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We develop a systematically general theory of one-dimensional (1D) non-Hermitian systems, elab-
orating on the energy bands, the band degeneracy, and the defectiveness of eigenstates under open
boundary conditions. We analyze the band degeneracy and defectiveness of two typical 1D non-
Hermitian models. We obtain the unusual presence and absence of the exceptional points in the
generalized non-Hermitian Su-Schrieffer-Heeger model under open boundary conditions. Beyond
the general theory, we discover that infernal points exist in 1D non-Hermitian systems, where the
energy spectra under open boundary conditions converge on some discrete energy values. We an-
alyze two relevant 1D non-Hermitian models with the existence of infernal points. Moreover, we
generalize the infernal points to the infernal knots in four-dimensional systems. The general theory
and the infernal points of non-Hermitian systems developed in this paper are also valid in Hermitian
systems.

I. INTRODUCTION

Numerous theories on expounding the exotic physics
in non-Hermitian systems have been developed in recent
years [1–35]. The most profound achievement is the non-
Bloch band theory [6, 13, 26], which successfully inter-
prets the non-Hermitian skin effect [6, 7, 13, 14, 19, 24], a
phenomenon of the abundant localized bulk states. In ad-
dition, the study of the exceptional points (EPs), where
complex energy bands coalesce, is also an intriguing re-
search field in non-Hermitian systems [36–61]. Recently,
the knot theory has spread to non-Hermitian systems,
both on the energy band structure [23, 31] and nodal
points [42–45, 53, 59]. The exceptional Hopf-link [42–
45, 53] and higher-order EPs [51, 54–59] are attractive
courses in non-Hermitian systems.

Although the non-Bloch band theory can depict the
bulk energy bands and the localization of the bulk states
under open boundary conditions (OBCs) [62], it cannot
give the specific forms of the bulk eigenstates in general
non-Hermitian systems. In addition, most studies con-
centrate on the behavior of the EPs in the momentum
space, namely, periodic boundary conditions (PBCs).
There are few works focused on the unusual physics of
EPs under OBCs [38, 46, 48], which is still lacking a gen-
eral description.

The EPs are gapless points unique to non-Hermitian
systems, which accompany the band degeneracy and de-
fectiveness (coalescence) of the eigenstates in momen-
tum space (PBC). However, we need to distinguish the
concepts of the band degeneracy and the defectiveness
under OBCs. We define the EPs under OBCs as the
points where the band degeneracy and defectiveness of
the eigenstates both occur. In this paper, we exhaus-
tively develop a systematically general theory of 1D non-
Hermitian systems, elaborating on the specific definition
of the energy bands, the band degeneracy, and the de-
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fectiveness of the eigenstates under OBCs. This general
theory contains the energy spectra and the analytic forms
of the eigenstates, as well as the degeneracy and defec-
tiveness of them, respectively. In our general theory, we
claim that the energy spectrum of non-Hermitian systems
under OBCs is comprised of isolated energy bands (IEBs)
and continuous energy bands (CEBs), and give a specific
definition of the band degeneracy under OBCs. The de-
fectiveness at the degenerate points is determined by the
dimension of the kernel of the boundary matrix. Be-
yond the general theory, there possibly exist points in
1D non-Hermitian systems, where the energy spectra un-
der OBCs converge on some discrete energy values. We
dub these points the infernal points. Moreover, we can
generalize the infernal points to the infernal lines, rings,
and knots in higher dimensional non-Hermitian systems.
Although we concentrate on non-Hermitian systems in
this paper, the general theory and infernal points of non-
Hermitian systems are also valid in Hermitian systems.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we de-
velop a general theory of energy bands and band degen-
eracy in 1D non-Hermitian systems, as well as specify
the terminology of EPs under OBC. Based on our gen-
eral theory, we study the zero-energy modes of the gener-
alized non-Hermitian Su-Schrieffer-Heeger (SSH) model
and the non-perturbation of a non-Hermitian two-band
model in Sec. III. In Sec. IV, we propose the terminology
of infernal points in 1D non-Hermitian systems, and gen-
eralize them to the infernal knots in higher dimensions.
Finally, the conclusion and discussion are given in Sec. V.

II. THE GENERAL THEORY OF ENERGY
BANDS AND BAND DEGENERACY IN 1D

NON-HERMITIAN SYSTEMS

Due to presence of skin effect in 1D non-Hermitian
systems, a remarkable difference between complex en-
ergy spectra under PBC and those under OBCs, the non-
Bloch band theory is developed to obtain the energy spec-
tra under OBCs. However, the non-Bloch band theory
cannot expound all possible 1D non-Hermitian systems,
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and cannot give the eigenstates of the energy bands. In
this section, we elaborate on a general theory to analyze
the energy bands, as well as the eigenstates, of general 1D
non-Hermitian systems under OBCs. Utilizing this the-
ory, we can study the properties of degeneracy and defec-
tiveness of the 1D non-Hermitian systems under OBCs.

A. The general forms of the eigenstates and the
boundary matrix

A generic tight-binding 1D non-Hermitian Hamilto-
nian, with N lattice sites, the hopping range R, and the
internal degrees of freedom per unit cell q, is [63]

Ĥ =

N∑
x=1

R∑
n=−R

q∑
µ,ν=1

tn,µν |x, µ〉 〈x+ n, ν| , (1)

where |x, µ〉 = |x〉 ⊗ |µ〉 ≡ |x〉 |µ〉. We assume the trial
solution as

|ψ〉 =

N∑
x=1

βx |x〉 |u〉 ≡
N∑
x=1

|x〉 |ux〉 . (2)

According to the Schrödinger equation Ĥ |ψ〉 = E |ψ〉,
we obtain the characteristic equation

f(E, β) ≡ det [H(β)− E] = 0, (3)

where H(β) =
∑R
n=−R Tnβ

n and the element of ma-
trix Tn is (Tn)µν = tn,µν . Motivated by Ref. [64], we
define the polynomial P (E, β) ≡ βqRf(E, β). By the
equation P (E, β) = 0 with a fixed eigenenergy E, we
can obtain M nonzero solutions of β with multiplier
sj , j = 1, 2, . . . ,M and s0 zero solutions of β, with∑M
j=1 sj + 2s0 = 2qR. The eigenstates of the bulk equa-

tion are |ψjs〉, j = 1, 2, . . . ,M , s = 1, 2, . . . , sj and |ψs±〉,
s± = 1, 2, . . . , s0 for nonzero and zero solutions of β, re-
spectively (see Appendix A for details).

We represent the bulk eigenstates of eigenenergy E as
the linear superposition of the states in solution space
{|ψjs〉 , |ψs−〉 , |ψs+〉} (Appendix A),

ψα =

M∑
j=1

sj∑
s=1

αjs |ψjs〉+

s0∑
s−=1

αs− |ψs−〉+

s0∑
s+=1

αs+ |ψs+〉 .

(4)

For simplicity, we denote J ∈ {js, s−, s+}, and the above
formula becomes

ψα =
∑
J

αJ |ψJ〉 . (5)

We apply the OBC and denote the sites of boundary as
b = 1, 2, . . . , R,N−R+1, . . . , N . The boundary equation
is given by (Appendix B)

[B(E)]bµ,J · αJ = 0, (6)

where B(E) is the boundary matrix, [B(E)]bµ,J =

〈b, µ| (Ĥ − E) |ψJ〉. When the zero solutions of β are
absent, we can obtain another equivalent form of the
boundary matrix (Appendix B).

Without loss of generality, we only consider the cases
without the zero solutions of β for large N in this pa-
per [Appendix B]. We define the sets P and Q as two
disjoint subsets of the set of all js, such that the number
of elements of each subset is m ≡ qR. The determinant
of the boundary matrix is (see Appendix B for details)

det [B(E)] =
∑
P,Q

F (βI∈P , βJ∈Q, E)
∏
J∈Q

(βJ)N , (7)

where βJ = βj is corresponding to J = js. The eigen-
states of eigenenergy E with OBCs are the kernel of the
boundary matrix B(E). Therefore, there exist eigen-
states of eigenenergy E only if det [B(E)] = 0. In prin-
ciple, we need to scan all E ∈ C and determine whether
the determinant of the corresponding boundary matrix
vanishes, to obtain the full energy spectra of the systems
under OBCs.

B. The energy bands and band degeneracy

We number the solutions (nonzero) of β satisfying
|β1| ≤ . . . ≤ |βm| ≤ |βm+1| . . . ≤ |β2m|, where there
are 2m nonzero solutions of β, and analyze the energy
bands and degeneracy of 1D non-Hermitian systems un-
der OBCs.

1. Isolated energy bands

When |βm| < |βm+1|, the leading-order term of Eq. (7)
with respect to

∏
J∈Q(βJ)N is only one, namely,

F (βI∈P0
, βJ∈Q0

, E0)
∏
J∈Q0

(βJ)N , (8)

where P0 = {1, 2, . . . ,m}, Q0 = {m+ 1,m+ 2, . . . , 2m},
and E0 is the corresponding eigenenergy. Since the en-
ergy spectra are isolated in this case, we dub them the
IEBs.

