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Exceptional dynamics of interacting spin liquids
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We show that interactions in quantum spin liquids can result in non-Hermitian phenomenology that differs
qualitatively from mean-field expectations. We demonstrate this in two prominent cases through the effects of
phonons and disorder on a Kitaev honeycomb model. Using analytic and numerical calculations, we show the
generic appearance of exceptional points and rings depending on the symmetry of the system. Their existence
is reflected in dynamical observables including the dynamic structure function measured in neutron scattering.
The results point to new phenomenological features in realizable spin liquids that must be incorporated into the
analysis of experimental data and also indicate that spin liquids could be generically stable to wider classes of
perturbations.

Quantum spin liquids are low temperature phases of mat-
ter in which quantum fluctuations prevent the establishment
of long-range magnetic order. Besides the absence of local
order, a more distinct characteristic is the presence of exotic
fractionalized spin excitations (spinons) and emergent gauge
fields [1–4] due to long-range entanglement in the system.
This suggests possible applications ranging from quantum
simulation to spintronics [5].

Much recent work has focused on realizing new types of
spin liquids and understanding their implications in dynam-
ics and experiments through mean-field approaches. Interac-
tions and disorder are prominent in many experimental set-
tings, however, and can affect the dynamics and thermody-
namics [6–18]. A common expectation is that such effects
either renormalize the properties of quasiparticles (and give
them finite lifetimes), or open a gap if they violate certain
symmetries. Here, we explore an intriguing alternative route
where interactions and disorder can generically lead to qual-
itatively new phenomena, through distinct non-Hermitian ef-
fects that depend on the symmetries of the interactions [19–
29]. These non-Hermitian components can induce a unique
level attraction in contrast with usual band degeneracies of
Hermitian perturbations We will illustrate this general princi-
ple in the context of the Kitaev honeycomb model, which has
received much attention recently in view of potential experi-
mental realizations [30–39], whereas our symmetry analysis
may apply to a variety of models. The presence of disorder
and phonons can lead to appearance of so-called exceptional
rings and exceptional points which possess an unusual square-
root dispersion [40, 41]. This results in unusual features in
experimental observables including asymmetric Fermi arcs,
which cannot be achieved generically in Hermitian settings.
The resulting generic phenomena also illustrate that spin liq-
uids can be stable to a wider variety of perturbations and are
less fragile and richer than typically assumed.

Effective non-Hermitian description Elucidating the sub-
tle signatures of a spin liquid in experiments requires an
understanding of dynamical observables such as the spec-

FIG. 1. The Kitaev honeycomb model with interactions carried by
a bosonic field or bond disorders. Depending on whether inversion
(IV) symmetry and time-reversal (TR) symmetry are preserved, we
can have different types of non-Hermitian phases or a trivial gapped
phase. The real part of the ”energy” difference ∆E (yellow) between
the two Majorana bands are shown as a function of momenta for
different scenarios.

tral function and dynamic structure factor. Linear response
connects these observables to tangible measurements such as
scattering cross-sections. Calculating these observables in in-
teracting systems is not easy, although they have been quanti-
fied in some crucial cases such as an interacting electron gas
(Fermi liquid theory).

A fundamental object to calculate dynamical observables
is the Greens function where interactions are accounted for
through a self-energy. The Green’s function for an interacting
or disordered system satisfies the Dyson equation [ω −H0 −
ΣA/R(ω)]GA/R(ω) = I , where I is the identity operator and
H0 is the unperturbed Hamiltonian, and the superscripts A,R
refer to advanced or retarded. The retarded version is appro-
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Symmetry of Green’s functions

Time reversal Particle-hole Inversion

T ψa,kT −1 =
∑

b Uabψb,k Cψa,kC−1 = ψ†a,−k Pψa,kP−1 =
∑

b U
I
abψb,−k

ΣR
ab(ω,k) =

∑
cd UacU

∗
bd

[
ΣA

cd(ω,−k)
]∗

ΣR
ab(ω,k) = −ΣA

ba(−ω,−k) ΣR
ab(ω,k) =

∑
cd U

I
acU

I∗
bd ΣR

cd(ω,−k)

E(k)→ E(−k) E(k)→ −E∗(−k) E(k)→ E(−k)

TABLE I. Summary of symmetries. We use a general complex fermion notion. For Majorana operators used here, we need to substitute
ψa,k = ca,k, ψ

†
a,k = ca,−k.

priate for calculating the time evolution of simply specified
initial (“in”) states. The self-energy ΣA/R(ω) terms are in-
duced by the interaction or the disorder. The Green’s function
has poles at ω = E whenever det[E −H0 − ΣA/R(E)] = 0.
At low energy, the self-energy can be expanded in powers of
ω, ΣR(ω) = ΣR/A(0) + ωΣ(1) + . . . . Unlike the original
Hamiltonian, the self-energy is usually not Hermitian [42].
We denote the Hermitian and anti-Hermitian component of
the self-energy as Σ̄ and Σ̃. The linear term Σ(1) plays an
important role in wave function renormalization and friction
for bosonic operators [43]. Here we assume ||Σ(1)|| � 1
and neglect it for simplicity. The leading-order term in the
Dyson equation can be treated as an effective Hamiltonian
Heff = H + ΣR(0).

Symmetries of interactions and exceptional degeneracies
This effective Hamiltonian is usually non-Hermitian and can
exhibit ”exceptional” degeneracies in its spectrum depending
on the symmetries obeyed by the interactions [44–46]. We
illustrate this through the Kitaev honeycomb model.

The Kitaev honeycomb model [47] is defined through com-
pass interactions linking directions in spin space and real
space of spin-1/2:

H0 = −
∑
〈jk〉α

Jασ
α
j σ

α
k , (1)

where 〈jk〉α labels the lattice (Fig. 1) and α = x, y, z la-
belling the three types of links of a hexagonal lattice with σα

the corresponding Pauli matrices. At low energies, the system
is effectively described by Majorana quasiparticles ca with a
Dirac dispersion interacting with a Z2 gauge field, where a
labels the two sublattice indices.

The Majorana operators always possess a particle-hole
symmetry, Cca,kC−1 = ca,−k, reflecting the underlying real
bosonic spin degrees of freedom. The honeycomb lattice is
inversion-invariant: under inversion transformation, the two
orbitals are interchanged while the Z2 gauge field coupling
the two orbitals obtains a minus sign. Therefore the Majo-
rana operators transform as Pca,kP−1 =

∑
b εabcb,−k. The

time-reversal symmetry is crucial in protecting the gapless
phase. The transformation rule is given by T c1,kT −1 =
c1,−k, T c2,kT −1 = −c2,−k. With these rules, we can ex-
plicitly compute how the self-energy transforms under T ,P
and C. They are summarized in Table I.

