kx 0

 , (S3)

where g1(kx, ky) = 1 + cos ky − cos 2kx , g2(k) = 2 −
γ(cos kx + cos ky) + cos 2kx + cos 2ky , f1(k) = cos(kx −
ky)− cos(kx + ky), f2(k) = −γ sin k + sin 2k, and h(k) =
1 − cos kx − cos ky . We set γ = 0.6 to maximize the gap
between the upper band 3 and the lower two bands 1 and 2 for
the Hermitian reference model HEuler(k).

Proof of the Chern-Euler Duality

Auxiliary “Chern bands” from Euler bands

We first show the “if” part of the duality condition: there
exists a dual transition satisfying Eq. (1). Starting from a pair
of Euler bands |ψ1,2(k)⟩ of a Hermitian PT-symmetric Hamil-
tonian H(k), one may construct a pair of auxiliary “Chern

bands” |φ±(k)⟩ = [|ψ1(k)⟩ ± i|ψ2(k)⟩]/
√
2 [20, 39]. We

use quotation marks since the complex states |φ±(k)⟩ are not
eigenstates of H(k). Such a transformation diagonalizes the
non-Abelian Berry curvature matrix B(k),

B′
++(k) = −B′

−−(k) = iB12(k). (S4)

By comparing Eqs. (3) and (4), it immediately follows that
the Chern numbers C ′

± associated with the bands spanned by
|φ±(k)⟩ are equal to the Euler number χ of the real band pair
spanned by |ψ1,2(k)⟩ in absolute value.

However, at this point the two auxiliary “Chern bands” are
mathematical constructions only; they are not eigenstates of
H(k) and are not detectable due to their equal expectation
value of energy [Re ⟨H(k)⟩] protected by the PT symmetry.
To realize them as eigenstates and lift their degeneracy while
still preserving a PT-symmetric H(k), we must introduce
non-Hermitian terms to spontaneously break the PT symme-
try. This can be achieved by first flattening the band pair en-
ergy in the Hermitian regime, and then switching on the anti-
Hermitian term i|φ+(k)⟩⟨φ+(k)| − i|φ−(k)⟩⟨φ−(k)|. This
process does not close the gaps between the band pair and re-
mote bands, hence it is a dual transition.

The above procedure demonstrates that an Euler-band
model can be deformed to exhibit Chern bands with |C±| =
|χ|. It also highlights the crucial role of non-Hermiticity
in enabling the duality transition. However, in a generic
spontaneous PT-breaking transition, the initial Euler bands
do not split exactly into the two auxiliary Chern bands de-
scribed above. Spontaneous PT-breaking transitions involve
ERs sweeping across the BZ, where the eigenvalues coalesce
and only a single eigenvector remains [40, 41]. Moreover,
away from the ERs, the eigenvectors may deviate signifi-
cantly from the original pair of real orthonormal eigenvectors
|ψ1,2(k)⟩ of the Hermitian starting point. Correspondingly,
the resulting complex bands strongly deviate from the linear
combinations |φ±(k)⟩ introduced above Eq. (S4). In order to
prove the “only if” part of the Chern-Euler duality, we there-
fore have to resort to some notions from the theory of vector
bundles [34] and linear operators [10].

Euler number of a real vector bundle

A pair of eigenstates |ψ1,2(k)⟩ of a Hermitian PT-
symmetric n × n matrix H(k) spans a two-dimensional sub-
space V (k) ⊂ Rn. These subspaces define a real rank-
2 vector bundle FR over the Brillouin zone (BZ). We con-
sider models H(k) without weak topology, for which FR is
an orientable vector bundle, which means that it is possible
to consistently choose the orientation of its two basis states
|ψ1,2(k)⟩ across the full BZ. This condition is satisfied for
for the Hermitian PT-symmetric reference models HEuler(k)
and Htrivial(k) of the main text. The case of nontrivial weak
topology will be discussed at the end of this Section.

The Euler number χ is the topological invariant of an ori-
ented real rank-2 vector bundle. An oriented vector bundle
is an orientable vector bundle equipped with oriented basis.
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The Euler number can be calculated as an integral of the off-
diagonal element B12(k) of non-Abelian Berry curvature, see
Eq. (3). Reversing the orientation of FR, e.g., by exchang-
ing the basis vectors |ψ1(k)⟩ and |ψ2(k)⟩, changes the sign
of B12(k) and, hence, of χ. Since the choice of the orienta-
tion of the vector bundle FR associated with the PT-symmetric
Hamiltonian H(k) is arbitrary, the associated Euler number
has a sign ambiguity. The sign ambiguity can be resolved by
choosing an orientation for the basis vectors |ψ1,2(k)⟩.

Although the expression (3) makes explicit reference to
the metric on the bundle and two orthonormal basis vectors
|ψ1,2(k)⟩ spanning Vλ(k), the Euler number χ is in fact a
property of the oriented vector bundle FR, independent of the
choice of metric and basis [34]. To see its basis-independent,
we note that an orientation-preserving transformation of the
basis states amounts to the changeB(k) → O(k)TB(k)O(k)
with O(k) ∈ SO(2). Since the 2 × 2 matrix B(k) is anti-
symmetric, such a transformation leaves B(k) and, hence, χ
invariant.

Outline of the “only if” part in the proof

We show that during a generic dual transition we must have
|C±| = |χ|. The key insight behind this Chern-Euler du-
ality relation is that one can always associate an orientable
real rank-2 vector bundle FR with a pair of bands of a PT-
symmetric Hamiltonian H(k), irrespective of whether it is
an Hermitian or non-Hermitian model with real bands only, a
non-HermitianH(k) with exceptional rings (ERs), or a model
with complex-conjugate energy bands separated by an imagi-
nary spectral gap.

The bundle FR is constructed as follows. For non-
degenerate real eigenvalues (i.e., away from the ERs), one
simply builds the vector spaces V (k) from the two right-
eigenvectors |ψ1,2(k)⟩ of the band pair, the same way as
it is done in the Hermitian case. For complex eigenstates
|ϕ+(k)⟩ = |ϕ−(k)⟩∗ one uses |ψ1(k)⟩ = Re |ϕ+(k)⟩,
|ψ2(k)⟩ = Im |ϕ+(k)⟩ to span V (k). (This prescription is in-
dependent of the phase of |ϕ+(k)⟩, as a different phase choice
is just a GL2(R) transformation within V (k).) The only dif-
ference with the Hermitian case is that an orthonormalization
procedure has to be applied to the basis vectors |ψ1(k)⟩ and
|ψ2(k)⟩ before they can be used to calculate the non-Abelian
Berry curvature B(k) using Eq. (2) [23, 34]. At the ER, the
eigenvalues of the band pair coalesce to a single real eigen-
value ω(k). Although the two bands have only a single right-
eigenvector, there are two generalized right-eigenvectors and
one can use them to construct a two-dimensional vector space
V (k) at the ER. (Generalized right-eigenvectors are vectors
that are annihilated by (ω(k) − H(k))m for large enough m
[10].) Although V (k) ⊂ Rn is constructed through three dis-
tinct procedures for different regimes, we show in the Sup-
plemental Materials Sec. S4 that it varies continuously with
k across the entire BZ, leading to a globally well-defined real
rank-2 vector bundle FR.

To prove the Chern-Euler duality, we apply these ideas to a
continuous family of PT-symmetric models Hλ(k) for which

a band pair goes through a spontaneous PT-breaking transition
as a function of the control parameter 0 ≤ λ ≤ 1, without be-
ing connected to other bands at any time. The band pair con-
sists of two real bands at λ = 0 and of two complex-conjugate
bands separated by an imaginary gap for λ = 1. The models
Hλ(k) of Eq. (5) are an example of such a family. Using the
construction outlined in the previous paragraph, an orientable
real rank-2 vector bundle FR,λ and its Euler number χλ can
be associated with the band pair spanning Vλ(k) for every λ
in the transition. The Euler numbers χλ have an over-all sign
ambiguity arising from the freedom to choose the orientation
of FR,λ for λ = 0. For a fixed orientation, since χλ is a topo-
logical invariant, it must remain unchanged during the spon-
taneous PT-breaking transition as long as the two bands stay
isolated from other bands at any time (proof in Supplemental
Materials S4). In particular, the Euler number χλ=1 associ-
ated with the complex bands at λ = 1 must be the same as the
Euler number χ = χλ=0 associated with the real band pair at
the Hermitian starting point at λ = 0.