If N is infinite, we discuss as follows situations accord-
ing to the magnitude of |

∏
J∈Q βJ |. (i) |

∏
J∈Q0

βJ | < 1,

det [B(E0)] = 0 holds and E0 is exactly an IEB. (ii)
|
∏
J∈Qi

βJ | ≥ 1 for some orders, det [B(E0)] = 0 holds

only when all of F (βI∈Pi
, βJ∈Qi

, E0) corresponding to
|
∏
J∈Qi

βJ | ≥ 1 vanish. Hence, if F (βI∈Pi
, βJ∈Qi

, E0) =

0, E0 is exactly an IEB; If F (βI∈Pi , βJ∈Qi , E0) 6= 0, E0

is not an eigenenergy.
If N is large but finite, we define

F
(n)
0 =

dn

dEn
F (βI∈P0

, βJ∈Q0
, E)

∣∣∣∣
E0

, (9)
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and discuss as follows situations according to F
(0)
0 . (i)

F
(0)
0 6= 0, we expand F (βI∈P0

, βJ∈Q0
, E) around E0 [65],

F (βI∈P0
, βJ∈Q0

, E) ∼ F (0)
0 + F

(1)
0 ∆E +

1

2
F

(2)
0 ∆E2,

(10)

where ∆E = E − E0 is small enough such that we can
expand det [B(E)] up to the third-order term. Actually,
if ∆E is not very small, the eigenenergies are away from
E0, obviously. We obtain finite ∆E independent of N by
F (βI∈P0 , βJ∈Q0 , E) = 0, and E0 is not an eigenenergy.

(ii) F
(0)
0 = 0, we need to consider the second-order term

of det [B(E)] respect to
∏
J∈Q(βJ)N ,

F (βI∈P1 , βJ∈Q1 , E0)
∏
J∈Q1

(βJ)N , (11)

where P1 = {1, 2, . . . ,m− 1,m+ 1}, and Q1 =
{m,m+ 2, . . . , 2m}. We define

F
(n)
1 =

dn

dEn
F (βI∈P1 , βJ∈Q1 , E)

∣∣∣∣
E0

. (12)

We require ∆E to be small enough, such that det [B(E)]
can be expanded around E0 up to the third-order term
for large N as

det [B(E)] ∼ (F
(1)
0 ∆E +

1

2
F

(2)
0 ∆E2)

∏
J∈Q0

(βJ)N

+F
(0)
1

∏
J∈Q1

(βJ)N . (13)

If F
(1)
0 6= 0, we obtain nonzero ∆E, and E0 is not an

eigenenergy. Note that, ∆E may not be small enough to
make the expansion Eq. (13) inappropriate, but we still
obtain nonzero ∆E by det [B(E)] = 0 with proper expan-
sion unless all F (βI∈Pi

, βJ∈Qi
, E0) of det [B(E)] vanish.

If F
(1)
0 = 0, we obtain

∆E ∼ ±

√√√√−2F
(0)
1

F
(2)
0

(∏
J∈Q1

βJ∏
J∈Q0

βJ

)N
. (14)

Since |
∏

J∈Q1
βJ∏

J∈Q0
βJ
| < 1, ∆E exponentially decays to zero

as N increasing. When N is infinite, namely, in the
thermodynamics limit, E0 is an IEB, where the bands
E0 + ∆E with finite N decay to exponentially. We
assume |β1| ≤ . . . ≤ |βm−1| < |βm| and |βm+1| <
|βm+2| ≤ . . . ≤ |β2m|, such that the number of the
second-order term of det [B(E)] respect to

∏
J∈Q(βJ)N

is only one. If |β1| ≤ . . . ≤ |βm−1| = |βm| and (or)
|βm+1| = |βm+2| ≤ . . . ≤ |β2m|, there are more than one
second-order terms respect to

∏
J∈Q(βJ)N , such that the

term under the square root of Eq. (14) is the addition of
more than one exponentially displaced terms, but the
exponentially decaying behavior of ∆E still holds as N
increases.

2. Continuous energy bands

When |βm| = |βm+1|, there are two leading-order
terms of Eq. (7) with respect to

∏
J∈Q(βJ)N ,∑

i=0,1

F (βI∈Pi , βJ∈Qi , E)
∏
J∈Qi

(βJ)N , (15)

where Pi and Qi, i = 0, 1, are defined in Sec. II B 1.
In the thermodynamics limit, we obtain the general-
ized Brillouin zone (GBZ) and the non-Bloch Hamil-
tonian H(β) over the GBZ [6, 13, 30]. In general,
different energy bands Eµ(β), which are obtained by
solving the characteristic Eq. (3), correspond to dif-
ferent sub-auxiliary generalized Brillouin zones (sub-
aGBZs) [Appendix C]. We denote the sub-aGBZ of each
energy band Eµ(β) as βµ(p,p+1)(θ), where θ ∈ [0, 2π]

and p = 1, 2, . . . , 2m − 1. The sub-GBZs correspond
to the sub-aGBZs with p = m, which we specially de-
note as βµGBZ(θ) [66]. Substituting these sub-aGBZs
into each expression Eµ(β) of the energy band, we ob-
tain the sub-auxiliary energy bands (sub-AEBs), denoted
as Eµ

(
βµ(p,p+1)(θ)

)
. The physical sub-continuous energy

bands (sub-CEBs), Eµ
(
βµGBZ(θ)

)
, correspond to the sub-

AEBs with p = m (Appendix C).
If we consider the cases with finite N , we need to fol-

low the discussion in Sec. II B 1. However, the leading-
order term respect to

∏
J∈Q(βJ)N of det [B(E)] is the

sum of the two terms with {P0, Q0} and {P1, Q1}, and
the second-order term respect to

∏
J∈Q(βJ)N is the term

with {P2, Q2}, where P2 and Q2 are dependent on con-
crete systems. It is tedious to deal with the cases with
finite N . In this paper, we only concentrate on the CEBs
in the thermodynamics limit, when |βm| = |βm+1|.

3. Band degeneracy

We claim that the energy spectrum of non-Hermitian
systems under OBCs is constituted by IEBs and CEBs.
Based on the above, we study the band degeneracy and
the defectiveness of the eigenstates of non-Hermitian sys-
tems under OBCs.

According to the theory of the IEBs in Sec. II B 1, we
expound the band degeneracy of IEBs. We refer to the
degeneracy of two IEBs at energy value E0, only if they
exponentially displace from E0 with finite N , and are de-
generate at E0 in the thermodynamics limit. Notice that,
in most systems, the IEBs correspond to the topological
modes, resulting in a topological phase.

Utilizing the theory of the GBZs in Sec. II B 2, we
study the band degeneracy of AEBs. Two sub-AEBs are
degenerate at energy value E0, only if Eµ

(
βµ(p,p+1)

)
=

Eν
(
βν(p′,p′+1)

)
= E0 for some points on the two corre-

sponding sub-aGBZs βµ(p,p+1) and βν(p′,p′+1). We concen-

trate on the case with µ 6= ν and p = p′ = m, namely,
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the physical degeneracy between different CEBs, and dis-
cuss the other non-physical cases in Appendix D. Assume
the two CEBs are degenerate at energy value E0. Since
the values of β on sub-GBZs correspond to the solutions
of equation f(E0, β) = 0 with |βm| = |βm+1|, two sub-
CEBs are degenerate at one energy value, only when the
two sub-GBZs of these two sub-CEBs are degenerate at
some points. However, the inverse of this statement is
not always true (Appendix D). Noteworthily, the GBZs
in non-Hermitian systems, are the generalization of the
momentum space, k ∈ [0, 2π], in Hermitian systems (the
GBZ on unit circle). Consequently, the degeneracy of the
sub-CEBs is the generalization of the band degeneracy,
Eµ(k) = Eν(k) = E0, in Hermitian systems.

After finding the degenerate energies, we need to deter-
mine whether the eigenstates of the degenerate energies
are defective, namely, the presence or absence of EPs
under OBCs. Assuming there are d energy bands degen-
erate at E0, we need to calculate the boundary matrix
B(E0) (Appendix B). If the dimension of the kernel of
B(E0), dim[B(E0)] (the number of the eigenstates re-
spect to E0), is less than d, the energy E0 is an EP, and
the defective degree of this point is d− dim[B(E0)].

III. TYPICAL 1D NON-HERMITIAN MODELS
WITH BAND DEGENERACY

We apply our general theory to typical 1D non-
Hermitian models under OBCs, which possess band de-
generacy of IEBs or CEBs. We consider the general 1D
two-band non-Hermitian model, whose non-Bloch Hamil-
tonian over the GBZ is

H(β) =

[
h1(β) h+(β)
h−(β) h2(β)

]
. (16)

The two energy bands of this model are

E±(β) =
1

2

[
hp(β)±

√
hm(β)2 + 4h+(β)h−(β)

]
,(17)

where hp(β) = h1(β)+h2(β) and hm(β) = h1(β)−h2(β).
If hp(β) is independent of β, the characteristic equations
of the two energy bands, f(E+, β) = 0 and f(E−, β) =
0, are the same. Consequently, the two sub-GBZs of
the two sub-CEBs are the same, namely, degenerate sub-
GBZs. In this section, we study two-band models with
and without degenerate sub-GBZs, respectively.