From these symmetries, we find different types of excep-

tional degeneracies. We first look at PH symmetry and in-
version symmetry. PH symmetry requires the NH compo-
nent of the self-energy to satisfy Σ̃Rab(ω,k) = Σ̃Rba(−ω,−k).
Inversion symmetry imposes Σ̃R22(ω,k) = Σ̃R11(ω,−k) and
Σ̃R12(ω,k) = −Σ̃R21(ω,−k). So when both of them are
present, the NH self-energy can only be proportional to an
identity matrix at ω = 0, Σ̃Rab(0,k) = δabΣ̃

R(0,k). Un-
der this circumstance, the NH components is trivial, merely
broadening the resonance peaks of the Majorana operators.
So in order for a non-trivial NH self-energy, we need to break
either PH or inversion symmetry. The former is an intrinsic
property of Majorana operators. Thus we can only choose to
break the inversion symmetry.

Looking at the time-reversal symmetry, it requires
τzΣ

R(ω,k)τz = [ΣA(ω,−k)]∗ with τz = diag(1,−1) the z-
Pauli matrix. Together with PH symmetry, we find that time-
reversal symmetry implies Σ̄Raa(0,k) = 0 and Σ̃Rab(0,k) =
0(a 6= b). We can only have purely imaginary numbers in
the diagonals of ΣR(0,k) when time-reversal symmetry is
present.

With the symmetry restrictions, we discuss the topology of
band touchings. The Majorana Hamiltonian can be expressed
in terms of the Pauli matrices Hm = d0I + d · τ . The d0

vector merely shifts the touching energy level and we only
need to focus on E = ±

√
d · d. When the system preserves

time-reversal symmetry, we have dz = id̃ and dx/y = d̄x/y .
So we have

E(k) = ±
√
d̄2
x(k) + d̄2

y(k)− d̃2
z(k). (2)

Now the energy vanishes at d̄2
x(k) + d̄2

y(k) = d̃2
z(k) and is

purely imaginary when d̄2
x(k) + d̄2

y(k) < d̃2
z(k). The solution

to d̄2
x(k) + d̄2

y(k) = d̃2
z(k) is a 1D closed curve, the excep-

tional curve. Inside the exceptional curve, the energy is purely
imaginary; the system is gapless for the real part of the energy.
When the time-reversal symmetry is lifted, the system usually
possesses a gap ∆ ∼ min

√
d̄2(k). However, the inclusion of

a nontrivial NH term can change the situation. The energy is
given by

E(k) = ±
√
d̄2(k)− d̃2(k) + 2id̄(k) · d̃(k). (3)

By dimension counting, the imaginary and real parts in the
square root can vanish robustly at an isolated point k = k∗
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FIG. 2. Exceptional ring in a disordered Kitaev honeycomb model.
Spectral function along the ky = 0 cut from disordered numerics
(a) and SCBA (b). Real (c) and imaginary (d) part of the gap in
the effective Hamiltonian near the K point. The real gap vanishes
inside, the imaginary gap outside the exceptional ring. (e) Density
of states and (f) specific heat for clean (blue), nearest-neighbor dis-
ordered without exceptional ring (orange), and second-neighbor dis-
ordered with exceptional ring (green) systems, the low-temperature
linearized specific heat with dotted lines.

since these are two restrictions for a 2D problem. This is dif-
ferent from the Hermitian case where all the three components
dx, dy and dz must vanish. The NH components generate a
level attraction and may close the (real) gap, leading to an ex-
ceptional point at k∗.

Exceptional points are general features of a NH effective
Hamiltonians. However, the exceptional point itself is not di-
rectly reflected in the single-body spectral function. The ex-
istence of exceptional points is always accompanied by Fermi
arcs. Compared to the Dirac point, the Fermi-arc is exten-
sive in one direction while narrow in the orthogonal direction.
Its effective dispersion is also biased at finite frequency (see
[48]). Such a highly anisotropic feature could be observed in
inelastic neutron scattering.

Exceptional rings in a disordered Kitaev honeycomb model
Now we specialize to the Kitaev honeycomb model, a Z2 spin
liquid with Dirac cones. We find that including disorder re-
specting time-reversal on average and breaking inversion sym-
metry realizes a phase with degeneracies on, and square-root
dispersion near, exceptional rings.

We consider random magnetic field with zero average. This
type of disorder is different from vacancies [49, 50], random
vortex background [51], or nearest neighbor exchange disor-
der [52, 53] that have been considered in the literature pre-
viously. We treat the random magnetic field perturbatively,
assuming that the ground state remains in the zero flux sec-
tor. As explained in the supplemental material (SM) F, this
results (at lowest orders) in a Majorana hopping model with
disordered first and second neighbor hoppings. The model
preserves time-reversal symmetry on average. To observe ex-
ceptional rings, we break inversion symmetry by allowing dif-
ferent magnitude of the random external field on the two sub-
lattices. This can be achieved experimentally by proximity
coupling to a paramagnetic substrate with inequivalent atoms
near the two sublattices.

As the symmetry analysis shows, we need to break inver-
sion symmetry. This can be done by introducing disorder
potential for next-nearest hopping amplitudes of Majorana
modes on orbital 1, iVl(r)ψ1(r + l)ψ1(r), where the hopping
vector can be l = a1,a2,a1 + a2. This term breaks time-
reversal symmetry while the exceptional rings require time-
reversal symmetry. The strategy is to preserve this symme-
try in average. That is to say the statistical average of the
time-reversal breaking term vanishes 〈Vl(r)〉 = 0. We show
in SM A that the transformation rules in Table I still apply.
The disorder is assumed to be uncorrelated at different sites
〈Vl(r)Vl′(r

′)〉 = −F lδl,l′δ(r − r′). The self-consistent Born
approximation reads as

ΣR11(ω,k) = −
∑
k′,l

[1− e−i(k+k′)·l]F l(k− k′)G11(ω,k′).

(4)
If d̃0 is taken to be infinitesimal, the above equation vanishes
as ω → 0. To circumvent this situation, we may consider in-
cluding a finite d̃0 brought by other inversion-symmetry pre-
serving mechanism, such as nearest-neighbour Majorana dis-
order potentials. This type of disorders brings a small finite
lifetime to the Majorana excitations.

In Fig. 2 (c) and (d) we show the resulting effective Hamil-
tonian, with clear evidence of an exceptional ring around the
K-points. We also show the single Majorana spectral func-
tion in panels (a) and (b), with signatures of a zero-frequency
drumhead state inside the exceptional ring. Somewhat surpris-
ingly, the total density of states, shown in panel (e), has a dip,
instead of a peak at zero energy. This is a consequence of a
strong suppression of the zero-frequency spectral weight out-
side the ER, combined with the larger available phase space
outside the ER, allowing the finite-frequency density of states
to surpass the zero frequency value.