To complete the proof of |C±| = |χ| we generalize the
procedure preceding Eq. (S4) and show that χλ=1 is equal
to the Chern numbers C+ = −C− of the individual com-
plex bands at λ = 1. At λ = 1, we have complex conju-
gate eigenstates |ϕ(k)⟩ = |ψ1(k)⟩+ i|ψ2(k)⟩ and |ϕ∗(k)⟩ =
|ψ1(k)⟩ − i|ψ2(k)⟩ across the whole BZ. The real and imagi-
nary parts |ψ1(k)⟩ and |ψ2(k)⟩ span a two-dimensional real
vector bundle FR,λ=1 over the BZ. A unitary gauge trans-
formation on |ϕ(k)⟩ — multiplying it with a phase eiθ —
is equivalent to acting on its real and imagary parts with a
SO(2) matrix, which shows that the vector bundle spanned
by |ψ1(k)⟩ and |ψ2(k)⟩ is oriented. However, |ψ1(k)⟩ and
|ψ2(k)⟩ are not orthonormal, which prevents direct applica-
tion of Eq. (S4). To resolve this, we continuously deform the
complex eigenstates |ϕ(k)⟩ → |ϕ′(k)⟩ ≡ |ψ′

1(k)⟩+ i|ψ′
2(k)⟩,

such that the real and imaginary parts |ψ′
1(k)⟩ and |ψ′

2(k)⟩
of |ϕ′(k)⟩ are orthonormal. Explicitly, |ϕ′(k)⟩ may be con-
structed via the Gram-Schmidt orthogonalization procedure,

|ϕ′(k)⟩ = |ψ1(k)⟩√
n11(k)

+ i
n11(k)|ψ2(k)⟩ − n12(k)|ψ1(k)⟩√

n11(k) detn(k)
,

(S5)

where

nαβ(k) = ⟨ψα(k)|ψβ(k)⟩, (S6)

whereas the continuous deformation |ϕ(k)⟩ → |ϕ′(k)⟩ may
be accomplished by linear interpolation,

|ϕµ(k)⟩ =(1− µ)|ϕ(k)⟩+ µ|ϕ′(k)⟩. (S7)

The complex vectors |ϕµ(k)⟩ have linearly independent real
and imaginary parts, ensuring a well-defined Chern number
Cµ as well as an Euler number for all 0 ≤ µ ≤ 1. Along
the deformation, the two-dimensional spaces spanned by these
parts stay the same, hence the Euler number remains χλ=1,
while the Chern number also remains unchanged since it is a
topological invariant: C1 = C0 ≡ C+. For µ = 1, real and
imaginary parts of |ϕ1(k)⟩ = |ϕ′(k)⟩ are orthonormal, allow-
ing the application of Eq. (S4), which gives |C1| = |χλ=1|.
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Therefore, we conclude that |C+| = |C0| = |χλ=1| = |χ|,
completing the proof. For readers pursing more rigor, an al-
ternative proof of |C±| = |χλ=1| without involving the or-
thonormalization is provided in Supplemental Materials S4.

The dual transition is the physical realization of the “com-
plexification” of an oriented real rank-2 vector bundle: With
an oriented real rank-2 vector bundle FR spanned by (non
necessarily orthonormal) basis vectors |ψ1(k)⟩ and |ψ2(k)⟩,
one may associate a complex rank-2 bundle FC = C ⊗ FR,
spanned by |ψ1(k)⟩ and |ψ2(k)⟩ with complex coefficients
[31]. This complex rank-2 bundle can be decomposed into
two complex line bundles, FC = EC ⊕ E∗

C, with EC spanned
by |ϕ(k)⟩ = |ψ1(k)⟩+ i|ψ2(k)⟩. From a topological perspec-
tive, the complex bands that appear in PT-symmetric models
are precisely those, that can be obtained from such a complex-
ification procedure [31, 34]. All such bands have the property,
that the basis vector |ϕ(k)⟩ is linear independent of |ϕ(k)⟩∗
for all k, which is ensured by the presence of an imaginary
gap in the complex spectrum. For models of size n = 2,
this linear independence condition can be satisfied by topo-
logically trivial complex bundles only. For n = 3, complex
Chern bands in PT-symmetric models exist only if their Chern
number is even. Complex Chern bands with Chern number of
arbitrary parity exist in PT-symmetric models for n ≥ 4.

Weak topology

The Euler topology only exists for PT-symmetric bands
without weak topology. A band or a collection of bands in
a Hermitian PT-symmetric model H(k) is said to have weak
topology if adiabatic transport of a basis for FR around the
kx or ky direction of the BZ-torus reverses its orientation.
For such band pairs, no Euler number can be defined due
to the non-orientability and they always violate the duality
condition. This implies that nontrivial weak topology is an
obstruction for opening an imaginary gap in the spontaneous
PT-breaking transition: Only a pair of bands with trivial weak
topology can go through a complete spontaneous PT-breaking
transition without connecting to other bands.

SUPPLEMENTAL MATERIALS

S1. Berry curvature in non-Hermitian regimes

We clarify cautions of Berry curvature in non-Hermitian
regimes. We denote the connection matrix constructed from
right eigestates as Hermitian connection matrices. Another
common choice of connection is constructed from biorthogo-
nal eigenstates [42–44], which we call the covariant connec-
tion. The covariant connection is more difficult to compute
or measure as it requires the knowledge of left-eigenstates,
too. It has the merit of being GLN (C)-covariant (see sup-
plemental material Sec. S6 and Ref. 23), while the Hermi-
tian connection is only U(N)-covariant. In situations only in-
volving U(N) gauge structures, the two choices of connection
matrices give identical topological results [23, 43], namely

that the invariant polynomials of their curvatures are in the
same de Rham cohomology class. One example is Hermi-
tian systems, where all eigenstates are orthonormal and we
only meet unitary transformations. The essence of GLN (C)-
covariance happens when we consider the sum topology of
multiple bands that possess EPs or eigenvalue braiding (see
supplemental material Sec. S7). In our model, each Chern
band is well separated from others by spectral gaps and there
is no eigenvalue braiding. The gauge structure of each Chern
band can be reduced to U(1) by normalizing the right eigen-
states. This justifies the Hermitian connection in main text.
An interesting phenomenon is that the covariant connection
matrix exhibits seeming singularities near EPs. A geometric
explanation is given in supplemental material Sec. S8.

S2. Lift of nodal structure protection in spontaneous
symmetry breaking regime

The irremovable Dirac points obstruct a real spectral gap
(energy gap) within Euler bands [22, 45–47]. We recapitulate
this picture and give a general proof based on vector-bundle
theory.

Choosing any region D homeomorphic to a disc in the BZ,
a local Euler number 2πiχD =

∫
D
B12

xyd
2k −

∫
∂D

A12 · dk
is defined by subtracting the boundary contribution on ∂D.
The nodal points inside D can be brought together to be an-
nihilated only if χD = 0 [20]. This condition can also be
understood as a consequence of winding number compensa-
tion. Inside a D, the two Euler bands are effectively viewed
as a two-band system. A PT-symmetric two-band system
is protected by a winding number WD of (dx, dz)-vectors
[19, 20, 32], where dx, dz are the coefficients of the Pauli ma-
trices σx, σz . Every Dirac point carries a nontrivial winding
number WD

j and χD is equal to the sum of winding numbers
χD =

∑
j∈DW

D
j /2 = W∂D/2 [19, 20], where the sym-

bol W∂D represents the winding number along ∂D. If these
Dirac points can be annihilated inside D, W∂D = 0, indicat-
ing χD = 0. Now we have a pair of Euler bands. We partition
our BZ into several discs Dj , the Euler number of the system
is the summation of all local Euler numbers: χ =

∑
j χDj

. If
we assume all Dirac points within the Euler bands can be an-
nihilated, we obtain a phase χDj