A. The degenerate zero-energy modes of the
generalized non-Hermitian SSH model

Consider the Hamiltonian of the generalized SSH
model in real space,

Ĥc =
∑
x

(
T0 |x〉 〈x|+ T1 |x〉 〈x+ 1|+ T−1 |x+ 1〉 〈x|

)
,

(18)

where T0 =

[
0 −t0
t0 0

]
, T1 =

[
0 t+1
t−1 0

]
, T−1 =

[
0 t+−1
t−−1 0

]
,

and the number of lattice sites is N .
Due to the chiral symmetry, the two energy bands of

this model are only possibly degenerate at zero energy.
By the characteristic equation respect to zero energy of
this model, we obtain the four solutions of β,

β1,2 =
1

2t+1

(
t0 ±

√
t20 − 4t+1 t

+
−1
)
,

β3,4 =
1

2t−1

(
− t0 ±

√
t20 − 4t−1 t

−
−1
)
. (19)

The non-Bloch Hamiltonian over the GBZ is

Hc(β) =

[
0 h+(β)

h−(β) 0

]
, (20)

where h+(β) = −t0 + t+1 β + t+−1β
−1 and h−(β) = t0 +

t−1 β+ t−−1β
−1. Since hp(β) = 0, the two sub-GBZs of the

two CEBs are degenerate; in other words, there is only
one GBZ for this model. The boundary matrix respect
to zero energy of this model is

B(0) =


t+−1 t+−1 0 0
0 0 t−−1 t−−1

t+1 β
N
1 t+1 β

N
2 0 0

0 0 t−1 β
N
3 t−1 β

N
4

 . (21)

We set the parameters as t+1 = 1.5, t−1 = 0.9, t+−1 =

1.2, t−−1 = −0.2. We plot the square of the norms of the

four solutions in Fig. 1(a). Notice that, |β1|2 = |β2|2 =
|β12|2 = 0.8 [brown line in Fig. 1(a)] when t20 ≤ 4t+1 t

+
−1,

namely, −λ3 ≤ t0 ≤ λ3 with λ3 =
√

4t+1 t
+
−1 ≈ 2.68328.

The t0 coordinate of the intersection of curves |β12|2
and |β3|2 (|β4|2) can be calculated by solving |β3|2 =
0.8 (|β4|2 = 0.8), resulting in λ1 ≈ 0.581378 (−λ1). The
t0 coordinate of the intersection of curves |β|2 = 1 and
|β3|2 (|β4|2) is λ2 ≈ 0.7 (−λ2). We number these so-
lutions by their norms. In the thermodynamics limit,
when the norms of the middle of the two solutions are not
equal, the two IEBs degenerate at zero energy, namely,
the topological edge modes, are present (absent), result-
ing in a topological (trivial) phase; When they are equal,
the two CEBs are degenerate at zero energy, resulting in
a semimetal phase.

When 0 ≤ t0 < λ1, that is |β4|2 ≤ |β3|2 < |β1|2 =
|β2|2 < 1, the degenerate zero energies are IEBs, re-
sulting in a topological phase. In the thermodynamics
limit, we obtain two eigenstates α1 = (1,−1, 0, 0)T and
α2 = (0, 0, 1,−1)T by the boundary matrix (Appendix
E). When −λ1 < t0 ≤ 0, that is |β3|2 ≤ |β4|2 < |β1|2 =
|β2|2 < 1, we obtain the same result. Noteworthily, by
Eq. (14) in Sec. II B 1, the two zero-energy topological
modes displace exponentially from zero energy for finite
system size N , and they are degenerate at zero energy in
the thermodynamics limit (Appendix E).

When λ1 ≤ t0 ≤ λ3, that is |β4|2 < |β1|2 = |β2|2 ≤
|β3|2, the degenerate zero energies are CEBs, resulting
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FIG. 1. (a) The square of the norms of the four solutions in Eq. (19), where λ1 ≈ 0.581378, λ2 ≈ 0.7, and λ3 ≈ 2.68328. When
−λ3 ≤ t0 ≤ λ3, |β1|2 = |β2|2 = |β12|2 = 0.8 (brown line). The complex energy spectra of the model in Eq. (18) with t0 = 0.2,
t0 = 0.5, and t0 = 2.5, are shown in (b), (c), and (d), respectively. The distribution of the analytic eigenstate (black line)
and the numerical eigenstate (orange dots) of zero energy with t0 = 0.2, t0 = 0.5, and t0 = 2.5, are shown in (e), (f), and (g),
respectively. The number of the lattice sites is 100.

in a semimetal phase. In the thermodynamics limit, the
CEBs correspond to the GBZ, where β1 and β2 (and
β3 if t0 = λ1) lie. Although the non-Bloch Hamilto-
nian Eq. (20) is defective in the interval λ1 < t0 ≤
λ3 [48], the defectiveness of eigenstates is determined
by the boundary matrix. Hence, whether a degener-
ate energy of CEBs is an EP under OBCs, is not de-
termined by the non-Bloch Hamiltonian but the kernel
of the boundary matrix. In the interval λ1 ≤ t0 < λ2,
|β4|2 < |β1|2 = |β2|2 ≤ |β3|2 < 1, and we obtain two
zero-energy eigenstates by the boundary matrix; thus,
EPs do not exist (Appendix E). However, in the interval
λ2 ≤ t0 ≤ λ3, |β4|2 < |β1|2 = |β2|2 < 1 ≤ |β3|2, and

we obtain only one eigenstates by the boundary matrix,
thus the points at this interval are EPs (Appendix E).
When −λ3 ≤ t0 ≤ −λ1, |β3|2 < |β1|2 = |β2|2 ≤ |β4|2,
and we obtain the same results as above. We plot the
complex energy spectra with t0 = 0.2, t0 = 0.5, and
t0 = 2.5 in Figs. 1(b)-1(d), respectively, where the emer-
gence of imprecise zero-energy modes near the origin is
attributed to the finite system size N in the numerical
calculations and they tend to zero energy with N →∞.
We also plot the distribution of the analytic eigenstate
and the numerical eigenstate of zero energy with t0 = 0.2,
t0 = 0.5, and t0 = 2.5 in Figs. 1(e)-1(g), respectively,
and the analytic- and the numerical-results are consis-
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tent with each other (Appendix E). When t0 > λ3 and
t0 < −λ3, the degenerate zero-energy modes are absent,
due to the absence of the exponentially displaced IEBs
∆E [Eq. (14)] with finite N and zero-energy CEBs, re-
sulting in a trivial insulator phase.

B. The non-perturbation of the two-band model
with non-degenerate sub-GBZs

Consider other two-band model with non-degenerate
sub-GBZs [30]. The non-Bloch Hamiltonian of this model
reads

HT (β) =

[
h1(β) c
c h2(β)

]
, (22)

where h1(β) = a0+a1β+a−1β
−1 and h2(β) = b0+b1β+

b−1β
−1. This model decouples into two separate single-

band models with c = 0, but it is non-perturbative with
a tiny c [30].

We interpret the non-perturbation based on the the-
ory of band degeneracy. When c = 0, the CEBs of the
two separate single-band models, h1(β) and h2(β), cor-
respond to the circular GBZs, C1

GBZ and C2
GBZ , with

radius r1 =
√
|a−1

a1
| and r2 =

√
| b−1

b1
|, respectively. Al-

though the two GBZs are separate as long as r1 6= r2, a
part of the two CEBs is superposed, in the region satis-
fying h1(β1) = h2(β2) with β1 ∈ C1

GBZ and β2 ∈ C2
GBZ .

The theory of band degeneracy seems to be invalid in this
case. However, the two GBZs are obtained by choosing
the solutions of h1(β)−E = 0 and h2(β)−E = 0, satisfy-
ing equal norms separately. The characteristic equations
of the two separate models h1(β) and h2(β) are irrelevant;
hence the band degeneracy of them makes no sense.

When c 6= 0, the two separate models are coupled. The
two CEBs are

E±(β) =
1

2

[
hp(β)±

√
c2 + hm(β)2

]
, (23)

where hp(β) = h1(β)+h2(β) and hm(β) = h1(β)−h2(β).
Since hp(β) is dependent on β, the two CEBs correspond
to different sub-GBZs, β1

GBZ and β2
GBZ , respectively. If

c is tiny enough, the two CEBs tend to be degenerate
at one point E0, of which the corresponding point on
the GBZs is the intersection point of the two sub-GBZs.
We number the solutions of the characteristic equation
det [HT (β)− E0] = 0 as |βT1 | ≤ |βT2 | ≤ |βT3 | ≤ |βT4 |.
Consequently, we obtain |βT2 | = |βT3 |. In addition, the
band degeneracy is sensitive to the magnitude of c, that
is, the degenerate point disappears if c is not tiny enough.

IV. INFERNAL POINTS AND INFERNAL
KNOTS IN NON-HERMITIAN SYSTEMS

A. Infernal points in 1D non-Hermitian systems

The band degeneracy of the CEBs is based on the the-
ory of GBZs (non-Bloch band theory), which depicts the
continuous part of the energy spectra. However, there
possibly exist the points in the parameter space of a 1D
non-Hermitian system, where the CEBs under OBCs con-
verge on some discrete energy values. Since the energy
spectra at these points are not continuous anymore, the
theory of GBZs, as well as the non-Bloch band theory, is
invalid. We define the points, where the number of de-
generate bands scales with the large enough system size
N under OBCs, as the infernal points, and we can cal-
culate the energy values at infernal points by the formal
theory constructed in Appendix F.