To support the SCBA results, we use the Kernel Polyno-
mial Method [54, 55] to approximate the disorder-averaged
retarded Green’s function 〈GRab(ω,k)〉dis numerically. From
this, we obtain the self-energy, the effective Hamiltonian, and
the single-particle and two-particle spectral functions, which
all show excellent agreement with the SCBA results. (For
details see the SM G.) We also show a comparison of the
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FIG. 3. The spectral functions of Majorana excitations A(ω,k) = −tr[GR(ω,k)−GR†(ω,k)]/(2iπ), and their spin structure factors in the
presence of Heisenberg and cross term interactions. The energy is unit is J . (a)-(c) The Dirac point for Hermitian systems. The single-particle
spectral function is supported at a point. The spin structure factor as a function of the frequency Ω and momentum q takes a conic structure
for both the qx-direction cut and the qy-direction cut. (c)-(f) A Fermi arc with NH components d̃0 = −0.35J, d̃x = 0.25J , associated
with the exceptional points in the single-body Majorana spectral function. The spin structure is now anisotropic due to the strong asymmetric
behaviours of the Fermi arc. (g)-(h) The spectral functions of the Fermi arc at finite positive and negative frequencies. The Fermi arc becomes
convex at finite frequencies. The direction of the deformation depends on the sign of the frequency. (i) The cuts of the spin structure factor at
Ω = 0.2J along (0, qy) and (qx, 0).

density of states and specific heat [56, 57] for the clean,
nearest-neighbor disordered (without exceptional ring) and
second-neighbor disordered (with exceptional ring) systems
in Fig. 2 (e) and (f). The key difference between the two
disordered cases is the opposite deviation from the linearized
low-temperature specific heat. This can be understood us-
ing Fermi liquid theory and Sommerfeld expansion: the lin-
ear term is only sensitive to the zero frequency density of
states, however, the sign of the cubic term depends on whether
zero frequency is a minimum or a maximum of the density of
states. (For details see SM G.)

Exceptional points and Fermi arcs in a Kitaev honeycomb
model interacting with phonons We show here that a Z2 spin
liquid with Dirac cones when coupled to gapped excitations
such as optical phonons [58] instead can realised a qualita-
tively different phase with point-like exceptional degenera-
cies connected by Fermi arc degeneracies in the real part of
the spectrum. The phonon couplings can be generated by
considering vibrations of ions around their equilibrium posi-
tions [59, 60]. A spin-spin interaction can be generally written
as
∑

r1,α,··· Jα,β,···(r1, r2 · · · )σαr1σ
β
r2 · · · . At the equilibrium

position rj = r
(0)
j , we should have Jα,β,···(r

(0)
1 , r

(0)
2 · · · ) =

0 except for those J belonging to the Kitaev interaction.
For small ion vibrations, we have the phonon-spin interac-
tion

∑
r1,α,j,··· ∂rjJα,β,···(r

(0)
1 , r

(0)
2 · · · )δrjσαr1σ

β
r2 · · · . These

spin operators can be written in terms of Majorana operators.
The low-energy physics is obtained by those do not excite Z2

vortices. For example, a nearest-neighbor Kitaev coupling
gives phonons coupled to the different species of Majorana
operators φc1c2 and a three-spin coupling can lead to phonons
coupled to the same species of Majorana operators φc1c1.

In order to have interesting exceptional degeneracies we
need to break inversion symmetry. This can be achieved by
giving different couplings to the two sublattices of the hon-
eycomb model. For phonons, this will lead to asymmetric
couplings between their normal modes and the two species of
Majorana modes. In order to break time-reversal symmetry,
we require couplings of the form φc1c1.

In the presence of a Heisenberg interaction and cross inter-
action, the spin operator gets mixed with the low-energy Ma-
jorana operator directly [61]. The spin response function can
be evident even below the flux gap temperature. We compute
the behaviors of the spin structure factor in Fig. 3. When the
Fermi arc is present, the spin structure constant develops very
different directional-dependent shapes compared to the Dirac
cones. The cut along the y−direction is biased while the cut
along the x− direction is uniformly broadened for Fermi arcs.
This is very different from the naive isotropic conic structure
for Dirac-Majorana dispersion.

Discussion The Kitaev honeycomb model is the subject
of much recent interest due to prominent experimental candi-
dates such as α-RuCl3 [30–39]. Recent studies have shown
that phonons can play a significant role in the experimental
setting [58–60]. In this model, the optical phonon energy is
well above the flux gap, the signature of exceptional points
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may be obscured by the effective flux disorders. From our
symmetry analysis, we may instead break the inversion sym-
metry by various means such as stacking the 2D material on
a substrate which does not have such a symmetry. The excep-
tional ring could also be realized by depositing the material on
a substrate with random magnetic disorder. Besides measure-
ment of the dynamic structure factor, recent techniques using
nonlinear spectroscopy [62–66] could also provide a more di-
rect probe of the single-particle properties which would more
directly reveal the exceptional degeneracies.

Our results point to new phenomenon in spin liquid depend-
ing on the symmetries of the interactions and kinds of disorder
present in them. One might have feared that those complica-
tions would obfuscate the signature of the spin liquid. Instead,
we suggest that it leads to distinctive exceptional degeneracies
observable in experimental settings. As our symmetry study
works for generic fermionic excitations, the exceptional point
and ring can also emerge in other 2D strongly interacting sys-
tems. And its generalization to 3D systems may introduce
more interesting degeneracies like knots and links [67].

Acknowledgements - KY, DV and EJB acknowledge
funding from the Swedish Research Council (VR) and the
Knut and Alice Wallenberg Foundation. SM acknowledges
funding from the Tsung-Dao Lee Institute. FW is supported
in part by the U.S. Department of Energy under grant DE-
SC0012567, by the European Research Council under grant
742104, and by the Swedish Research Council under contract
335-2014-7424.

[1] P. W. ANDERSON, “The resonating valence bond state
in la2cuo4 and superconductivity,” Science 235, 1196–1198
(1987).

[2] L. Balents, “Spin liquids in frustrated magnets,” Nature 464,
199 (2010).

[3] L. Savary and L. Balents, “Quantum spin liquids: a review,”
Reports on Progress in Physics 80, 016502 (2016).

[4] J. Knolle and R. Moessner, “A field guide to spin liquids,” An-
nual Review of Condensed Matter Physics 10, 451–472 (2019).

[5] K. Yang, S.-H. Phark, Y. Bae, T. Esat, P. Willke, A. Ardavan,
A. J. Heinrich, and C. P. Lutz, “Probing resonating valence
bond states in artificial quantum magnets,” Nature communica-
tions 12, 1–7 (2021).

[6] R. Sibille, E. Lhotel, M. Ciomaga Hatnean, G. J. Nilsen,
G. Ehlers, A. Cervellino, E. Ressouche, M. Frontzek, O. Za-
harko, V. Pomjakushin, et al., “Coulomb spin liquid in anion-
disordered pyrochlore tb2hf2o7,” Nature communications 8, 1–
9 (2017).

[7] I. Kimchi, A. Nahum, and T. Senthil, “Valence bonds in ran-
dom quantum magnets: Theory and application to ybmggao4,”
Phys. Rev. X 8, 031028 (2018).

[8] T.-H. Han, M. R. Norman, J.-J. Wen, J. A. Rodriguez-Rivera,
J. S. Helton, C. Broholm, and Y. S. Lee, “Correlated impu-
rities and intrinsic spin-liquid physics in the kagome material
herbertsmithite,” Phys. Rev. B 94, 060409 (2016).