= 0 for all j. This requires
χ =

∑
j χDj

= 0, resulting in a contradiction.
A more rigorous proof for the forbidden energy gap is done

using Whitney sum [34]. If an energy gap is created within
the Euler bands without touching other bands, this pair of Eu-
ler bands are decomposed into two subbands. This means
the Bloch bundle F of the Euler bands can be written as a
sum of two rank-1 Bloch bundles F = F1 ⊕ F2. First, as-
suming F1 and F2 are orientable, then their Euler classes
are trivial e(F1) = e(F2) = 0 (the Euler class of an ori-
entable line bundle must vanish). Using the Whitney sum,
the Euler class of F must also be trivial e(F ) = e(F1) ⌣
e(F2) = 0. This contradicts the nontrivial Euler number
of F , which is the integral of e(F ). Second, when F1 and
F2 are not orientable, this is equivalent to saying their first
Stiefel-Whitney classes w1(Fj) ∈ H1(T 2,Z2) = Z2 ⊕ Z2
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are nontrivial, where T 2 is the 2d BZ torus. Let us con-
sider the four-fold covering map of T 2 by itself p(4) : T 2 →
T 2, (kx, ky) → (2kx, 2ky). The pullback bundle p∗(4)Fj must
be orientable, since p∗(4)w1(Fj) = 2w1(Fj) = 0. One the
other hand, the pullback bundle p∗(4)F carries nontrivial Euler
class e(p∗(4)F ) = 4e(F ) ̸= 0 in H2(T 2,Z) = Z. Hence, we
are back to the orientable case and still have a contradiction.

In the non-Hermitian regime ERs create the following ef-
fects. When non-Hermitian terms are turned on, the Dirac
nodes expand into ERs that separate BZ into symmetry-
preserving regions and spontaneous symmetry breaking
(SSB) regions. In symmetry-preserving regions, we may still
define a local winding number of (dx, dz)-vectors [23]. How-
ever, there is no winding-number protection in SSB regions
[23]. As ERs percolate and span the BZ, all local winding
numbers in symmetry-preserving regions are destroyed and
we are left with SSB regions (Fig. S1b).

Alternatively, from the vector bundle point of view, an en-
ergy gap between the two bands is equal to decomposing
the real Bloch bundle into two lower-rank real vector bun-
dles, which is obstructed by the Euler number. In contrast,
the imaginary spectral gap (dissipation gap) opening is not a
vector bundle decomposition. Instead, it gives a spontaneous
complex structure to the real vector bundle (see proof of the
Chern-Euler duality). This is a novel effect brought by non-
Hermiticity. Thus the dissipation gap is not restricted by the
Euler number.

S3. Homotopy analysis

Homotopy analysis gives a complete view of the topology
inside our system. A PT symmetric system is to have a real
N × N matrix H(k) with k being the control parameters or
momenta. We will use the idea of band partition [23] to de-
scribe the spectral gaps and topology of the system.

The topology of non-Hermitian PT symmetric systems is
captured by the homotopy groups of the matrices having the
specified spectral gaps. There are two types of spectral gaps.
For those eigenvalues on the real axis, we can sort them from
lower energy to higher energy. If the spectrum of the system
on the real axis is not connected, there is an energy gap ∆E

separating lower-energy eigenvalues and higher-energy eigen-
values. As in the Euler phase, there is a spectral gap between
the two lower bands and the higher band. Another type of
spectral gap comes from comparing the imaginary parts of the
eigenvalues. In PT-symmetric systems, the eigenvalues can
detouch from the real axis after spontaneous symmetry break-
ing. The eigenmodes on the lower complex plane are decaying
while the eigenmodes on the upper complex plane are ampli-
fying. Together with those oscillating modes on the real axis,
the dynamic properties of the system are determined by the
spectral gaps ∆τ in the imaginary parts of the eigenmodes
(Fig. S1a).

From these discussion, we impose the following
band/eigenvalue partitions according to the symmetry prop-
erty of the system. First, we partition our bands/eigenvalues

FIG. S1. Partition of eigenvalues/bands and spontaneous symmetry
breaking (SSB). (a) When the eigenvalues are on the real axis, we
may distinguish them by their real parts, and there can be an energy
gap between different connected components in the spectra along the
real axis. When the eigenvalues can detach from the real axis, we
will also have different connected components on the lower and up-
per half complex planes.They are distinguished by disspation gaps.
(b) The SSB inside a BZ. Exceptional rings are the boundaries be-
tween symmetry-preserving regionsand SSB regions. They convert
real gauge structures of the eigenstates into complex gauge struc-
tures. The protections of the Dirac points are erased after the gauge
type shift.

into those on the upper and lower half complex planes, and
those on the real axis. On the real axis, if there are more
than two bands, we further partition our bands/eigenvalues
into higher-energy bands/eigenvalues and lower-energy
bands/eigenvalues.

Now we specify to the situations studied in the main text.
When all eigenvalues are real, there are two lower-energy
bands and one higher energy band. The three eigenvec-
tors |ψ1⟩, |ψ2⟩ and |ψ3⟩ form an 3 × 3 invertible matrix,
parametrized by a matrix in GL3(R). Meanwhile, there are
gauge transformations within the Hilbert space spanned by the
higher-energy eigenvector and the counterpart spanned by the
lower-energy eigenvectors. A GL1(R) transformation on |ψ3⟩
leaves the Hilbert space spanned by |ψ3⟩ invariant, while a
GL2(R) transformation on |ψ1⟩, |ψ2⟩ leaves span{|ψ1⟩, ψ2⟩}
invariant (note that if |ψ1⟩ and |ψ2⟩ coelarce, we replace them
by the sole eigenvector and the generalized eigenvector). Thus
for the eigenvector topology, the Hamiltonian gives rise to a
map from the PT preserving regions of BZ, denoted as BZR,
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to the real Grassmanian (up to homotopy equivalence):

f1 : BZR → GL3(R)
GL2(R)× GL1(R)

. (S8)

When two of the eigenvalues become a complex conjugate
pair, the Hamiltonian gives a map from the PT broken regions
of BZ, denoted as BZC , to a generalized mixed Grassmanian
[23]:

f2 : BZC → GL3(R)
GL1(C)× GL1(R)

. (S9)

This result can be understood as follows: the complex eigen-
vectors are |ψ⟩, |ψ∗⟩. The real part and the imaginary part
of |ψ⟩ are linearly independent vectors in R3, to ensure that
|ψ⟩ and |ψ∗⟩ are linearly independent. Together with the
third real eigenvector |ψ3⟩, they from a basis of R3, ex-
pressed through the column vectors of a real invertible ma-
trix GL3(R). However, the system allows a gauge transfor-
mation: |ψ⟩ → c|ψ⟩ |ψ∗⟩ → c∗|ψ∗⟩, c ∈ C − {0} and
|ψ3⟩ → a|ψ3⟩, a ∈ R − {0}. These gauge transformations
form the group GL1(C)×GL1(R). A more rigorous approach
taking into account of possible eigenvalue influence is to em-
ploy the spectral flattening with oblique projection operators
[23]. Note due to the coexistence of two types of gauge struc-
tures, the spontaneously symmetry breaking regime (S9) is be-
yond the symmetric spaces in Cartan’s classification. It is not
captured by K-theory description or conventional Bott clock.

The lower homotopy groups of the two spaces have been
calculated in [23]. We list out the results:

π0

[
GL3(R)

GL2(R)× GL1(R)

]
= 0, (S10)

π1

[
GL3(R)

GL2(R)× GL1(R)

]
= Z2, (S11)

π2

[
GL3(R)

GL2(R)× GL1(R)

]
= 2Z ∼= Z; (S12)

π0

[
GL3(R)

GL1(C)× GL1(R)

]
= 0, (S13)

π1

[
GL3(R)

GL1(C)× GL1(R)

]
= 0, (S14)

π2

[
GL3(R)

GL1(C)× GL1(R)

]
= 2Z ∼= Z. (S15)

The Euler number in the symmetry-preserving phase comes
from Eq. (S12) and the Chern number in the symmetry-
breaking phase comes from Eq. (S15).