Consider the well-known non-Hermitian SSH model [2,
5, 6, 15], whose Hamiltonian in real space reads

Ĥnssh =

N∑
x=1

[
(t1 + γ) |x,A〉 〈x,B|+ (t1 − γ) |x,B〉 〈x,A|

]
+

N−1∑
x=1

t2
[
|x,B〉 〈x+ 1, A|+ |x+ 1, A〉 〈x,B|

]
, (24)

where N is the number of lattice sites, and A,B denote
the sub-lattices. The skin effect and topological invari-
ant have been studied in previous works [2, 5, 6, 15].
The points t1 = ±γ are the infernal points, where the
two CEBs [cyan lines in Fig. 2(a) and Fig. 2(c)] in other
parameter points converge on two discrete energy values
E = ±t2[cyan dots in Fig. 2(b)], respectively. We can
obtain two eigenstates, ψ±t2 , with respect to the two en-
ergies by directly solving the Schrödinger equation under
OBCs (Appendix F). In addition, the two IEBs (topolog-
ical zero modes) are degenerate at the zero energy (black
dot in Fig. 2) with only one edge state (Appendix F),
which is an EP respect to E = 0.

In the region t1 6= ±γ, the two CEBs are generated
by running around the GBZ (two degenerate sub-GBZs),
that is, the number of energy values on the two CEBs is
corresponding to the number of β values on GBZ. When
N is large enough and the theory of GBZs is valid, there
are inf = 1

2 (N −2) energy values on each two CEBs and
two IEBs degenerate at zero energy, totally 2N energy
values under OBC. Hence, when t1 evolves from t1 6= ±γ
to t1 = ±γ continuously, the inf energy values on each
CEBs converge on the discrete two E = ±t2, with one
eigenstate for each energy value, which is why we call the
points t1 = ±γ the infernal points. If we transform the
matrix form at t1 = ±γ of this model under OBCs to the
Jordan block form, the algebra multiplier and geometric
multiplier are 2N and 3, respectively. When N is very
large, the Jordan block form of this model is an extremely
defective matrix.

We consider another 1D four-band model, whose
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FIG. 2. The complex energy spectra of the non-Hermitian SSH model [Eq. (24)], with parameters γ = 2/3 and t2 = 1 under
OBCs. The two CEBs (cyan lines) and IEBs (black dot) with t1 = 1/5 and t1 = 1, are shown in (a) and (c), respectively. The
two infernal points (cyan dots) and IEBs (black dot) with t1 = 2/3 are shown in (b) .

Hamiltonian in real space reads

ĤF =
∑
x

(
M0 |x〉 〈x|+ T+ |x〉 〈x+ 1|+ T− |x+ 1〉 〈x|

)
,

(25)

where M0 = tτ0σx + iτ0σy, T+ = 1
2 (τxσ0 − iτyσz),

T− = 1
2 (τxσ0 + iτyσz), and the number of lattice sites

is N . The infernal points emerge at t = ±1, with the
discrete energies E = ±1 and four IEBs degenerate at
zero energy (Appendix F). However, there are four edge
states with respect to E = 0, which is not an EP, and N
eigenstates at each of the energy E = ±1 (ppendix F).
The Jordan block form of the matrix at t = ±1 of the
four-band model is also an extremely defective matrix,
of which the algebra multiplier and geometric multiplier
are 4N and 2N + 4, respectively.

We emphasize that the mismatch between algebraic
multiplier and geometric multiplier at infernal points is
dependent on concrete non-Hermitian models. For the
non-Hermitian SSH model and the four-band model given
above, the algebraic multiplier and geometric multiplier
at infernal points under OBCs are mismatched scaling
with the system size. However, there exist models of
which the algebraic multiplier and geometric multiplier
at infernal points under OBCs are equal, i.e., a diagonal-
izable Hamiltonian under OBCs. For example, consider
a 1D non-Hermitian model, whose Hamiltonian in real
space is

Ĥ =
∑
x

(
t0x |x〉 〈x|+ t+x |x〉 〈x+ 1|+ t−x |x+ 1〉 〈x|

)
,

(26)

with t0x = t1σx+iγσy, t+x = 1
2 (σx−iσz), t−x = 1

2 (σx+iσz),
and N lattice sites. The infernal point of this model
is t1 = 0, where there are each N − 1 bands degen-

erate at energy value
√

1− γ2 and −
√

1− γ2, but the
Hamiltonian at this point under OBCs is diagonalizable.
The infernal points can also apply to Hermitian systems,
but the algebraic multiplier and geometric multiplier at
the infernal points under OBCs are always equal due

to Hermiticity. Note that the infernal points in Hermi-
tian systems are also the flat bands, where the Bloch
band theory is valid. We define the infernal points,
where the algebraic multiplier and geometric multiplier
are mismatched (matched), as nontrivial (trivial) infer-
nal points. The nontrivial infernal points are unique to
non-Hermitian systems.

B. Infernal knots

In the last decade, topological nodal-knot semimet-
als in Hermitian systems [67–75] and non-Hermitian sys-
tems [42–45, 53–59], have been studied in many previ-
ous works. The knotted structure of the non-Hermitian
bands has also been proposed recently [23, 31]. Based
on our research on infernal points, we generalize it to in-
fernal knots in four-dimensional non-Hermitian systems
under OBCs.

A nodal torus knot in momentum space can be con-
structed as follows [71, 75]. Define a complex polynomial
K = ξp + ζq lying on S3, where ξ, ζ are complex vari-
ables, satisfying |ξ|2 + |ζ|2 = 1, and p, q are coprime inte-
gers. Map (ξ, ζ) to the three-dimensional Brillouin zone,
namely, ξ(kx, ky, kz) and ζ(kx, ky, kz). The combination
of the zeros of K(kx, ky, kz) is a (p, q)-torus knot lying on
the Brillouin zone. If p and q are not coprime, the zeros
of K(kx, ky, kz) represent torus links with n = GCD(p, q)
components of ( pn ,

q
n )-torus knots.

We generalize the infernal points (t1 = ±γ) of the
non-Hermitian SSH model [Eq. (24)] to the infernal
knots in four-dimensional systems. If we replace γ by
K(ky, kz, kw) ± t1 directly, the infernal points t1 = ±γ
are replaced by K(ky, kz, kw) = 0, thus we obtain infer-
nal torus knot or links in the Brillouin zone. For example,
let us take [71]

ξ(ky, kz, kw) = N1 + iN2,

ζ(ky, kz, kw) = N3 + iN4, (27)
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(a) (b) (c)

FIG. 3. The infernal ring, Hopf-link, and trefoil knot are
shown in (a), (b), and (c), respectively.

with

N1 = sin ky, N2 = sin kz, N3 = sin kw,

N4 = cos ky + cos kz + cos kw − 2. (28)

Define ni = Ni/N with N =
√∑4

i=1N
2
i . Then, ~n =

(n1, n2, n3, n4) maps the compactified Brillouin zone to

S3, and the imagine of ~N = (N1, N2, N3, N4) is topologi-
cally equivalent to S3. Now, the zeros of K(ky, kz, kw) =
ξ(ky, kz, kw)p+ζ(ky, kz, kw)q represent the infernal torus
knots and links with coprime and non-coprime (p, q), re-
spectively. For instance, (p, q) = (1, 1), (2, 2), and (2, 3)
represent the infernal ring, Hopf-link, and trefoil knot, re-
spectively (shown in Fig. 3). Moreover, we can also gen-
eralize the infernal points to two- and three-dimensional
systems under OBCs, forming infernal points, lines, or
rings.

V. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION

In this paper, we develop a systematically general the-
ory of 1D non-Hermitian systems, elaborating on the en-

ergy bands, degeneracy and defectiveness under OBCs.
We find that the energy spectrum of non-Hermitian sys-
tems is constituted by IEBs and CEBs, and discuss the
degeneracy and defectiveness of them in detail. The
IEBs correspond to the topological edge modes, while the
CEBs correspond to the bulk bands, which are obtained
by the GBZs in non-Bloch band theory. As usual, the
band degeneracy and defectiveness of the eigenstates do
not emerge simultaneously under OBCs, in other words,
the existence of EPs is determined by whether the de-
generacy and defectiveness both occur. The defective-
ness at a degenerate point is determined by the kernel
of the boundary matrix. We apply our general theory
to two typical 1D non-Hermitian models, and analyze
the degeneracy and defectiveness of them. Beyond the
general theory, there exist infernal points in some 1D
non-Hermitian systems, where the energy spectra under
OBCs converge on some discrete energy values. We con-
struct a formal theory to calculate the energy values at
the infernal points. We study the infernal points, as well
as their eigenstates of two relevant 1D non-Hermitian
models analytically. Moreover, we generalize the infer-
nal points to the infernal knots in four-dimensional non-
Hermitian systems. Actually, we can generalize the in-
fernal points to any dimensional systems, resulting in in-
fernal points, lines, rings, or surfaces, etc.
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Appendix A: The bulk eigenstates and bulk equation of general 1D non-Hermitian systems

By the characteristic equation P (E, β) = 0 with a fixed eigenenergy E in the main text, we can obtain M nonzero

solutions of β with multiplier sj , j = 1, 2, . . . ,M and s0 zero solutions of β, and
∑M
j=1 sj +2s0 = 2qR. The eigenstates

for nonzero solutions βj [64] are

ψjs =

N∑
x=1

|x〉 |ux,js〉 =

N∑
x=1

|x〉
sj∑
v=1

xv−1

(v − 1)!
βx−v+1
j |ujsv〉 ,

(A1)
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where |ujsv〉 is the component of vector |ujs〉 = (|ujs1〉 , |ujs2〉 , . . . , |ujssj 〉)T and Hsj (βj) |ujs〉 = E |ujs〉. The matrix
Hsj (βj) is given by

Hsj (βj) =



H(0)(βj) H(1)(βj)
1
2H

(2)(βj) . . . 1
(sj−1)!H

(sj−1)(βj)

0
. . .