[9] H. B. Cao, A. Banerjee, J.-Q. Yan, C. A. Bridges, M. D. Lums-
den, D. G. Mandrus, D. A. Tennant, B. C. Chakoumakos, and

S. E. Nagler, “Low-temperature crystal and magnetic structure
of α− rucl3,” Phys. Rev. B 93, 134423 (2016).

[10] Z. Zhu, P. A. Maksimov, S. R. White, and A. L. Chernyshev,
“Disorder-induced mimicry of a spin liquid in ybmggao4,”
Phys. Rev. Lett. 119, 157201 (2017).

[11] Y. Li, D. Adroja, R. I. Bewley, D. Voneshen, A. A. Tsirlin,
P. Gegenwart, and Q. Zhang, “Crystalline electric-field ran-
domness in the triangular lattice spin-liquid ybmggao4,” Phys.
Rev. Lett. 118, 107202 (2017).

[12] C. M. Pasco, B. A. Trump, T. T. Tran, Z. A. Kelly, C. Hoffmann,
I. Heinmaa, R. Stern, and T. M. McQueen, “Single-crystal
growth of Cu4(OH)6BrF and universal behavior in quantum
spin liquid candidates synthetic barlowite and herbertsmithite,”
Phys. Rev. Materials 2, 044406 (2018).

[13] S.-S. Lee, “Low-energy effective theory of fermi surface cou-
pled with u(1) gauge field in 2 + 1 dimensions,” Phys. Rev. B
80, 165102 (2009).

[14] D. F. Mross, J. McGreevy, H. Liu, and T. Senthil, “Controlled
expansion for certain non-fermi-liquid metals,” Phys. Rev. B
82, 045121 (2010).

[15] S.-S. Lee and P. A. Lee, “U(1) gauge theory of the hub-
bard model: Spin liquid states and possible application to
κ−(BEDT−TTF)2cu2(CN)3,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 95, 036403
(2005).

[16] S. C. Morampudi, A. M. Turner, F. Pollmann, and F. Wilczek,
“Statistics of fractionalized excitations through threshold spec-
troscopy,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 118, 227201 (2017).

[17] S. C. Morampudi, F. Wilczek, and C. R. Laumann, “Spec-
troscopy of spinons in coulomb quantum spin liquids,” Phys.
Rev. Lett. 124, 097204 (2020).

[18] S. D. Pace, S. C. Morampudi, R. Moessner, and C. R. Lau-
mann, “Emergent fine structure constant of quantum spin ice is
large,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 127, 117205 (2021).

[19] E. J. Bergholtz, J. C. Budich, and F. K. Kunst, “Excep-
tional topology of non-hermitian systems,” Rev. Mod. Phys. 93,
015005 (2021).

[20] Z. Gong, Y. Ashida, K. Kawabata, K. Takasan, S. Higashikawa,
and M. Ueda, “Topological phases of non-hermitian systems,”
Phys. Rev. X 8, 031079 (2018).

[21] H. Shen and L. Fu, “Quantum oscillation from in-gap states and
a non-hermitian landau level problem,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 121,
026403 (2018).

[22] Y. Nagai, Y. Qi, H. Isobe, V. Kozii, and L. Fu, “Dmft reveals the
non-hermitian topology and fermi arcs in heavy-fermion sys-
tems,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 125, 227204 (2020).

[23] M. Papaj, H. Isobe, and L. Fu, “Nodal arc of disordered dirac
fermions and non-hermitian band theory,” Phys. Rev. B 99,
201107 (2019).

[24] T. Matsushita, Y. Nagai, and S. Fujimoto, “Disorder-induced
exceptional and hybrid point rings in weyl/dirac semimetals,”
Phys. Rev. B 100, 245205 (2019).

[25] A. A. Zyuzin and P. Simon, “Disorder-induced exceptional
points and nodal lines in dirac superconductors,” Phys. Rev. B
99, 165145 (2019).

[26] T. Yoshida, R. Peters, N. Kawakami, and Y. Hatsugai, “Excep-
tional band touching for strongly correlated systems in equi-
librium,” Progress of Theoretical and Experimental Physics
(2020), https://doi.org/10.1093/ptep/ptaa059.

[27] B. Michen, T. Micallo, and J. C. Budich, “Exceptional non-
hermitian phases in disordered quantum wires,” Phys. Rev. B
104, 035413 (2021).

[28] L. Crippa, J. C. Budich, and G. Sangiovanni, “Fourth-order
exceptional points in correlated quantum many-body systems,”
Phys. Rev. B 104, L121109 (2021).

http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1126/science.235.4793.1196
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1126/science.235.4793.1196
https://www.nature.com/articles/nature08917
https://www.nature.com/articles/nature08917
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0034-4885/80/1/016502
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1146/annurev-conmatphys-031218-013401
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1146/annurev-conmatphys-031218-013401
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-021-21274-5
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-021-21274-5
http://dx.doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-017-00905-w
http://dx.doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-017-00905-w
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.8.031028
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.94.060409
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.93.134423
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.119.157201
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.118.107202
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.118.107202
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevMaterials.2.044406
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.80.165102
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.80.165102
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.82.045121
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.82.045121
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.95.036403
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.95.036403
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.118.227201
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.124.097204
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.124.097204
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.127.117205
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/RevModPhys.93.015005
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/RevModPhys.93.015005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.8.031079
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.121.026403
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.121.026403
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.125.227204
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.99.201107
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.99.201107
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.100.245205
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.99.165145
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.99.165145
http://dx.doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1093/ptep/ptaa059
http://dx.doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1093/ptep/ptaa059
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.104.035413
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.104.035413
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.104.L121109


6

[29] Y. Michishita, T. Yoshida, and R. Peters, “Relationship be-
tween exceptional points and the kondo effect in f -electron ma-
terials,” Phys. Rev. B 101, 085122 (2020).

[30] G. Jackeli and G. Khaliullin, “Mott insulators in the strong spin-
orbit coupling limit: From heisenberg to a quantum compass
and kitaev models,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 102, 017205 (2009).

[31] H. Takagi, T. Takayama, G. Jackeli, G. Khaliullin, and S. E.
Nagler, “Concept and realization of kitaev quantum spin liq-
uids,” Nature Reviews Physics 1, 264–280 (2019).

[32] A. Banerjee, J. Yan, J. Knolle, C. A. Bridges, M. B. Stone,
M. D. Lumsden, D. G. Mandrus, D. A. Tennant, R. Moessner,
and S. E. Nagler, “Neutron scattering in the proximate quantum
spin liquid α-rucl3,” Science 356, 1055–1059 (2017).

[33] K. Kitagawa, T. Takayama, Y. Matsumoto, A. Kato, R. Takano,
Y. Kishimoto, S. Bette, R. Dinnebier, G. Jackeli, and H. Tak-
agi, “A spin–orbital-entangled quantum liquid on a honeycomb
lattice,” Nature 554, 341–345 (2018).