Note the quotients in the above expressions are effectively
“gauge structures” in the eigenstates. This is to say, if we
perform these transformations on the eigenstates, the vector
space spanned by them is unchanged. In particular, the real
and complex general linear groups have the following rela-
tion:

GL+
2 (R) ≃ SO(2) ∼= U(1) ≃ GL1(C), (S16)

where ≃ means homotopy equivalence and ∼= means diffeo-
morphism. The expression GL+

2 (R) is the real general linear

transformation with a positive determinant. For Euler bands,
the gauge structure can indeed be lifted to GL+

2 (R) [31, 34]
(Euler bands are orientable). In the BZ, ERs are the bound-
aries separating regions with these two different but homotopy
equivalent gauge structures (Fig. S1b).

S4. More details of the Chern-Euler duality

1. Continuity of V (k) during the dual transition

Away from an ER, the left-eigenvectors |ψ1(k)⟩ and
|ψ2(k)⟩ associated with a pair of real eigenvalues ω1(k) and
ω2(k) are linear independent. The complex left-eigenvectors
|ϕ(k)⟩ and |ϕ(k)⟩∗ of a pair of complex conjugate eigenval-
ues ω(k) and ω(k)∗ are also linear independent, which means
that their real and imaginary parts |ψ1(k)⟩ = Re |ϕ(k)⟩ and
|ψ2(k)⟩ = Im |ϕ(k)⟩ are linear independent, too. In both
cases, |ψ1(k)⟩ and |ψ2(k)⟩ span a two-dimensional subspace
V (k) ⊂ Rn. These vector spaces form the vector bundle FR
away from the ERs. For an EP at k = k0 and eigenvalue
ω(k0) we use the space spanned by the two generalized right-
eigenvectors to construct the vector space V (k0).

We now show that the assignment of the two-dimensional
vector spaces V (k) ⊂ Rn to a band pair is continuous in
the vicinity of an EP. Hereto, we use that a suitable (non-
orthogonal) basis transformation may bring H(k0) to the Jor-
dan canonical form

H(k0) =


ω(k0) 1 0 . . . 0
0 ω(k0) 0 . . . 0
0 0 ω3(k0) . . . 0
...

...
...

...
0 0 0 . . . ωn(k0)

 . (S17)

The space V (k0) is spanned by the two generalized eigen-
vectors at the EP, which are |1⟩ ≡ (1, 0, 0, . . . , 0)T and
|2⟩ ≡ (0, 1, 0, . . . , 0)T. For k in the vicinity of the EP, we
expand

H(k) = H(k0) + dH, (S18)

where dH = H ′
xdkx + H ′

ydky and dk = k − k0. To
leading order in dk, the eigenvalues and eigenvectors of the
band pair are solely determined by the single matrix ele-
ment dH21. If dH21 < 0, there are two real eigenvalues
ω1,2(k) = ω(k0) ±

√
−dH21. If dH21 > 0, there is a pair

of complex-conjugate eigenvalues ω(k0) ± i
√
dH21. In both

cases, for small dk the left-eigenvectors can be calculated ex-
plicitly using degenerate perturbation theory taking into dH21

only, followed by non-degenerate perturbation theory to ac-
count for the remaining elements of dH . Since degenerate
perturbation theory amounts to a reorganization of the ba-
sis vectors, but otherwise keeps V (k0) = span(|1⟩, |2⟩) un-
changed, one easily verifies that V (k) → V (k0) if dk → 0.
To leading order in dk, the Hamiltonian H(k) remains a part
of the ER if dH21 = 0. Since the generalized eigenspace is a
continuous function of H(k), in this case, too, one finds that
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V (k) → V (k0) of δk → 0. Actually, this continuity can be
more rigorously defined as a continuous map to the real Grass-
mannian Gr2(RN ), as we shall see in the following section.

2. A more rigorous proof using oblique projection operators

We will use the projection operator Psum(k) to the two rele-
vant bands to give a more rigorous definition of Vλ(k) and its
continuity in (λ,k) during the dual transition. This will also
show that χλ is a constant in λ.

The projection operator into the vector space spanned by
certain eigenvectors of H(k) has an elegant compact expres-
sion [10, 23]: ∑

ωj∈D
Pj =

1

2πi

∫
∂D

(z −H)−1dz, (S19)

where D is a region homeomorphic to a disc on the complex
plane of the spectrum. The resolvent (z−H)−1 is the inverse
matrix of (z −H), which is well defined when z is not in the
spectrum of H .

We need to consider three cases. In the symmetry-
preserving regime, where we have real eigenvectors
|ψ1(k, λ)⟩ and |ψ2(k, λ)⟩, Psum(k, λ) is the sum of the pro-
jection operators P1(k, λ) and P2(k, λ). In the sponta-
neous symmetry-breaking regime, where we have complex
pair eigenvectors |ϕ+(k, λ)⟩ = |ϕ(k, λ)⟩ and |ϕ−(k, λ)⟩ =
|ϕ∗(k, λ), Psum(k, λ) is the sum of the projection operators
P+(k, λ) and P−(k, λ). When the two eigenvalues are de-
generate ω1(k, λ) = ω2(k, λ) = ω∗, for example at EPs,
Psum(k, λ) is obtained by applying Eq. (S19) for a small disc
containing only ω∗ while excluding other eigenvalues.

We will show that Psum(k, λ) is always a real operator,
namely, a real N × N matrix. And its image when acting
on RN is exactly Vλ(k). The continuity of Vλ(k) results
from the continuity of Psum(k, λ). In the cases when the two
eigenvalues are non-degenerate, it is straightforward to see the
continuity of Psum(k, λ). At their degenerate point, we use
Eq. (S19) to show the continuity of Psum(k, λ).

We clarify the notations in the proof. We consider a sys-
tem of N bands. Two of them well separated from other
N − 2 bands (this means their eigenvalues have no overlap
with all other bands) are going through a pairwise sponta-
neous symmetry breaking (SSB). This SSB is achieved by
an interpolation of continuous Hamiltonian H(k, λ), where
λ is the interpolation parameter. By a re-scaling of λ, we
assume 0 ≤ λ ≤ 1. The interpolation Hamiltonian is now
a map from BZ × [0, 1] to N × N real matrices. For sim-
plicity, we use B̃Z to represent BZ × [0, 1]. The sum projec-
tion into these two relevant bands in main result is written as
Psum(k, λ). Before the SSB, we denote the two relevant eigen-
values as ω1(k, λ) and ω2(k, λ) (with corresponding eigen-
vectors |ψ1⟩ and |ψ2⟩). After the SSB, the eigenvalues are
denoted as ω(k, λ), ω∗(k, λ) with their corresponding eigen-
vectors |ϕ+⟩ = |ϕ⟩, |ϕ−⟩ = |ϕ⟩∗. Their real and imaginary
parts are |ϕ±⟩ = |ψR⟩ ± i|ψI⟩.

We assume there is no remote band touching during the
transition: ωi(k, λ) ̸= ωj(k, λ) for all i = 1, 2,±, all
j ̸= 1, 2,± and all k, λ. Note here we only exclude local
band touchings (level crossings at the same k, λ). This is a
more general situation where trivial spectral overlaps between
bands at different k, λ are allowed.

Images of Psum(k): We first verify the relation between the
sum projection operator and the real vector bundle structure of
rank 2 in regions of B̃Z without degeneracy between the two
relevant bands. We call these regions non-degenerate regions
of the B̃Z. In non-degenerate regions, the two eigenvectors are
distinct and we can express everything in terms of them. We
denote the regions of B̃Z where the two relevant eigenvalues
are real as B̃ZR. The regions of B̃Z where the two relevant
eigenvalues are complex as B̃ZC . In B̃ZR, we have two real
eigenvectors |ψ1(k, λ)⟩ and |ψ2(k, λ)⟩. The sum projection
into the space Vλ(R) spanned by |ψ1(k, λ)⟩ and |ψ2(k, λ)⟩
is simply given by Psum(k, λ) = P1(k, λ) + P2(k, λ), where
Pj(k, λ) = |ψj(k, λ)⟩⟨ψ̃j(k, λ)| and ⟨ψ̃j | are the correspond-
ing biorthogonal left eigenvectors. Note although this is not
an orthogonal projection in the presence of non-Hermiticity,
kerPsum ̸⊥ img Psum, the operator Psum still gives us a map
from B̃ZR to the space of two dimensional subspaces of RN ,
the Grassmannian Gr2(RN ), via:

B̃ZR → Gr2(RN ) : (k, λ) 7→ img Psum(k, λ). (S20)

This is a continuous map on B̃ZR, as the eigenvectors are con-
tinuous away from the EP [10].