. . .
. . .

...
...

. . .
. . .

. . . 1
2H

(2)(βj)
...

. . .
. . .

. . . H(1)(βj)
0 · · · · · · 0 H(0)(βj)


, (A2)

where H(v)(β) = dv

dβvH(β). The eigenstates for zero solutions [64] are

|ψs−〉 =

s0∑
x=1

|x〉 |ux,s−〉 ,

|ψs+〉 =

s0∑
x=1

|N − s0 + x〉 |ux,s+〉 ,

s± = 1, 2, . . . , s0, (A3)

where |ux,s−〉 and |ux,s+〉 are the components of vectors |us−〉 = (|u1,s−〉 , |u2,s−〉 . . . , |us0,s−〉)T and |us+〉 =

(|u1,s+〉 , |u2,s+〉 . . . , |us0,s+〉)T , respectively. These two vectors are obtained by equations

K−s0(E) |us−〉 = 0,

K+
s0(E) |us+〉 = 0, (A4)

where K−s0(E) = K̃−s0(E), K+
s0(E) =

[
K̃+
s0(E)

]T
,

K̃±s0(E) =



K
(0)
± (E, 0) K

(1)
± (E, 0) 1

2K
(2)
± (E, 0) · · · 1

(s0−1)!K
(s0−1)
± (E, 0)

0
. . .

. . .
. . .

...
...

. . .
. . .

. . . 1
2K

(2)
± (E, 0)

...
. . .

. . .
. . . K

(1)
± (E, 0)

0 · · · · · · 0 K
(0)
± (E, 0)


, (A5)

and K±(E, β) = βR
[
H(β∓1)− E

]
, with T being the transpose of block elements of the block matrix. In general,

the numbers of the eigenstates |ψs±〉 are s±0 , respectively, which are not always equal and depend on concrete non-
Hermitian systems. Accordingly, the two matrices K±s0 are replaced by K±

s±0
, respectively. Without loss of generality,

we only concentrate on the cases with s+0 = s−0 = s0 in this paper.
We obtain the solution space {|ψjs〉 , |ψs−〉 , |ψs+〉} of eigenenergy E. We represent the bulk eigenstate of eigenenergy

E as the linear superposition of the states in solution space,

ψα =

M∑
j=1

sj∑
s=1

αjs |ψjs〉+

s0∑
s−=1

αs− |ψs−〉+

s0∑
s+=1

αs+ |ψs+〉 .

(A6)

For simplicity, we denote J ∈ {js, s−, s+} and the above formula reads

ψα =
∑
J

αJ |ψJ〉 . (A7)

Substituting Eqs. (A1) and (A3) into Schrödinger equation Ĥ |ψα〉 = E |ψα〉, we obtain the bulk equation

∑
J

R∑
n=−R

Tn |ux+n,J〉αJ = E
∑
J

|ux,J〉αJ , (A8)
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namely,

R∑
n=−R

Tn |ux+n,J〉 = E |ux,J〉 (A9)

for arbitrary αJ . When the multiple solutions and zero solutions of β are absent, the bulk equation is reduced to

H(βJ) |uJ〉 = E |uJ〉 , (A10)

where H(βJ) =
∑R
n=−R Tnβ

n
J is the non-Bloch Hamiltonian [6, 13].

Appendix B: The boundary equations and boundary matrix of general 1D non-Hermitian systems

We apply the OBCs and denote the sites of the boundary as b = 1, 2, . . . , R,N − R + 1, . . . , N . Acting 〈b, µ| , µ =
1, 2, . . . , q from the left on the bulk equation Eq. (A8), we obtain the boundary equation

∑
J

[∑
n

Tn 〈µ|ub+n,J〉 − E 〈µ|ub,J〉

]
αJ = 0, (B1)

and the boundary matrix B(E),

[B(E)]bµ,J =

[∑
n

Tn |ub+n,J〉 − E |ub,J〉

]
µ

≡ 〈b, µ| Ĥ − E |ψJ〉 , (B2)

where the summations are
∑R
n=−b+1 and

∑N−b
n=−R at left- and right boundaries, respectively.

When the zero solutions of β are absent, we subtract the boundary Eq. (B1) from the bulk Eq. (A8), and obtain
the second form of the boundary equation

M∑
j=1

sj∑
s=1

R∑
n=xL

T−n |uxL−n,js〉αjs = 0,

M∑
j=1

sj∑
s=1

R∑
n=xR

Tn |uN−xR+n+1,js〉αjs = 0, (B3)

at the left- and right boundaries, respectively, where xL, xR = 1, 2, . . . , R.
Utilizing Eqs. (A1), (A3) and (B2), we define

f jsb,µ(βj , E) := 〈b, µ| Ĥ − E |ψjs〉 , b = 1, . . . , R,

gjsb,µ(βj , E) := 〈b, µ| Ĥ − E |ψjs〉β−Nj , b = N −R+ 1, . . . , N,

f−s
−

b,µ (E) := 〈b, µ| Ĥ − E |ψs−〉 , b = 1, . . . , R,

g−s
−

b,µ (E) := 〈b, µ| Ĥ − E |ψs−〉 , b = N −R+ 1, . . . , N,

f+s
+

b,µ (E) := 〈b, µ| Ĥ − E |ψs+〉 , b = 1, . . . , R,

g+s
+

b,µ (E) := 〈b, µ| Ĥ − E |ψs+〉 , b = N −R+ 1, . . . , N. (B4)

The boundary matrix B(E) reads (omit the variables for simplicity)

B(E) =



f111,1 · · · fMsM
1,1 f−11,1 · · · f−s01,1 f+1

1,1 · · · f+s01,1
...

...
...

...
...

...
...

...

f11R,q · · · fMsM
R,q f−1R,q · · · f−s0R,q f+1

R,q · · · f+s0R,q

g11N−R+1,1β
N
1 · · · gMsM

N−R+1,1β
N
M g−1N−R+1,1 · · · g

−s0
N−R+1,1 g+1

N−R+1,1 · · · g
+s0
N−R+1,1

...
...

...
...

...
...

...
...

g11N,qβ
N
1 · · · gMsM

N,q βNM g−1N,q · · · g−s0N,q g+1
N,q · · · g+s0N,q


. (B5)
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When the zero solutions of β are absent, we define

f
′js
b,µ(βj , E) :=

R∑
n=b

[T−n |ub−n,js〉]µ, b = 1, . . . , R,

g
′js
b,µ(βj , E) :=

R∑
n=b

[Tn |uN−b+n+1,js〉]µβ−Nj , b = 1, . . . , R.

(B6)

The second form of boundary matrix reads (omit the variables for simplicity)

B
′
(E) =



f
′11
1,1 · · · f

′1s1
1,1 · · · f

′M1
1,1 · · · f

′MsM
1,1

...
...

...
...

...
...

...

f
′11
R,q · · · f

′1s1
R,q · · · f

′M1
R,q · · · f

′MsM
R,q

g
′11
1,1β

N
1 · · · g

′1s1
1,1 β

N
1 · · · g′M1

1,1 βNM · · · g
′MsM
1,1 βNM

...
...

...
...

...
...

...

g
′11
R,qβ

N
1 · · · g

′1s1
R,q β

N
1 · · · g′M1

R,q β
N
M · · · g

′MsM
R,q βNM


, (B7)

which is equivalent to the boundary matrix B(E) without zero solutions of β. Noteworthily, the two forms of boundary
matrix respect the same boundary equation

[B(E)]bµ,J · αJ = [B
′
(E)]bµ,J · αJ = 0. (B8)

When the zero solutions and multiple solutions of β are both absent, the boundary matrix is reduced to

B(E) =



f1(β1, E) · · · f1(β2qR, E)
...

...
...

fqR(β1, E) · · · fqR(β2qR, E)
g1(β1, E)βN1 · · · g1(β2qR, E)βN2qR

...
...