[34] Y. Kasahara, T. Ohnishi, Y. Mizukami, O. Tanaka, S. Ma,
K. Sugii, N. Kurita, H. Tanaka, J. Nasu, Y. Motome, et al., “Ma-
jorana quantization and half-integer thermal quantum hall effect
in a kitaev spin liquid,” Nature 559, 227–231 (2018).

[35] Y. Vinkler-Aviv and A. Rosch, “Approximately quantized ther-
mal hall effect of chiral liquids coupled to phonons,” Phys. Rev.
X 8, 031032 (2018).

[36] M. Ye, G. B. Halász, L. Savary, and L. Balents, “Quantization
of the thermal hall conductivity at small hall angles,” Phys. Rev.
Lett. 121, 147201 (2018).

[37] J. G. Rau, E. K.-H. Lee, and H.-Y. Kee, “Spin-orbit physics giv-
ing rise to novel phases in correlated systems: Iridates and re-
lated materials,” Annual Review of Condensed Matter Physics
7, 195–221 (2016).

[38] M. Gohlke, G. Wachtel, Y. Yamaji, F. Pollmann, and Y. B.
Kim, “Quantum spin liquid signatures in kitaev-like frustrated
magnets,” Phys. Rev. B 97, 075126 (2018).

[39] M. Hermanns, I. Kimchi, and J. Knolle, “Physics of the kitaev
model: Fractionalization, dynamic correlations, and material
connections,” Annual Review of Condensed Matter Physics 9,
17–33 (2018).

[40] M. Berry, “Physics of nonhermitian degeneracies,” Czechoslo-
vak Journal of Physics 54, 1039–1047 (2004).

[41] K. Yang, S. C. Morampudi, and E. J. Bergholtz, “Exceptional
spin liquids from couplings to the environment,” Phys. Rev.
Lett. 126, 077201 (2021).

[42] M. Peskin, An Introduction To Quantum Field Theory (CRC
Press, 2018).

[43] X. Wen, Quantum Field Theory of Many-Body Systems: From
the Origin of Sound to an Origin of Light and Electrons, Oxford
Graduate Texts (OUP Oxford, 2007).

[44] K. Kawabata, K. Shiozaki, M. Ueda, and M. Sato, “Symmetry
and topology in non-hermitian physics,” Phys. Rev. X 9, 041015
(2019).

[45] J. C. Budich, J. Carlström, F. K. Kunst, and E. J. Bergholtz,
“Symmetry-protected nodal phases in non-hermitian systems,”
Phys. Rev. B 99, 041406 (2019).

[46] T. Yoshida, R. Peters, N. Kawakami, and Y. Hatsugai,
“Symmetry-protected exceptional rings in two-dimensional
correlated systems with chiral symmetry,” Phys. Rev. B 99,
121101 (2019).

[47] A. Kitaev, “Anyons in an exactly solved model and beyond,”
Annals of Physics 321, 2 – 111 (2006), january Special Issue.

[48] See Supplemental Material at XXX.
[49] A. J. Willans, J. T. Chalker, and R. Moessner, “Disorder in a

quantum spin liquid: Flux binding and local moment forma-
tion,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 104, 237203 (2010).

[50] A. J. Willans, J. T. Chalker, and R. Moessner, “Site dilution in
the kitaev honeycomb model,” Phys. Rev. B 84, 115146 (2011).

[51] D. Otten, A. Roy, and F. Hassler, “Dynamical structure fac-
tor in the non-abelian phase of the kitaev honeycomb model in
the presence of quenched disorder,” Phys. Rev. B 99, 035137
(2019).

[52] F. Zschocke and M. Vojta, “Physical states and finite-size ef-
fects in kitaev’s honeycomb model: Bond disorder, spin excita-
tions, and nmr line shape,” Phys. Rev. B 92, 014403 (2015).

[53] J. Knolle, R. Moessner, and N. B. Perkins, “Bond-disordered
spin liquid and the honeycomb iridate h3liir2o6: Abundant
low-energy density of states from random majorana hopping,”
Phys. Rev. Lett. 122, 047202 (2019).

[54] A. Weiße, G. Wellein, A. Alvermann, and H. Fehske, “The ker-
nel polynomial method,” Rev. Mod. Phys. 78, 275–306 (2006).

[55] D. Varjas, M. Fruchart, A. R. Akhmerov, and P. M. Perez-
Piskunow, “Computation of topological phase diagram of dis-
ordered Pb1−xSnxTe using the kernel polynomial method,”
Phys. Rev. Research 2, 013229 (2020).

[56] K. Feng, N. B. Perkins, and F. J. Burnell, “Further insights into
the thermodynamics of the kitaev honeycomb model,” Phys.
Rev. B 102, 224402 (2020).

[57] W.-H. Kao, J. Knolle, G. B. Halász, R. Moessner, and N. B.
Perkins, “Vacancy-induced low-energy density of states in the
kitaev spin liquid,” Phys. Rev. X 11, 011034 (2021).

[58] A. Metavitsiadis, W. Natori, J. Knolle, and W. Brenig, “Op-
tical phonons coupled to a kitaev spin liquid,” arXiv preprint
arXiv:2103.09828 (2021).

[59] A. Metavitsiadis and W. Brenig, “Phonon renormalization in the
kitaev quantum spin liquid,” Phys. Rev. B 101, 035103 (2020).

[60] M. Ye, R. M. Fernandes, and N. B. Perkins, “Phonon dynam-
ics in the kitaev spin liquid,” Phys. Rev. Research 2, 033180
(2020).

[61] X.-Y. Song, Y.-Z. You, and L. Balents, “Low-energy spin dy-
namics of the honeycomb spin liquid beyond the kitaev limit,”
Phys. Rev. Lett. 117, 037209 (2016).

[62] Y. Wan and N. P. Armitage, “Resolving continua of fractional
excitations by spinon echo in thz 2d coherent spectroscopy,”
Phys. Rev. Lett. 122, 257401 (2019).

[63] W. Choi, K. H. Lee, and Y. B. Kim, “Theory of two-
dimensional nonlinear spectroscopy for the kitaev spin liquid,”
Phys. Rev. Lett. 124, 117205 (2020).

[64] R. M. Nandkishore, W. Choi, and Y. B. Kim, “Spectroscopic
fingerprints of gapped quantum spin liquids, both conventional
and fractonic,” Phys. Rev. Research 3, 013254 (2021).

[65] M. Kanega, T. N. Ikeda, and M. Sato, “Linear and nonlinear
optical responses in kitaev spin liquids,” Phys. Rev. Research 3,
L032024 (2021).