On B̃ZC , the relation between the total projection and the
rank-2 real vector bundle structure is not so obvious. Let us
see how it unfolds for these complex eigenvectors. On B̃ZC ,
the two eigenvalues correspond to the following block in the
canonical form of H(k, λ):

(
|ϕ⟩, |ϕ⟩∗

)(ω 0
0 ω∗

)(
⟨ϕ̃|
⟨ϕ̃|∗

)
, (S21)

where |ϕ⟩ = |ϕ+⟩ corresponds to the eigenvalue on the
lower half complex plane and |ϕ⟩∗ = |ϕ−⟩ corresponds to
the upper half complex plane partner. The two eigenvec-
tors are biorthogonal: ⟨ϕ̃| · |ϕ⟩∗ = ⟨ϕ̃|∗ · |ϕ⟩ = 0 and
⟨ϕ̃| · |ϕ⟩ = ⟨ϕ̃|∗ · |ϕ⟩∗ = 1. Now the eigenvectors are
complex. We decompose them into their real and imaginary
parts: |ϕ⟩ = |ψR⟩ + i|ψI⟩, ⟨ϕ̃| = ⟨ψ̃R| + i⟨ψ̃I |. There ex-
ist a series of relations between these vectors. First of all,
the vectors |ψR⟩ and |ψI⟩ are linearly independent, and so
are ⟨ψ̃R| and ⟨ψ̃I |. Secondly, due to the biorthogonal rela-
tions, we can verify these real vectors are also biorthogonal:
⟨ψ̃α|ψβ⟩ = δαβ/2. The sum projection for this pair of com-
plex eigenvalues is

Psum(k, λ) =|ϕ(k, λ)⟩⟨ϕ̃(k, λ)|+ |ϕ(k, λ)⟩∗⟨ϕ̃(k, λ)|∗

=2
[
|ψR(k, λ)⟩⟨ψ̃R(k, λ)|+ |ψI(k, λ)⟩

×⟨ψ̃I(k, λ)|
]
, for (k, λ) ∈ B̃ZC . (S22)
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FIG. S2. How to choose the enclosing disc D on the complex plane
of spectrum. The blue discs represent the approximate region of all
eigenvalues ωj for k, λ in a neighbourhood of the EP.

This is exactly a projection operator into the real 2-
dimensional subspace of RN spanned by |ψR⟩ and |ψI⟩. Ac-
cording to this relation, in the situation of a pair of complex
eigenvalues, the sum projection still defines a map from B̃ZC

to the space of two dimensional subspaces of RN :

B̃ZC → Gr2(RN ) : (k, λ) 7→ img Psum(k, λ). (S23)

Again the above map is continuous on B̃ZC . Albeit the two
eigenvectors are complex, their sum projection is projecting
every real vector in RN into the subspace spanned by the real
and the imaginary parts of the eigenvector, i.e., Vλ(k). Notice
that it does not matter which eigenvector is chosen to take the
real and the imaginary parts, since the corresponding compo-
nents of |ϕ⟩ and |ϕ⟩∗ span the same real 2-dimensional sub-
space. They only differ by choices of orientations in img Psum.

Combining the two cases, the sum projection operator al-
ways gives a continuous map from non-degenerate regions of
B̃Z to the Grassmannian Gr2(RN ), leading to a continuous
Vλ(k) for these reions. In the next step, we will show that the
sum projection is also continuous on degenerate regions of
B̃Z. Therefore the map to Gr2(RN ) is continuous throughout
the whole phase transition process.

Continuity at EPs: We now look at the continuity of
the map within the degenerate regions of B̃Z. We first
prove (k, λ) 7→ Psum(k, λ) is also continuous over every
degenerate point. Then using the continuity of the map
Psum(k, λ) 7→ img Psum(k, λ) of constant-rank projection op-
erators, we prove that the map from B̃Z to Gr2(RN ) is contin-
uous everytwhere. This procedure can be represented as the
following composition map:

B̃Z → Gr2(RN ) : (k, λ) 7→ Psum 7→ img Psum. (S24)

A degeneracy between the two relevant bands takes place
if and only if the two eigenvalues are approaching each other
and eventually become equal. At the degenerate point, it is
not convenient to use the language of eigenvectors, as they
become singular. However, the sum projection is still well de-
fined, via the integral expression Eq. (S19). We denote the de-
generate point as (k∗, λ∗) and the corresponding eigenvalue

at this point as ω∗ ∈ R. Around (k∗, λ∗), we always de-
note the two eigenvalues as ω1(k, λ) and ω2(k, λ), regardless
of whether they are real or a conjugate pair, or even equal.
Since the eigenvalues are always continuous in H [10], for
any (open) disc region Dr of radius r centered at ω∗, there is
a neighbourhood Ur of (k∗, λ∗) such that for all (k, λ) ∈ Ur,
ω1(k, λ), ω2(k, λ) ∈ Dr. As the two bands do not touch any
other remote bands during the interpolation, we can let Ur and
Dr small enough such that all other eigenvalues of H(k, λ)
are outside Dr for all (k, λ) ∈ Ur. With these definitions, we
can safely evaluate Psum(k, λ) by choosing D = Dr:

Psum(k, λ) =
1

2πi

∫
∂Dr

[z −H(k, λ)]
−1
dz, ∀(k, λ) ∈ Ur.

(S25)
We prove that Eq. (S25) is a continuous map at (k∗, λ∗).

This step is similar to the proof of continuity for non-
Hermitian spectral flattening (Ref. 23 Appendix. G). Denote
A = z −H(k∗, λ∗) and B = z −H(k2, λ2) with (k2, λ2) ∈
Ur. By choosing (k2, λ2) close enough to (k∗, λ∗), we can let
δ = ||A − B|| arbitrarily small. Then the difference between
their reverse is

||A−1 −B−1|| =||B−1(B −A)A−1||
≤||B−1|| · ||(B −A)|| · ||A−1||
=||B−1|| · ||A−1||δ. (S26)

As A invertible for z ∈ ∂Dr, ||A−1|| is a continuous bounded
function in z. The value of ||B−1|| is estimated as below:

||B−1|| =||A−1 +B−1(A−B)A−1||
≤||A−1||+ ||B−1|| · ||A−1||δ, (S27)

→ ||B−1|| ≤ ||A−1||
1− ||A−1||δ

. (S28)

Combining Eq. (S26) and Eq. (S28), we obtain the bounding
equation for the difference between resolvent:

||A−1 −B−1|| ≤ ||A−1||2δ
1− ||A−1||δ

. (S29)

The right-hand-side goes to zero as δ → 0. To estimate the
integral Eq. (S25), we notice that ||A−1||/(1 − ||A−1||δ) is
a continuous function on ∂Dr, as long as δ is chosen to be
small enough. We may denote its supremum as w. Then the
difference between the total projections is bounded by

||Psum(k2, λ2)− Psum(k∗, λ∗)|| ≤ wrδ, (S30)

for all (k2, λ2) close enough to (k∗, λ∗). So this proves
the continuity of the projection Psum(k, λ) at the degenerate
points of the two relevant bands. Together with what we have
already shown, Psum(k, λ) is continuous over the whole region
B̃Z = BZ× [0, 1].

The last thing we need to verify in Eq. (S24) is that
img Psum is continuous in Psum. It suffice to check the con-
tinuity at a neighbourhood for arbitrary projection operator
P . First, note that a continuous P (k, λ) has a fixed rank
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(rank P = tr P ). Consider the space O(2), the space of rank-
2 projection operators in RN , and taking an arbitrary point
P ∈ O(2). We build a map from U , a neighbourhood of P in
O(2), to V2(RN ), the Stiefel manifold [34]. We can pick two
fixed vectors v1, v2 ∈ RN such that Pv1 and Pv2 are linearly
independent. Then there is a neighbourhood U of P such that
P ′v1 and P ′v2 are independent for all P ′ ∈ U . This defines
a continuous map from U to V2(RN ) on U . Using the canon-
ical map V2(RN ) → Gr2(RN ), the map Psum 7→ img Psum is
continuous on U . This completes the proof of continuity of
B̃Z → Gr2(RN ).