...
gqR(β1, E)βN1 · · · gqR(β2qR, E)βN2qR


, (B9)

which is the same as the form of boundary matrix in Ref. [13].
The eigenstates of eigenenergy E with OBCs are the kernel of the boundary matrix B(E). Therefore, there exist

eigenstates of eigenenergy E only if det [B(E)] = 0. We define the sets P and Q as two disjoint subsets of the set
{js, s−, s+}, such that the number of elements of each subset is qR. The determinant of the boundary matrix Eq. (B5)
is

det [B(E)] =
∑
P,Q

F (βI∈P , βJ∈Q, E)
∏
J∈Q

(βJ)N , (B10)

where βJ = βj and βJ = 1 correspond to J = js and J = s±, respectively. The function F (βI∈P , βJ∈Q, E) reads

F (βI∈P , βJ∈Q, E) =
∑
P,Q

(−1)sgn(P,Q)

×fP(1)1,1 . . . f
P(qR)
R,q g

Q(1)
N−R+1,1 . . . g

Q(qR)
N,q , (B11)

where P and Q are the permutations of P and Q, respectively, sgn(P,Q) is the sign of the joint permutation of P and

Q, and f
P(j)
b,µ = f jsb,µ(βj , E) and f

P(j)
b,µ = f±s

±

b,µ (E) correspond to J = js and J = s±, respectively (similar to g
Q(j)
b,µ ).

Note that the terms corresponding to the zero solutions of β in Eq. (B10) are just finite product factors of
F (βI∈P , βJ∈Q, E) for large N . The difference between the cases with and without the zero solutions of β is just
a finite correction of F (βI∈P , βJ∈Q, E). Hence, without loss of generality, we only consider the cases without the zero
solutions of β in the elaboration of the general theory hereafter.

Appendix C: The generalized Brillouin zones of
general systems

The GBZ is the key result of the non-Bloch band the-
ory in many previous works [6, 13, 30]. In this appendix,

we give a further elucidation on the GBZ for the general
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1D non-Hermitian systems.
Utilizing the characteristic Eq. (3) in the main text,

we can obtain the forms of energy bands, Eµ(β), µ =
1, 2, . . . , q, and 2m ≡ 2qR nonzero solutions of β for a
fixed energy value E. We number the solutions of β sat-
isfying |β1| ≤ . . . ≤ |βm| ≤ |βm+1| . . . ≤ |β2m|. The
continuous-band condition requires |βm| = |βm+1| [6, 13],
which shapes the GBZ. In general, different energy bands
Eµ(β) correspond to different GBZs, the µ-th sub-GBZs
of total GBZ [30], which we elucidate as follows.

Motivated by the auxiliary generalized Brillouin
zone (aGBZ) in Ref. [30], we utilize the resultant of
f(E, β) and f(E, βeiθ) relative to E,

G(β, θ) := RE [f(E, β), f(E, βeiθ), E], (C1)

where RE represents the resultant relative to E [30], and
θ takes all the values in the range [0, 2π]. G(β, θ) =
0 gives all the solutions satisfying |βp(θ)| = |βp+1(θ)|,
p = 1, 2, . . . , 2m − 1, θ ∈ [0, 2π], of which the subsets
with and without p = m are the values of β on GBZs
and other aGBZs, respectively. Based on these tricks, we
elaborate on a general steps to outline the sub-GBZs of
every energy bands.

Firstly, take all the values of θ ∈ [0, 2π] and solve
the equation G(β, θ) = 0, to obtain the solutions of
β as functions of θ, satisfying |βp(θ)| = |βp+1(θ)|, p =
1, 2, . . . , 2m − 1. These all values of β(θ) constitute the
aGBZs in the complex plane of β. Secondly, substitute
these solutions into each energy band Eµ(β), to obtain
all the corresponding energy values of each band Eµ(β).
Thirdly, substitute all the energy values of each band into
the characteristic equation f(E, β) = 0, to obtain the
solutions of β corresponding to each energy band. Fi-
nally, determine whether |βp(θ)| = |βp+1(θ)| for all com-
binations of θ ∈ [0, 2π] and energy bands Eµ(β), which
are sub-aGBZs corresponding to each energy bands, re-
spectively. We denote the sub-aGBZ of each energy
band Eµ(β) as βµ(p,p+1)(θ). The sub-GBZs correspond

to the sub-aGBZs with p = m, which we specially de-
note as βµGBZ(θ). Substituting these sub-aGBZs into
each expression Eµ(β) of the energy band, we obtain
the sub-AEBs, denoted as Eµ

(
βµ(p,p+1)(θ)

)
. The phys-

ical CEBs, Eµ
(
βµGBZ(θ)

)
, correspond to the sub-AEBs

with p = m. We emphasize that the multiple roots
and zero solutions of β in general cases do not influence
the theory of GBZs nor aGBZs, because we only con-
centrate on the two equal-norm solutions, βp and βp+1.
Moreover, the points on the aGBZs, where the solu-
tions of β satisfy more than two equal norms, namely,
. . . = |βp| = |βp+1| = |βp+2| = . . ., are the points where
two or more aGBZs intersect [76].

We apply the theory of GBZs to a two-band non-
Hermitian model. The non-Bloch Hamiltonian is

H(β) =

[
aβ2 b+ β−1

c+ β aβ−2

]
, (C2)

where a = 1
5 , b = 5

3 , and c = 1
3 . We obtain four nonzero

solutions, βi, i = 1, 2, 3, 4, by the characteristic equation,

βGBZ
+

βGBZ
-
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FIG. 4. (a) The sub-GBZs, β+
GBZ (cyan) and β−GBZ (orange),

of the non-Hermitian model Eq. (C2). (b) The sub-CEBs
E+

GBZ(β+
GBZ) (cyan) and E−GBZ(β−GBZ) (orange).

P (E, β) = 0 of this Hamiltonian. The two energy bands
are

E±(β) =
1

2

[
h(β)±

√
h(β)2 − 4

( 1

25
− (

1

3
+ β)(

5

3
+ β−1)

)]
,

(C3)

where h(β) = 1
5 (β2 + β−2). Following the steps in the

above, we can obtain the two sub-GBZs with |β2| = |β3|
and sub-CEBs (Fig. 4). The other sub-aGBZs and sub-
AEBs can also be obtain by following the above steps.

Appendix D: Band degeneracy based on the theory
of GBZs

Utilizing the theory of the GBZs, we study the energy
band degeneracy of 1D non-Hermitian systems. Two sub-
AEBs are degenerate at energy value E0, only if

Eµ
(
βµ(p,p+1)

)
= Eν

(
βν
(p′ ,p′+1)

)
= E0, (D1)

for some points on the two corresponding sub-aGBZs
βµ(p,p+1) and βν(p′,p′+1). Note that the case with µ = ν

and p = p′ is trivial, which is just the non-Hermitian gen-
eralization of the trivial case, Eµ(k) = Eµ(k′) (k, k′ ∈
[0, 2π]), in momentum space of the Hermitian systems.
We discuss the degeneracy of AEBs as the following cases:
(i) When p = p′+1 (p = p′−1) in Eq. (D1), the two sub-
aGBZs, βµ(p,p+1) and βν(p−1,p) (βµ(p,p+1) and βν(p+1,p+2)),

are degenerate at some points. In other word, they are
the intersection points of these two sub-aGBZs, because
the solutions of f(E0, β) = 0 satisfies |βp−1| = |βp| =
|βp+1| (|βp| = |βp+1| = |βp+2|). (ii) When µ 6= ν and
p = p′ in Eq. (D1), the two sub-aGBZs, βµ(p,p+1) and

βν(p,p+1), are degenerate at some points, which are the

intersection points of these two sub-aGBZs. The solu-
tions of f(E0, β) = 0 satisfy |βp| = |βp+1|. (iii) When
p 6= p′, p′ ± 1, the energy value E0 is just a point, where
the solutions of β satisfy |βp| = |βp+1| and |βp′ | = |βp′+1|.
Moreover, E0 corresponds to two different points on the
two sub-aGBZs, βµ(p,p+1) and βν(p′,p′+1), respectively.

We only concentrate on the case with µ 6= ν and
p = p′ = m in the main text, namely, the degeneracy
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between different CEBs. The other cases are trivial or
not physical. Since the values of β on sub-GBZs cor-
respond to the solutions of equation f(E0, β) = 0 with
|βm| = |βm+1|, two sub-CEBs are degenerate at one en-
ergy value, only when the two sub-GBZs of these two
sub-CEBs are degenerate at some points. However, the
inverse of this statement is not always true. For exam-
ple, we consider the model Eq. (C2) given in the previ-
ous section. The two sub-GBZs, β+

GBZ and β−GBZ , are
degenerate at four points [Fig. 4(a)]. However, the two
sub-CEBs E+

GBZ(β+
GBZ) and E−GBZ(β−GBZ) are not de-

generate at any point [Fig. 4(b)], hence it is a gapped
phase.

Appendix E: The generalized SSH model

The boundary matrix of the generalized SSH model,
with respect to the zero energy, is given by Eq. (21) in
the main text.