[66] Z.-L. Li, M. Oshikawa, and Y. Wan, “Photon echo from lens-
ing of fractional excitations in tomonaga-luttinger spin liquid,”
Phys. Rev. X 11, 031035 (2021).
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SUPPLEMENTAL MATERIAL

A. Symmetry transformation of self-energy

In this section we study how the symmetry influences the self-energy. The self-energy is defined as the difference between the
interaction/disorder dressed Green’s function and the bare Green’s function:

Σ(ω) = G−1
0 (ω)−G−1(ω), (S1)

where G0 = (ω −H0)−1. In order to find the transformation of the self-energy, we compute the transformation of the Green’s
function. The retarded and advanced Green’s functions are defined as

GRab(t,k) = −iθ(t)〈ψa,k(t)ψ†b,k(0)〉+ 〈ψ†b,k(0)ψa,k(t)〉, GAab(t,k) = iθ(−t)〈ψa,k(t)ψ†b,k(0)〉+ 〈ψ†b,k(0)ψa,k(t)〉. (S2)

Here we use the general notion of complex fermions. For Majoranas, we can simply replace ψa,k = ca,k and ψ†a,k = ca,−k.
After doing the Fourier transformation, we obtain their spectral decomposition as

GRab(ω,k) =
∑
mn

Xmn
ab (k)

ω − (Em − En) + i0+

e−En/T

Z
+
∑
mn

Xnm
ab (k)

ω + (Em − En) + i0+

e−En/T

Z
, (S3)

GAab(ω,k) =
∑
mn

Xmn
ab (k)

ω − (Em − En)− i0+

e−En/T

Z
+
∑
mn

Xnm
ab (k)

ω + (Em − En)− i0+

e−En/T

Z
. (S4)

The i0+ term is included to insure the correct causality: GR/A(ω) has to be analytic for Imω > 0 or Imω < 0 respectively. The
weight Xmn

ab is given by 〈n|ψa,k|m〉〈m|ψ†b,k|n〉 and Z is the partition function. From this we observe that GR/Aab , regarded as a
matrix with indices ab, can be expressed as an Hermitian matrix Ḡab plus/minus an anti-Hermtian matrix iG̃ab:

G
R/A
ab (ω,k) = Ḡab(ω,k)± iG̃ab(ω,k). (S5)

Furthermore, GR(ω) with complex ω can be related to GA(ω) as follows:

GRab(ω,k) = [GAba(ω∗,k)]∗. (S6)

According to the definition the self-energy, ΣR(ω) and ΣA(ω) satisfy similar rules and their Hermitian and anti-Hermitian
components are defined accordingly.

We then look at symmetry transformations. For inversion symmetry and other spatial symmetries, the transformation of
the self-energy exactly follows the transformation of the Hamiltonian. Assume under inversion symmetry, Pψa,kP−1 =∑
b U

I
abψb,−k. We can easily deduce GRab(ω,k) =

∑
cd U

I
acU

I∗
bdG

R
cd(ω,−k). Particle-hole symmetry interchanges the creation

and annihilation operators

GRab(t,k) = −GAba(−t,−k)⇒ GRab(ω,k) = −GAba(−ω,−k). (S7)

Time-reversal symmetry acts differently from other symmetries as there can be Krammer degeneracy where T |n〉 6= |n〉. Nev-
ertheless the Krammer pairs are usually summed with equal weight in equilibrium the density matrix. The density matrix is
still invariant under time-reversal symmetry

∑
n |T n〉〈T n|f(En) =

∑
n |n〉〈n|f(En), where f(En) is the weight function

corresponding to the density matrix. So we find∑
n

f(n)〈n|ψa,k(t)ψ†b,k(0)|n〉 =
∑
n

f(n)〈n|T −1T ψa,k(t)T −1T ψ†b,k(0)T −1T |n〉

=
∑
n,cd

f(n)UacU
∗
bd〈n|T −1ψc,−k(−t)ψ†d,−k(0)|T n〉

=
∑
n,cd

f(n)UacU
∗
bd〈T n|ψc,−k(−t)ψ†d,−k(0)|T n〉∗

=
∑
cd,n

UacU
∗
bdf(n)〈n|ψc,−k(−t)ψ†d,−k(0)|n〉∗.
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The third line comes from the property of an anti-unitary operator. With the help of this equation, we obtain the rule under
time-reversal transformation

GRab(t,k) =
∑
cd

UacU
∗
bd[G

A
cd(−t,−k)]∗ ⇒ GRab(ω,k) =

∑
cd

UacU
∗
bd[G

A
cd(ω

∗,−k)]∗, (S8)

where in the second expression we analytically continue GR/A(ω) to Imω > 0 and Imω < 0 respectively. Since U,U I are
unitary matrices, the transformation rules of the self-energy immediately follow.

The above calculation shows how the interacting Green’s function transforms under symmetries. We can also prove similarly
the transformation rules for the disorder-averaged Green’s function. To include disorder averaging, we denote the eigenstates and
eigenvalues of the disordered HamiltonianH(V ) as |n(V )〉 andE(V ). In the density matrix, each eigenstate needs to be summed
with the disorder distribution weight g(V ). We call that a symmetry is preserved in average if the Hamiltonian transforms under
the symmetry S as SH(V )S−1 = H(SV ) and g(V ) = g(SV ). Using the equation SH(V )S−1S|n(V )〉 = En(V )S|n(V )〉, we
find that S|n(V )〉 is an eigenstate ofH(SV ) with eigenvalueEn(V ). The eigenstates can thus be denoted asEn(SV ) = En(V )
and S|n(V )〉 = |n(SV )〉. The partition functions related by V are also equal and the temperature averaging is denote as
f [En(V ), V ] = f [En(SV ), SV ]. For simplicity we take S to be unitary and SψaS−1 =

∑
b U

S
abψb. The expectation values

behave as ∑
n,V

g(V )f [En(V ), V ]〈n(V )|ψa(t, V )ψ†b(0)|n(V )〉

=
∑
n,V

g(V )f [En(V ), V ]〈n(V )|S−1Sψa(t, V )S−1Sψ†b(0)S−1S|n(V )〉

=
∑
n,V,cd

g(V )f [En(V ), V ]USacU
S∗
bd 〈n(SV )|ψc(t, SV )ψ†d(0)|n(SV )〉

=
∑
n,V,cd

g(SV )f [En(SV ), SV ]USacU
S∗
bd 〈n(SV )|ψc(t, SV )ψ†d(0)|n(SV )〉

=
∑
n,V,cd

g(V )f [En(V ), V ]USacU
S∗
bd 〈n(V )|ψc(t, V )ψ†d(0)|n(V ), (S9)

where in the last equation we change the sum over V to S−1V . This proves that the disorder-averaged Green’s function
transforms in the same way as the interacting Green’s function as long as the (unitary) symmetry is preserved in average.
For anti-unitary symmetries, the proof is similar and we do not list out the details.