Recall B̃Z = BZ× [0, 1]. At each λ ∈ [0, 1], we have a real
vector bundle FR,λ over BZ with Euler number denoted by
χλ. The map B̃Z → Gr2(RN ) is an homotopy between BZ×
{0} → Gr2(RN ) and BZ× {1} → Gr2(RN ), which induces
an isomorphism between two vector bundles at λ = 0 and
λ = 1. Therefore, we have χλ=0 = χλ=1: the Euler number
of the real vector bundle FRI spanned by |ψR(k)⟩, |ψI(k)⟩ is
equal to that of the initial symmetry-preserving bands.

3. Proof for |χλ=1| = |C±|

To prove |χλ=1| = |C±|, independent of the shape of the
BZ, we employ the fact [31, 34] that the Chern class of a
complex line bundle is equal to the Euler class of its under-
lying rank-2 real vector bundle. The eigenstate |ϕ(k)⟩ spans
a complex line bundle EC. At each k, this bundle gives an
one dimensional complex vector space Ṽ (k). An one di-
mensional complex vector space can always be regarded as
a two-dimensional real vector space ṼR(k), called its reali-
fication [31]. This ṼR(k) gives an underlying rank-two real
vector bundle ER corresponding to EC, for which we have
χ(ER) = C(EC) = C+.

We show that the underlying real vector bundle ER corre-
sponding to |ϕ(k)⟩ is isomorphic to the bundle FR,1 spanned
by |ψR(k)⟩, |ψI(k)⟩. So χ(ER) = ±χλ=1 with the sign de-
pending on the choice of orientation for the isomorphism.
This completes the proof. The isomorphism can be built
as follows. For each k, we pick |ϕ+(k)⟩ and expand it
as |ψR(k)⟩ + i|ψI(k)⟩. Then a general complex vector
(a + ib)|ϕ+(k)⟩ ∈ Ṽ (k), a, b ∈ R is first mapped to a vec-
tor (a, b) ∈ ṼR(k), then mapped to a|ψR(k)⟩ − b|ψI(k)⟩ in
span{|ψR(k)⟩, |ψI(k)⟩} = V1(k). We can verify that this
map is R-linear, invertible, and does not depend on the phase
chosen for |ϕ+(k)⟩ (in fact, this map is simply c |ϕ+(k)⟩ 7→
Re c |ψ+(k)⟩, where Re is globally well-defined). So this is
indeed a vector bundle isomorphism.

Note that in the proof of this section, we do not need any
topological property of the BZ torus apart from compactness.
Therefore the Chern-Euler duality applies to Euler bands and
Chern bands on any two-dimensional compact surfaces.

S5. Wilson loop results for the dual transition

We show how to use Wilson loop to find out the topological
invariants and interpret the dual transition.

First, we construct the Wilson loop operator from succes-
sive action of projection operators. We take the loop in the
direction of ky along fixed kx. The start and end point is cho-
sen to be (kx,−π) = (kx, π). The operator is given by

Ow(kx) = lim
δ→0

∏
n

P (kx, π)P (kx, π − δ) . . .

P (kx, π − nδ) . . . P (kx,−π). (S31)

The projection operator can be obtained from the H directly.
As we have seen in Eq. (S19), the projection operator in the
non-Hermitian regime still only relies on the Hamiltonian ma-
trix and is GLn(R/C)-gauge-independent. To obtain it, we do
a Jordan decomposition H = V −1DJV . The matrix DJ is
a block-diagonal matrix with Jordan blocks corresponding to
eigenvalues of H . To find out the projection operator Pj for
the j-th eigenvalue ωj (it may be n-fold degenerate), we re-
place the n× n (Jordan) block corresponding to ωj in DJ by
an n-dimensional identity matrix, and set all other elements
of DJ to zero. Via this, we obtain an N ×N matrix ej . Then
Pj is given by Pj = V −1ejV . This method has the merit of
gauge independence and one can verify this is indeed a well-
defined projection P 2

j = Pj .
For the Hermitian Euler bands, we take the projection op-

erator to be the total projection on the Euler bands P (k) =
Psum(k) = |ψ1(k)⟩⟨ψ1(k)| + |ψ2(k)⟩⟨ψ2(k)|, numerically
obtained via the methods in the last paragraph. The loop oper-
ator sandwiched between the eigenstates defines a linear trans-
formation matrix:

Wij(kx) = ⟨ψi(kx,−π)|Ow(kx)|ψj(kx,−π)⟩, i, j ∈ {1, 2}.
(S32)

This matrix can be uniquely polar decomposed into the prod-
uct of an orthogonal matrix U and a positive definite symmet-
ric matrix S (in practice, we can do singular value decompo-
sition W = V1ΣV

−1
2 and set the diagonal matrix to identity

to obtain U = V1V
−1
2 ):

Wij(kx) =
∑
l

Uil(kx)Slj(kx). (S33)

The eigenvalues of the 2 × 2 orthogonal matrix
Uij(kx) are a pair of complex conjugate numbers
{exp[iθ(kx)], exp[−iθ(kx)]}. As a periodic function of
kx, the phase θ(kx) increases by an integer multiple of 2π
when kx goes from −π to π. This integer is the Euler number
χ [48]. The result for our 3-band model HEu(k) is shown in
Fig. S3a.

In Sec. S4, we showed that the oblique projection Psum is
continuous even in the regime with exceptional rings. With
this property, it is possible to study the corresponding Wil-
son loop of Psum for H0<λ<1. The operator Psum are con-
structed by Jordan-decomposing Hλ, replacing the block re-
lated to the pairs of bands by identity matrix and all other ele-
ments by 0. The operator Ow is constructed as Eq. (S31). The
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FIG. S3. Wilson loop phases during the spontaneous Chern-Euler transition. (a) The Euler bands in the symmetry-preserving regime. The
Wilson loop operator has two complex conjugate eigenvalues. Their phases are going through ±2χπ winding. (b)-(c) The Wilson loops
correspond to the summation projection operator of the two bands going through the SSB. Even exceptional rings appear, the projection
operator is continuous and deform adiabatically from the initial Euler bands. (d) The Chern bands in the SSB regime. Each Chern band
possesses its own Wilson loop operator, whose action is a complex number inside the band. The phase of this complex number does a 2Cπ
rotation.

only difference from Hermitian regime is that the matrix ele-
ment (S32) is slightly harder, since we may touch exceptional
rings. The strategy is to first find out the two eigenvectors
of Psum(kx,−π) corresponding to the unit eigenvalue. Then
we orthogonormalise these two eigenvectors into v1(kx) and
v2(kx). The 2× 2 matrix Wij(kx) is now obtained by replac-
ing |ψ1,2(kx,−π)⟩ by v1,2(kx) in Eq. S32:

Wij(kx) = ⟨vi(kx)|Ow(kx)|vj(kx)⟩, i, j ∈ {1, 2}. (S34)

Doing a similar polar decomposition as Eq. S33, we extract
the eigenphases of the orthogonal component. Their phase
winding are plotted in Fig. S3b-c. We can see the topology
is preserved through the spontaneous symmetry breaking pro-
cess, in spite of the presence of exceptional rings.

The Wilson loop approach is also applicable for Chern
bands. For a Chern band |ψj(k)⟩, we take the projection op-
erator in Eq. (S31) to be P (k) = Pj(k) = |ψ̃j(k)⟩⟨ψj(k)|.
This matrix is numerically obtained by Jordan decompositon
H = V −1DJV and replacing the Jordan block in DJ corre-
sponding to the band j by 1 and all other elements by 0. The
transformation matrix W is now a complex number c ̸= 0.
The polar decomposition simply gives the phase of c, whose
winding when kx is swept from −π to π gives the Chern num-
ber. We give this results for Hλ=0.55 in Fig. S3d. Since now
the two bands +,− are separated by a dissipation gap, each of
their projections P± gives a Wilson loop phase winding ±4π.
Putting them together, we obtain a pattern joint pattern which
shares the same topology as the original Euler phase but with
geometric distinctions.