When −λ1 < t0 < λ1, the degenerate zero energies are
IEBs. The norms of the four solutions [Eq. (19)] are all
less than 1, thus the boundary matrix becomes

B(0) =


t+−1 t+−1 0 0
0 0 t−−1 t−−1
0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0

 , (E1)

in the thermodynamics limit. We obtain two analytic
eigenstates α1 = (1,−1, 0, 0)T and α2 = (0, 0, 1,−1)T ,
and the degenerate zero energies are not EPs. The two
eigenstates in real space read

|ψα1
〉 = |ψ1〉 − |ψ2〉 ,

|ψα2〉 = |ψ3〉 − |ψ4〉 , (E2)

where

|ψi〉 =

N∑
x=1

βxi |ui〉 , i = 1, 2, 3, 4, (E3)

and

|u1〉 = |u2〉 = (0, 1)T ,

|u3〉 = |u4〉 = (1, 0)T . (E4)

We compare the distribution of the analytic eigenstate
with the numerical eigenstate in the main text. Actually,
the two numerical eigenstates are both consistent with
|ψα2〉. That is because the two eigenstates of zero energy
are given by

|ψnum1 〉 = |ψα2〉+ η |ψα1〉 ,
|ψnum2 〉 = |ψα2〉 − η |ψα1〉 , (E5)

with η ∼ 0 in the numerical calculation.
When λ1 < t0 < λ2 and −λ2 < t0 < −λ1, the degen-

erate zero energies are CEBs, not EPs. In the thermo-
dynamics limit, the boundary matrix, the two analytic

eigenstates, and the two numerical eigenstates are the
same as Eqs. (E1), (E2), and (E5), respectively.

When λ2 ≤ t0 ≤ λ3, |β4|2 < |β1|2 = |β2|2 < 1 ≤ |β3|2,
and the boundary matrix becomes

B(0) =


t+−1 t+−1 0 0
0 0 t−−1 t−−1
0 0 0 0
0 0 t−1 β

N
3 0

 , (E6)

in the thermodynamics limit. We obtain only one ana-
lytic eigenstate α1 = (1,−1, 0, 0)T [|ψα1

〉 in real space],
thus the degenerate zero energies (CEBs) are EPs (de-
fective eigenstates). In the numerical calculation, due to
the finite N , we obtain two eigenenergies close enough to
zero energy, and two numerical eigenstates are both equal
to the analytic one, namely, |ψα1

〉. Hence, the analytic
result and numerical result are consistent with each other
in the thermodynamics limit. When −λ3 ≤ t0 ≤ −λ2,
|β3|2 < |β1|2 = |β2|2 < 1 ≤ |β4|2, and we obtain the same
result, namely, the presence of EPs.

In the interval −λ1 < t0 < 0, |β3|2 < |β4|2 <
|β2| = |β1|2, and we apply the theory of IEBs with fi-
nite N [Sec. II B 1]. Motivated by the Ref. [19], we can
approximately express the eigenvectors of the Hamilto-
nian

Hc(β) =

[
0 (β − β1)(β − β2)/β

(β − β3)(β − β4)/β 0

]
,

(E7)

with respect to the energy ∆E (small enough) as

|u1〉 =
(
∆E, (β1 − β3)(β1 − β4)

)T
,

|u2〉 =
(
∆E, (β2 − β3)(β2 − β4)

)T
,

|u3〉 =
(
(β3 − β1)(β3 − β2), ∆E

)T
,

|u4〉 =
(
(β4 − β1)(β4 − β2), ∆E

)T
. (E8)

The boundary matrix becomes

B(∆E) =


t+−1∆1 t+−1∆2 t+−1∆E t+−1∆E
t−−1∆E t−−1∆E t−−1∆3 t−−1∆4

t+1 ∆1β
N
1 t+1 ∆2β

N
2 t+1 ∆EβN3 t+1 ∆EβN4

t−1 ∆EβN1 t−1 ∆EβN2 t−1 ∆3β
N
3 t−1 ∆4β

N
4

 ,
(E9)

where

∆1 = (β1 − β3)(β1 − β4),

∆2 = (β2 − β3)(β2 − β4),

∆3 = (β3 − β1)(β3 − β2),

∆4 = (β4 − β1)(β4 − β2). (E10)

From the determinant of the boundary matrix, we can

read F
(0)
0 = F

(1)
0 ∼ 0, and the first two-order terms,

F1

(
(β1β4)N − (β2β4)N

)
−F2(β1β2)N∆E2, where

F1 = t+1 t
−
1 t

+
−1t
−
−1∆1∆2∆3∆4,

F2 = t+1 t
−
1 t

+
−1t
−
−1
(
∆1∆3 −∆1∆4 −∆2∆3 + ∆2∆4

)
.

(E11)
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Consequently, we obtain the exponential displacement of
∆E with the number of lattice sites N ,

∆E ∼ ±

√
F1

F2

[(β4
β2

)N − (β4
β1

)N ]
. (E12)

Since |β4| < |β2| = |β1|, ∆E → 0 when N → ∞, consis-
tent with the result in the thermodynamics limit. In the
interval 0 < t0 < λ1, |β4|2 < |β3|2 < |β2| = |β1|2, and we
obtain the same result.

Appendix F: The infernal points of 1D
non-Hermitian systems

1. Formal theory

Motivated by Ref. [52], we construct a formal theory
applying to the infernal points. We start with a 1D non-
Hermitian tight-binding model, with the hopping range
l, and the internal degrees of freedom per unit cell q. In
principle, we can always enlarge the unit cell, contain-
ing l original unit cells. Thus, the Hamiltonian of this
model, with the nearest-neighbor hopping, reads (N new
enlarged unit cells)

Hnn =



m0 H+ 0 · · · 0

H− m0
. . .

. . .
...

0
. . .

. . .
. . . 0

...
. . .

. . . m0 H+

0 · · · 0 H− m0


N×N

, (F1)

where Hnn is a N×N block matrix and m0, H+ and H−
are ql× ql matrices. The eigenenergies of Hnn with j en-
larged unit cells are obtained by solving the characteristic

equation det [H̃(j)] = 0, where

H̃(j) = Hnn − E

:=



H0 H+ 0 · · · 0

H− H0
. . .

. . .
...

0
. . .

. . .
. . .

...
...

. . .
. . . H0 H+

0 · · · 0 H− H0


j×j

, (F2)

and H0 = m0 − E. We define

B(j) = (0, . . . ,H+)Tj×1,

C(j) = (0, . . . ,H−)1×j .

(F3)

Rearrange H̃(N) as a 2× 2 block matrix,

H̃(N) =

[
H̃(N − 1) B(N−1)

C(N−1) H0

]
, (F4)

and use Schur’s determinant identity

det [H̃(N)]

= det [H0] det [H̃(N − 1)−B(N−1) ·H−10 · C(N−1)],

(F5)

if H0 is invertible. Note that

B(N−1) ·H−10 · C(N−1)

=



0 · · · · · · · · · 0
...

. . .
. . .

. . .
...

...
. . .

. . .
. . .

...
...

. . .
. . . 0 0

0 · · · · · · 0 H+ ·H−10 ·H−


(N−1)×(N−1)

,(F6)

thus,

H̃(N − 1)−B(N−1) ·H−10 · C(N−1)

=

[
H̃(N − 2) B(N−2)

C(N−2) H0 −H+ ·H−10 ·H−

]
, (F7)

By Schur’s determinant identity, the determinant of
Eq. (F7) is

det [H0 −H+ ·H−10 ·H−]×
det [H̃(N − 2)−B(N−2) · (H0 −H+ ·H−10 ·H−)−1 · C(N−2)],

(F8)

if H0−H+ ·H−10 ·H− is invertible. By recursion, we can
conclude that,

det [H̃(j)−B(j) · (Λ(N−j))−1 · C(j)] = det [Λ(N−j+1)]× det [H̃(j − 1)−B(j−1) · (Λ(N−j+1))−1 · C(j−1)], (F9)

where j = 2, . . . , N − 1,

Λ(1) = H0 −H+ ·H−10 ·H−,
Λ(j) = H0 −H+ · (Λ(j−1))−1 ·H−, (F10)

and Λ(N−j+1) is invertible. Finally, we obtain

det [H̃(N)] = det [H0]

N−1∏
j=1

det [Λ(j)]. (F11)
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The above equation is valid in the region of E, where all
of H0 and Λ(j), j = 1, 2, . . . , N − 2 are invertible. The
full energy spectra of Hnn are constituted by the solu-
tions of det [Λ(N−1)] = 0, and the solutions of det [H0] =
det [Λ(1)] = . . . = det [Λ(N−2)] = 0, satisfying the charac-
teristic equation. The formal theory is tedious for generic
cases. However, if Λ(j0) = Λ(j0+1) for some special cases,
then Λ(j) = Λ(j0), j = j0 + 1, j0 + 2, . . . , N − 1, and

det [H̃(N)] = det [H0]

j0−1∏
j=1

det [Λ(j)]
(

det [Λ(j0)]
)N−j0

.

(F12)

When N is large enough and j0 � N , the number of
degenerate bands scales with N , thus the infernal point
emerges. Especially, when j0 = 1, we obtain

det [H̃(N)] = det [H0]
(

det [Λ(j0)]
)N−1

, (F13)

and the emergence of the infernal point.