B. General rules for exceptional degeneracy and Dirac fermions

As we have shown in our previous work [41], exceptional degeneracy is general and not limited to Dirac parent Hamiltonians.
The 2×2 Hamiltonian, as in the main text, can always be parameterized by the Pauli matrix with complex vectors {d0(k),d(k)}.
The eigenvalues are given by d0(k) ±

√
d(k) · d(k). The system is gapped as long as |d(k) · d(k)| 6= 0 while gapless when

|d(k) · d(k)| = 0. Note |d(k) · d(k)| 6= |d(k)|2 when d(k) is a complex vector.
Now we start with a gapped Hermitian system where d(0)(k) are real and there is a minimal value ∆ = |d(0)(k∗) · d(0)(k∗)|

at k∗. Without loss of generality, we take d(0)(k∗) = {0, 0,∆}. This is the situation when a magnetic field h · σ along the
(1, 1, 1) direction is applied to the Kitaev model [47]. In order to close the gap, we may choose a complex d(1)(k) = {i∆, 0, 0},
which may come from the selfenergy. Then the new non-Hermitian Hamiltonian H = d0I + (d(0) + d(1)) · τ is gapless at k∗.
The Hermitian gap ∆ is closed by the non-Hermitian band attraction effect. Moreover, this effect does not need fine tuning. If
we perturb d(1) slightly while keeping its absolute value larger than ∆, we can always find in the neighborhood of k∗ a series
of k′ where d(1) · d(0)(k′) = 0. This only needs k′ to lie on some line through k∗. By fixing the position of k′ along this line,
we can further require |d(0)(k′)| = |d(1)|. This shows that exceptional degeneracy is a general phenomenon and we can obtain
it from either a gapped or a gapless system.

We may also consider Dirac fermions satisfying the same symmetry transformation rules. The results naturally follow from the
previous section. As complex fermions now do not have particle-hole symmetry, we can either break the inversion symmetry or
the particle-hole symmetry to obtain exceptional points with non-trivial non-Hermitian selfenergy. The particle-hole symmetric
case is the same as discussed in the main text. If particle-hole symmetry is broken while inversion symmetry conserved, the
exceptional ring is no longer protected by time reversal symmetry, and we generically get exceptional points. Time-reversal
symmetry and inversion symmetry forces the component dz to be zero. As dx and dy also have Hermitian components, we
still have exceptional points when time-reversal symmetry and inversion symmetry are conserved. To conclude, with inversion
symmetry, we often obtain exceptional points.
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C. Details of the interaction induced self-energy

We assume that the Majorana is coupled to a real bosonic field φ that conveys the interaction. In physical systems, examples
of φ can be additional degrees of freedom such as phonons of the ions, or collective modes in the substrate like magnons. The
most general leading order term should be

Hbm = i
∑

r,l1,l2,a,b

ψa,r+l1λ
ab
l1,l2ψb,r+l2φr, (S10)

with λabl1,l2 being real coupling constants and anti-symmetric under the exchange (a, l1) ↔ (b, l2). In momentum space this
interaction vertex is expressed as

Hbm = i
∑

k,q,a,b

ψ†a,k+qλ
ab
k+q,kψb,kφq, λabk+q,k =

∑
l1,l2

λabl1,l2e
−i(q+k)·l1+ik·l2 , (S11)

where ψ†k = ψ−k and φ†q = φ−q as Majorana and the bosonic field are assumed to be real variables. The PH symmetry of
Majoranas requries λabq+k,k = −λba−k,−q−k and Hermiticity requires λabq+k,k = (λab−q−k,−k)∗. So λabq+k,k = −(λbak,q+k)∗. The
φ here is taken as one of the eigenmode of the bosonic field, as the bosonic field can have several degrees of freedom inside a
unit cell. The matrix λab is off-diagonal if the bosons only couple to nearest-neighbour spins and can have diagonal components
when multiple spins are coupled. The propagators of the Majoranas and the bosonic field at zero temperature can be parametrized
as

Gab(ω,k) = −i
∫
〈T ψa,k(t)ψ†b,k(0)〉eiωt =

∑
s=±1

Bab,s(k)

ω + s|εk| − si0+
, (S12)

D(Ω,q) = −i
∫
〈T φqφ−q〉eiωt =

C

Ω2 − Ω2
q + i0†

=
∑
s

sC

2Ωq(Ω− sΩq + si0†)
, (S13)

where 2Bs = I − sd · σ/εk and εk is the aboslute value of the unperturbed Majorana energy. The constant C relies on the
detailed dispersion of the bosonic field. The symbol Ωq denotes the absolute value of the boson energy. In order to carry out the
finite-temperature calculation, we need to rotate the real frequencies in the above equations to imaginary Matsubara frequencies,
ω → iωn = (2n+1)π/T,Ω→ iΩn = 2nπ/T with T the temperature. The boson contribution to the self-energy can be written
as:

Σab(iωn,k) =
1

β

∑
Ωm,q,c,d

λack,k+qGcd(iωn + iΩm,k + q)λdbk+q,kD(iΩm,q) (S14)

=
1

β

∑
Ωm,q,s,s′,c,d

1

2Ωq
λack,k+q

Bcd,s(k + q)

iωn + iΩm + s|εk+q|
λdbk+q,k

s′C

iΩm − s′Ωq
(S15)

= −
∑

q,s,s′,c,d

1

2Ωq
λack,k+qBcd,s(k + q)λdbk+q,k

nB(s′Ωq) + nF (−s|εk+q|)
s′Ωq + iωn + s|εk+q|

s′C, (S16)

where nB(z) = [coth(zβ/2) − 1]/2, nF (z) = [1 − tanh(zβ/2)]/2 are the Bose and Fermi distributions and β = 1/T . To go
back to real frequency, we plug in iωn → ω + i0+. The NH part is only non-vanishing when the denominator is zero:

iΣ̃Rab(ω,k)

π
=

∑
q,s,s′,c,d

s′C

2Ωq
λack,k+qBcd,s(k + q)λdbk+q,k [nB(s′Ωq) + nF (−s|εk+q|)] δ(s′Ωq + ω + s|εk+q|) (S17)

=
∑

q,s,s′,c,d

s′C

4Ωq
λack,k+qBcd,s(k + q)λdbk+q,k

[
s′ coth

(
Ωqβ

2

)
+ s tanh

(
|εk+q|β

2

)]
(S18)

× δ(s′Ωq + ω + s|εk+q|). (S19)

Let ω → 0 and focus on the self-energy around the gapless point εk∗ = 0. The Majorana energy is described by εk∗+q = vF q.
The Dirac-δ function is non-vanishing only for s = −s′. Notice that if the boson is gapless at q = 0, the phase space for
decaying channels vanishes at ω = 0. The above function either vanishes or can have singular behaviours near zero frequency
around the Dirac point k∗ [68]. To avoid this, we may consider gapped bonsons, such as optical phnons, whose energy can
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be approximated by a constant Ωq = ∆b for small q. The integral along the radius of q can be carried easily and the NH
components of the self-energy are approximated in the Dirac-cone limit by

iΣ̃Rab(0,k∗) =
∑
s,c,d

∫
dθ

C

16v2
Fπ

λack∗,qθBcd,s(qθ)λ
db
qθ,k∗

[
coth

(
∆bβ

2

)
− tanh

(
∆bβ

2

)]
=

C ′ab
exp(∆bβ)− exp(−∆bβ)

(S20)