By comparing results in Fig. S3, we see when the symme-
try is completely broken and an imaginary eigenvalue gap is
opened, the original Euler topology is inherited by each in-
dividual Chern bands. There are some geometric differences
between the Wilson loops corresponding to Psum and P+, P−,
due to basis choices. Nevertheless, they do not alter the topo-
logical information.

S6. Covariant connection VS Hermitian “connection”

We clarify the issues with Berry connection and curvature
in this section. We start from basic introduction to vector bun-
dles and the connection on it. In this section, we use the term
“gauge transformation” to refer to basis transformation inside
a vector bundle, as in many physical literature.

We have a wave function |ψj(k)⟩ depending on parame-
ters k = (k1, k2, . . . ). The wave functions different by a
scalar factor represent the same physical state. In this sense,
each physical state corresponds to an one-dimensional vec-
tor space and several distinct states |ψ1(k)⟩, |ψ2(k)⟩, . . . can
form a higher dimensional vector space at k. The parameters
k define a base space where the vector spaces grow upon. A
natural language to describe such structure is vector bundle,
if the vector spaces are continuous with respect to k. The di-
mension of the vector space is called the rank of the vector
bundle. A common physical situation is the wave functions
coming out of the eigenstates of a Hamiltonian matrix H(k).
The vector space spanned by each eigenstate is usually contin-
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uous in k when there is no level crossings, or nontrivial loops
in the base space. In this situation, each band corresponds to
a rank-1 vector bundle, or a line bundle. When a singularity
or discontinuity of a single-level wave function takes place,
we may look at the combined vector space including all levels
associated with the singularity. Usually the combined vector
space is continuous and permits a vector bundle description.
This has also been seen in our proof of the Chern-Euler dual-
ity.

The singularities of level crossings necessitate gauge trans-
formations. For example, in 2D systems, the eigenstate wave
functions are not continuous at the Dirac node between two
bands, so is the individual vector space spanned by each
eigenstate. However, we can always perform a SO(2) gauge
transformation on the two eigenstates to explicitly see the sum
vector space spanned by them is continuous at the Dirac point
[20]. Due to this continuity, it is possible to describe the two
eigenstates near the Dirac node using the language of rank-2
vector bundles .

Once we have a well-defined vector bundle, geometric
quantities naturally appear. A geometric connection tells us
how to take directional derivatives for vector fields on a vec-
tor bundle, in other words, how to compare the vector spaces
at different points of the base space. As an intrinsic property
of the vector bundle, the connection should not rely on which
basis is chosen. Therefore the geometric connection is covari-
ant under a gauge transformation on the eigenstates,.

In Hermitian systems, we usually only need to perform or-
thogonal or unitary gauge transformations, as the example
around Dirac points. In non-Hermitian systems, this may not
be enough. An important example is the EP, where the eigen-
states overlap and a unitary gauge transformation cannot re-
store the correct smooth basis. Another example is the braid-
ing of eigenvalues. There the eigenstates swap. Since the
eigenstates are not orthogonal to each other, there may be no
guarantee that the swap matrix of the eigenstates is unitary
or orthogonal. Instead, we have to replace the usual orthogo-
nal/unitary transformations by general linear transformations
GLN (R),GLN (C).

Motivated by the above requirements, a covariant connec-
tion is defined by [23]:

∇a|ψj(k)⟩ ≡ ∂a|ψj(k)⟩ = −i
∑
j′

Aj′j
a (k)|ψj′(k)⟩, (S35)

where |ψj⟩ is the right eigenvector of the j-th band. We de-
note the corresponding biorthogonal left eigenvector as ⟨ψ̃j |.
The first equation is the definition of the geometric connection
∇, while the second equation is to expand ∂a|ψj(k)⟩ in terms
of the eigenbasis. The coefficients form the connection matrix
Aj′j

a . For diagonalizable matrices, we can use the biorthogo-
nal relation ⟨ψ̃i(k)|ψj(k)⟩ = δij [for non-diagonalizable ma-
trices, we need to include generalised eigenvectors. A bet-
ter way is to use the basis-independent expression Eq. (S46)].
The connection matrix is

Aij
a (k) = i⟨ψ̃i(k)|∂aψj(k)⟩. (S36)

The covariance under gauge transformation is computed di-
rectly from Eq. (S35). If we choose another basis |ψ′

j(k)⟩ =

∑
i |ψi(k)⟩Vij(k) on F [the biorthongoal left eigenvectors

transform as ⟨ψ̃j(k)| →
∑

i⟨ψ̃i(k)|V −1
ji (k)], the new con-

nection matrix is related to the Berry connection matrix
through the Leibniz rule:

A′
a(k) = V −1(k)Aa(k)V (k) + iV −1(k)∂aV (k). (S37)

This is indeed the rule required to be a geometric connec-
tion [34]. This transformation will guarantee the invariance
of intrinsic topological and geometrical quantities for generic
multi-band situations, as we will see in Sec. S7. Most impor-
tantly, the covariance enables a sum vector bundle description
at EPs, which will be explained in the Sec. S8.

The covariant connection matrix satisfies well-defined geo-
metric properties. However sometimes it requires more work
to compute, since the left eigenstates are the inverse of the
right eigenstates (all right eigenvectors form an invertible ma-
trix and the biorthogonal left eigenvectors is the inverse of
this matrix). One may ask if there are situations where we
only need to find out right eigenstates. Simplification happens
when all gauge transformations can be reduced from general
linear groups to unitary U(N) or orthogonal O(N) groups. A
particular example is that the bands we study are spectrally
isolated from each other [23, 43]. There the gauge transfor-
mation is reduced to a diagonal unitary or orthogonal matrix.
We can use the following Hermitian “connection” matrix to
capture topological properties under this condition:

Aij
a (k) = i⟨ψi(k)|∂aψj(k)⟩, (S38)

where now ⟨ψj(k)| is just the complex conjugate of |ψj(k)⟩
and the states are normalized according to ⟨ψj(k)|ψj(k)⟩ =
1. Since the operator i∂a is Hermitian, the quantityAij

a is also
an Hermitian matrix.

Under a change of basis |ψ′
j(k)⟩ =

∑
i |ψi(k)⟩Vij(k), the

matrix Aij
a transforms as

A′
a(k) = V †(k)Aa(k)V (k) + iV †(k)∂aV (k). (S39)

The above transformation is not covariant for generic linear
transformations, but is so for V ∈ U(N) or V ∈ O(N) since
for these matrices V † = V −1. Hence if we study systems
where only unitary or orthogoanl gauge transformations on
the eigenstates are involved, the Hermitian “connection” ma-
trix is also a well-defined geometric quantity. This is the situa-
tion when the system itself is Hermitian, or each band studied
does not braid with or cross other bands via EPs.

To conclude, the Hermitian “connection” is applicable
when studying the topology of bands without braidings or
EPs, which is the situation of the 3-band models in the main
text. However, for generic multi-band systems, albeit being
easier to compute, the Hermitian “connection” matrix does
not have an elegant geometric meaning as in Eq. (S35). More-
over, if we want to study the total topology of several bands
meeting at an EP or bands braiding together, we must perform
gauge transformations beyond the orthogonal and the unitary
groups. The Hermitian “connection” matrix does not corre-
spond to a geometric connection in these cases. This is why
we use quotation marks “connection”. Nevertheless, since
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Aij
a (k) has the merit of being Hermitian, it may have more

physical relevance when talking about measurable quantities.
We leave these discussions to future.

S7. non-Abelian Berry curvature and topological invariants

Euler number and Chern number are the most interesting
topological invariants in geometry as they can be given by in-
tegral of geometric quantities, i.e., through de Rham coho-
mology. The key ingredients are the invariant polynomials of
curvature matrices.