2. The non-Hermitian SSH model with infernal
points

We apply the formal theory to the non-Hermitian SSH
model. The Hamiltonian of this model reads

Ĥnssh = Ĉ† ·Hnssh · Ĉ, (F14)

where Ĉ = (ĉ1,A, ĉ1,B , . . . , ĉN,A, ĉN,B)T , with the cre-
ation operator ĉx,A and ĉx,B of the sub-lattices, and

Hnssh =



0 t1 + γ 0 · · · · · · 0

t1 − γ 0 t2
. . .

. . .
...

0 t2
. . .

. . .
. . .

...
...

. . .
. . .

. . . t2 0
...

. . .
. . . t2 0 t1 + γ

0 · · · · · · 0 t1 − γ 0


.(F15)

Using Eq. (F13), we obtain

det [H̃nssh(N)] = E2 × (E2 − t22)N−1, (F16)

when t1 = ±γ. There are 1
2 (N − 2) energy values with

E = ±t2 and two IEBs degenerate at zero energy, totally
2N energy values.

We solve the eigenstates for t1 = γ analytically (same
for t1 = −γ). The Hamiltonian in real space reads

Ht1=γ
nssh =



0 2γ 0 · · · · · · 0

0 0 t2
. . .

. . .
...

0 t2
. . .

. . .
. . .

...
...

. . .
. . .

. . . t2 0
...

. . .
. . . t2 0 2γ

0 · · · · · · 0 0 0


, (F17)

and the Schrödinger equation is Ht1=γ
nsshψ = Eψ. Assume

the trial solution is

ψ = (. . . , a(j−1), b(j−1), a(j), b(j), a(j+1), b(j+1), . . .)T .

(F18)

We obtain two bulk and two boundary equations under
OBCs, which are

−Eb(j) + t2a
(j+1) = 0, (F19)

t2b
(j) − Ea(j+1) + 2γb(j+1) = 0, (F20)

and

−Ea(1) + 2γb(1) = 0, (F21)

−Eb(N) = 0, (F22)

respectively.
(i) E = 0:
Eq. (F21)⇒ b(1) = 0,
Eq. (F20)⇒ b(j) = 0, j ≥ 1,
Eq. (F19)⇒a(j+1) = 0, j ≥ 1, only a(1) 6= 0, thus

ψ0 = (1, 0, . . . , 0)T . (F23)

The topological edge states are defective, thus the energy
E = 0 (IEBs) is an EP.
(ii) E = t2:
Eq. (F21)⇒ a(1) = 2γ

t2
b(1),

Eq. (F19)⇒ b(j) = a(j+1), j ≥ 1,
Eq. (F20)⇒ b(j+1) = 0, j ≥ 1, thus

ψt2 = (
2γ

t2
, 1, 1, 0, . . . , 0)T . (F24)

(iii) E = −t2:

ψ−t2 = (
2γ

t2
,−1, 1, 0, . . . , 0)T . (F25)

There are N − 1 eigenvalues degenerate at E = t2 (E =
−t2), however, there is only one eigenstate. Therefore,
the energy E = t2 (E = −t2) is an infernal point.

Moreover, the topological edge states with respect to
E = 0 of this model are

|E〉L =
1

NL

N∑
j=1

(− t1 − γ
t2

)j−1 |j, A〉 ,

|E〉R =
1

NR

N∑
j=1

(− t2
t1 + γ

)−N+j |j, B〉 . (F26)

Then, we can obtain the edge-state-subspace effective
Hamiltonian

Heff =
(
〈E|L , 〈E|R)T · Ĥnssh · (|E〉L , |E〉R

)
= para×

[
0 t1 + γ

t1 − γ 0

]
, (F27)

which is defective at t1 = ±γ.
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3. The four-band model with infernal points

We apply the formal theory to the four-band
model [Eq. (25)]. Using Eq. (F13), we obtain

det [H̃F (N)] = E4 × (E2 − 1)2(N−1), (F28)

when t = ±1. There are 2(N − 1) energy values with
E = ±1 and four IEBs degenerate at zero energy, totally
4N energy values.

We solve the eigenstates for t = 1 analytically (same
for t = −1). Assume the trial solution is

ψ = (. . . , a(j), b(j), c(j), d(j), . . .)T . (F29)

Using Schrödinger equation Ht=1
F ψ = Eψ under OBCs,

we obtain the equations with respect to E = 0,

c(j−1) + 2b(j) = 0, (F30)

d(j+1) = 0, (F31)

2d(j) + a(j+1) = 0, (F32)

b(j−1) = 0, (F33)

in the bulk,

2b(1) = 0, (F34)

d(2) = 0, (F35)

2d(1) + a(2) = 0, (F36)

at the left boundary, and

c(N−1) + 2b(N) = 0, (F37)

2d(N) = 0, (F38)

b(N−1) = 0, (F39)

at the right boundary. By the above equations, we ob-
tain a(3) = a(4) = . . . = a(N) = 0, b(1) = b(2) =
. . . = b(N−1) = 0, c(1) = c(2) = . . . = c(N−2) = 0, and
d(2) = d(3) = . . . = d(N) = 0. We discuss the following
cases:
(i) If d(1) = 0, Eq. (F36) gives a(2) = 0, thus, there is
only one independent variable a(1) at the left boundary;
(ii) If d(1) 6= 0, Eq. (F36) gives a(2) = −2d(1);
(iii) If b(N) = 0, Eq. (F37) gives c(N−1) = 0, thus there
is only one independent variable c(N) at the right bound-
ary;
(iv) If b(N) 6= 0, Eq. (F37) gives c(N−1) = −2b(N).
According to the above, we obtain four independent edge
states located at the left and right boundary by the above
equations,

ψedge1 = (1, 0, 0, 0, . . . , 0, 0, 0, 0)T ,

ψedge2 = (0, 0, 0, 1,−2, 0, 0, 0, . . . , 0, 0, 0, 0)T ,

ψedge3 = (0, 0, 0, 0, . . . , 0, 0, 1, 0)T ,

ψedge4 = (0, 0, 0, 0, . . . , 0, 0,−2, 0, 0, 1, 0, 0)T . (F40)

Therefore, there are four eigenvalue, degenerate at E =
0 with four eigenstates, which is not an EP. By the
Schrödinger equation under OBCs with respect to E = 1,
we obtain

c(j−1) + 2b(j) = a(j), (F41)

d(j+1) = b(j), (F42)

2d(j) + a(j+1) = c(j), (F43)

b(j−1) = d(j), (F44)

in the bulk,

2b(1) = a(1), (F45)

d(2) = b(1), (F46)

2d(1) + a(2) = c(1), (F47)

0 = d(1), (F48)

at the left boundary, and

c(N−1) + 2b(N) = a(N), (F49)

0 = b(N), (F50)

2d(N) = c(N), (F51)

b(N−1) = d(N), (F52)

at the right boundary. From the above equations, we
directly obtain d(1) = b(N) = 0. Then, we discuss the
following cases:
(i) If a(1) = 0, we obtain b(1) = b(2) = · · · = b(N) = 0,
d(1) = d(2) = · · · = d(N) = 0, a(j) = c(j−1), and c(N) = 0.
Thus, there are N − 1 independent eigenstates

ψj = (. . . , 0, 0, 1,
↓
c(j)

0, 1,
↓

a(j+1)

0, 0, 0, . . .)T ,

j = 1, 2, . . . , N − 1; (F53)

(ii) If a(1) = a 6= 0, we obtain

a(4j−2) = c(4j−3),

a(4j−1) + a = c(4j−2),

a(4j) = c(4j−1),

a(4j+1) − a = c(4j),

b(4j−3) = d(4j−2) =
a

2
,

b(4j−2) = d(4j−1) = 0,

b(4j−1) = d(4j) = −a
2
,

b(4j) = d(4j+1) = 0. (F54)

Thus, we obtain one eigenstate in this case,
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ψ̃N = (a,
a

2
, a(2), 0, . . . , a(4j−3),

↓
a(4j−3)

a

2
,

↓
b(4j−3)

a(4j−2),
↓

c(4j−3)

0,
↓

d(4j−3)

a(4j−2),
↓

a(4j−2)

0,
↓

b(4j−2)

a(4j−1) + a,
↓

c(4j−2)

a

2
,

↓
d(4j−2)

a(4j−1),
↓

a(4j−1)

−a
2
,

↓
b(4j−1)

a(4j),
↓

c(4j−1)

0,
↓

d(4j−1)

a(4j),
↓

a(4j)

0,
↓

b(4j)

a(4j+1) − a,
↓

c(4j)

−a
2
,

↓
d(4j)

. . .)T . (F55)

The independent eigenstate is given by

ψN = ψ̃N −
N−1∑
j=1

a(j+1)ψj

= (a,
a

2
, 0, 0, . . . , 0,

a

2
,

↓
b(4j−3)

0, 0, 0, 0, a,
↓

c(4j−2)

a

2
,

↓
d(4j−2)

0, −a
2
,

↓
b(4j−1)

0, 0, 0, 0,−a,
↓

c(4j)

−a
2
,

↓
d(4j)

. . .)T . (F56)

According to the above, there are N eigenstates with
respect to E = 1, and it is the same as E = −1.

Therefore, there are 2N − 2 eigenvalues degenerate at
E = 1 (E = −1) with only N eigenstates, which is an
infernal point.
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