With a given connection matrix, the curvature matrix is
given by:

Bij = ∂xAij
y − ∂yAij

x − i[Ax,Ay]
ij , (S40)

where the last term is the commutator of the connection ma-
trix. If we are choosing the covaviant Berry connection in
this formula, the corresponding Berry curvature matrix is also
covariant under a change of basis:

B(k) → V −1(k)B(k)V (k) (S41)

The Euler number and Chern number are computed accord-
ing to the scheme in Refs. 20 and 23. Chern classes corre-
spond to GLN (C)-invariant polynomials of the curvature ma-
trix [34]. So the general linear gauge transformations in non-
Hermitian systems are automatically included in computation
of Chern number. Using the covariant Berry curvature matrix,
the Chern number is given by [23]:

C =

∫
1

2π
tr B(k)d2k, (S42)

where the trace is taken with respect to the bands studied. No-
tice that due to the covariance Eq. (S41), the above equation
is independent of gauge choice, as required of being a topo-
logical number.

As discussed in Sec. ( S6), if the gauge transformation of
the non-Hermitian system can be reduced to unitary groups,
the Hermitian connection matrix is also a well defined quan-
tity. We may similarly define an Hermitian Berry curvature
and its transformation rule is given by

Bij = ∂xA
ij
y − ∂yA

ij
x − i[Ax, Ay]

ij , (S43)

B(k) → V †(k)B(k)V (k) (S44)

The above equation is only covariant for V (k) ∈ U(N). Spe-
cific to our 3-band models, since each of the Chern band is
spectrally separated from other bands, the gauge transforma-
tions can be reduced to U(1) transformations. So their Chern
numbers are given by the integral of the Hermitian Berry cur-
vature as well [23, 43]. This greatly simplifies the calculations
and the measurements.

The Euler class is a SO(N)-invariant polynomial [not
GLN (R)-invariant] in the curvature matrix. In the non-
Hermitian settings, it will require more orthonormalization
procedures to be obtained from integrals of curvature. Read-
ers with more interests may check Ref. 23. The Euler number

exists when the vector bundle is real and orientable. In this
situation, the curvature matrix of a metric-compatible connec-
tion under an orthonormal basis is skew-symmetric. The Euler
form is the Pfaffian of this matrix. Specific to two Euler bands
in 2D systems, this is the off-diagonal component of the Berry
curvature

χ =

∫
1

2πi
B12(k)d2k. (S45)

One may verify the above expression is indeed invariant under
a SO(2) gauge transformation on bands 1 and 2. As we are
studying Hermitian Euler bands, we simply use the Hermitian
Berry curvature here.

There are some cautions in choosing the wave function
gauge for the Euler form. The Euler form is the off-diagonal
elements of the non-Abelian Berry curvature. Under a gauge
transformation |ψ1⟩ → |ψ1⟩, |ψ2⟩ → −|ψ2⟩, the off-diagonal
Berry curvature changes its sign. This simply reflects that
the Euler form is not invariant under O(2) transformations
that include a mirror reflection. Although the Euler number
is topologically quantized, the integral Eq. (S45) is equal to
it only if we choose a consistent SO(2) gauge over the BZ.
The gauge is chosen following Ref. 20 . There are even
number of Dirac nodes inside the BZ (double the Euler num-
ber), we pairwise connect them via Dirac strings (this is to
say we draw lines to pair them in the BZ). Outside the Dirac
strings, the wave functions |ψ1(k)⟩ and |ψ2(k)⟩ can be writ-
ten down continuously. And when we cross a Dirac string,
we let the wave function different by a gauge transformation
|ψ1⟩ → −|ψ1⟩, |ψ2⟩ → −|ψ2⟩. This will respect the topol-
ogy of the Dirac nodes, going around which the wave func-
tion flips its sign. Under this gauge choice, although the wave
function is not continuous throughout the BZ, the Euler form
is. Then the integral of the Euler form gives the correct Euler
number.

The discrete numerical evaluation of the Euler number, to-
gether with the Chern number in the main text are done with
the methods from Ref. 36.

S8. Singularities of quantum geometry near EPs

We are going to discuss the covariant (non-Abelian) curva-
ture near EPs. We focus on the EPs where two bands cross.
Although the vector bundles spanned by the two eigenvectors
are smooth, the covariant Berry curvature matrix under the
eigenbasis can often be singular. The reason is that the trans-
formation from a smooth basis of the vector bundles to the
eigenbasis is always singular near EPs, because of eigenvec-
tor coalescence.

Let us understand this singularity. We go back to the def-
inition of the Berry connection. We have two bands cross-
ing each other through an EP. Without loss of generality, we
denote them as band 1 and band 2. For our question, these
two relevant band eigenvectors form a bundle F , which is a
subbundle of the trivial vector bundle BZ × RN . In order to
look at the geometric connection ∇F on F , we need to project
the summation of |ψj′⟩ in Eq. (S35) to span{|ψ1⟩, ψ2⟩}, i.e.,
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restricting the summation to j′ = 1, 2 [23]. The geometric
meaning of Eq. (S35) is very simple, it tells us that the con-
nection is defined to take the directional derivative by com-
paring the vectors in the trivial bundle BZ×RN . In the trivial
bundle, the vector space does not rotate or stretch with respect
to the base manifold and thus comparison of vectors is unam-
biguous. When restricted to the subbundle F , the connection
∇F is the projection of the directional derivative in BZ ×RN

to F . We can thus rewrite the projected connection ∇F in a
more basis-independent form:

Γ(TBZ)× Γ(F ) → Γ(F ) : ∇F
k v(k) = Psum(k)∂kι[v(k)],

(S46)
where ι is induced by the inclusion map F → BZ × RN and
ι(v) therefore can be simply written as v(k) ∈ RN due to the
trivial bundle structure. The symbol Γ(·) means sections of a
vector bundle (they are vector fields along the BZ) and TBZ
represents the tangent bundle of the BZ. The inclusion map
and the projection satisfy Psum ◦ ι = idF , where idF is the
identity map on F .

From this definition, the geometric connection (not the con-
nection matrix) does not depend on which basis we choose for
F . The section v in Eq. (S46) can be chosen to be any vector
field on F besides the eigenvectors. This independence is also
reflected by directly calculating the connection matrix under
another basis. Using a linear transformation on |ψ1⟩, |ψ2⟩, we
can verify that Eq. (S37) indeed agrees with Eq. (S46).

From what we showed in Sec. S4, the operator Psum is
continuous at EPs while ι is always continuous. So all opera-
tions in Eq. (S46) are continuous at EPs. The geometric con-

nection for the vector bundle spaned by |ψ1⟩, ψ2⟩ is therefore
continuous. From the discussion in the last paragraph, there
exists a smooth basis v1(k), v2(k) spanning the fibers (vec-
tor spaces) of F in the neighbourhood of the EP. The 2 × 2
Berry connection matrix Bv(k) under this basis is continu-
ous, As we have shown in Sec. S7, the covariant curvature
matrix transforms as V −1BvV under a change of basis. Be-
cause the eigenvectors |ψ1⟩, |ψ2⟩ coalesce near the EP, their
transformation V (k) from the smooth basis v1, v2 is not in-
vertible at the EP. As a consequence, the matrix V −1(k) di-
verges. This leads to a singularity of the curvature matrix un-
der eigenbasis. A more straightforward understanding is that
the biorthongal left eigenvectors must diverge near the EP if
the right eigenvectors are chosen to be continuous. However,
the true underlying geometric connection of the sum bundle
F is still continuous. The singularity only reflects the fact that
the eigenvectors are not a good basis for the vector space they
span when approaching EPs.

We see that the singularity of curvature matrix is only an ar-
tifact from the divergence of linear transformations to eigen-
vectors near EPs. The geometric connection and curvature
themselves are continuous. This discussion also justifies why
we need to employ the covariant curvature matrix when study-
ing the overall topological structure of multiple bands meeting
at an EP, as a divergent GL(C) or GL(R) transformation will
restore the continuity. In the end of this section, we remark
that only the sum bundle F is continuous at the EP, while the
individual line bundle of each band is intrinsically singular at
the EP. This is also seen as we cannot define the individual
projection P1 or P2 via Eq. (S19) when ω1 = ω2. Only their
sum Psum is a meaningful quantity.
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