C ′ab =
∑
c

∫
dθ

C

4v2
Fπ

λack∗,qθλ
cb
qθ,k∗

= −
∑
c

∫
dθ

C

4v2
Fπ

λack∗,qθ (λ
bc
k∗,qθ

)∗, (S21)

where qθ = k∗ + êθ∆b/vF with ê the unit vector of angle θ with respect to the x-axis and we make use of the relation∑
sBcd,s = δcd and Hermiticity of λabk,q.
We need to find out the phonon-spin interaction vertex λabk,q that can generate non-trivial NH self-energy. A spin-spin in-

teraction can be generally written as
∑

r1,α,··· Jα,β,···(r1, r2 · · · )σαr1σ
β
r2 · · · . At the equilibrium position rj = r

(0)
j , we should

have Jα,β,···(r
(0)
1 , r

(0)
2 · · · ) = 0 except for those J belonging to the Kitaev interaction. The bosons are coupled to the spin via∑

r,r1,α,··· Λα,β,···(r, r1, r2 · · · )φ(r)σαr1σ
β
r2 · · · . At low energy, the most relevant spin-spin interactions are those not creating a

flux excitations. The Majorana-boson vertex is obtained by project these expressions to the zero-flux sector. The simplest one
is to couple the boson to the nearest-neighbour Kitaev interaction. This gives in the Majorana representation an off-diagonal
component λ12

k∗,qθ
= −(λ21

qθ,k∗
)∗. The NH self-energy thus has components Σ̃11 ∼

∫
dθ|λ12

k∗,qθ
|2 and Σ̃22 ∼

∫
dθ|λ21

k∗,qθ
|2.

When we have inversion symmetry, λabk+q,k = λba−k−q,−k, the terms Σ̃11 and Σ̃22 are equal as expected from the symmetry
transformation of the self-energy. We can also prove this explicitly using the transformation |λ21

k∗,qθ
| = |λ12

−k∗,−qθ | = |λ
12
k∗,qθ

|.
To break inversion symmetry, we may consider the situation when the bosons couples differently to the two orbitals in the hon-
eycomb lattice. As inversion transformation needs to swap the two orbitals, such a coupling would break inversion symmetry.
In this situation, we can have different Σ̃11 and Σ̃22 and therefore obtain an exceptional ring. Using the notation in Eq. (S11),
we can express their difference as

d̃z(k∗) =
Σ̃11(0,k∗)− Σ̃22(0,k∗)

2
=

∑
l1,l2,l′1,l

′
2

C
(
λ12
l1,l2

λ12
l′1,l
′
2
− λ12

l2,l1
λ12
l′2,l
′
1

)
16v2

F sinh (∆bβ)
cos[k∗ · (l1 − l2 + l′2 − l′1)]J0

(
∆b

vF
|l2 − l′2|

)
,

(S22)
where J0 is the zeroth Bessel’s function.

In order to obtain exceptional points, we need to further consider multiple-spin interactions. A three-spin interaction σxj σ
y
kσ

z
l

translates to ψ1,jψ1,k and ψ2,jψ2,k in the Majorana representation. This may be obtained by considering what terms a time-
reversal symmetry interaction can generate in the zero-flux sector. These terms contribute diagonal components λ11

k∗,qθ
and λ22

k,q

to the phonon-Majorana couplings. To break inversion symmetry, we may set only λ11
k∗,qθ

non-zero. When they are mixed with
the nearest-neighbour contributions, we can have iΣ̃12 ∼

∫
dθ(λ11

k∗,qθ
λ12
qθ,k∗

) and iΣ̃21 ∼
∫
dθ(λ21

k∗,qθ
λ11
qθ,k∗

). This form of
self-energy would admit exceptional points. However, notice that time-reversal symmetry has now been broken. A gap can
be opened with the same order of magnitude Σ̄11 ∼ |λ11λ21|. There is a competition between the band attraction due to the
non-trivial NH self-energy and gap opening coming from the Hermitian self-energy. We need to choose the parameters carefully
so that the NH components prevail in order to observe the exceptional points. In practice, we may mix several time-reversal
breaking terms together so that their sum for d̄z becomes minimal compared to the non-trivial NH components.

An example of gapped bosons is the optical phonon. A possible way to break inversion symmetry is to give the ions at the
two orbitals different masses, which is actually a very natural assumption for the existence of optical phonons. Then the normal
mode of the optical phonon couples different to the spins at the two in-equivalent orbitals. This breaks inversion symmetry and
is possible to generate exceptional rings or exceptional points.

D. Self-consistent Born calculation

We use the self-consistent Born approximation to evaluate the self-energy brought by uncorrelated next-to-nearest neighbor
(NNN) hopping terms. The disorder is parameterized by

V̂ =
∑
r,l,a,b

iVab,l(r)ψa(r + l)ψb(r). (S23)
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We explicit mark that the disorder is along a link of direction l from Majorana b to Majorana a and particle-hole symmetry tells
us Vab,l(r) = −Vba,−l(r + l). We assume translationally invariant disorders and the disorder correlation function is given by

〈Vab,l(r)Vcd,l′(r
′)〉 = −〈Vab,l(r)Vdc,−l′(r

′ + l′)〉 = −〈Vba,−l(r + l)Vcd,l′(r
′)〉 = 〈Vba,−l(r + l)Vdc,−l′(r

′ + l′)〉
= δl+l′F

l
abcd(r− r′ + l)− δl−l′F l

abdc(r− r′) = δl+l′F
−l
badc(r− r′ + l)− δl−l′F−lbacd(r− r′). (S24)

In the second line, the correlation symbol F l
abcd has the property F l

abcd(r) = F−lbadc(r). The two expressions in the second
line correspond to two ways of marking the disorder: we can choose the direction of hopping to be along either l or −l. The
uncorrelated disorder restricts that only the disorder potentials acting on the same link (a, r + l) − (b, r) have non-vanishing
dipole moment, F l

abcd(r) = F lδadδbcδ(r) with F l ≤ 0. In coordinate space, we have

Σab(ω, r, r
′) =

∑
c,l,d,l′

〈Vac,l(r− l)Vdb,l′(r
′)〉Gcd(ω, r− l, r′ + l′). (S25)

In the above equation, we sum each bond disorder twice, i.e. including both ±l terms. This accounts for the fact that both the
two Majorana operators in iVab,l(r)ψa(r + l)ψb(r) contribute to the equation of motion, unlike complex fermions. Using the
correlation function of the disorder, the Majorana self-energy satisfies the self-consistent equation

Σab(ω,k) = −
∑
cd,k′,l

F l
acdb(k− k′)Gcd(ω,k

′) +
∑
cd,k′,l

e−i(k+k′)·lF l
acbd(k− k′)Gcd(ω,k

′), (S26)

As before, we need to sum both directions of a link l and −l in the above equation. The first summation in the above equation is
the usual convolution result for a fermionic system. It comes from the disorder correlation with links along reciprocal directions.
In the second sum, the links in the disorder correlation function take the same direction and there is an explicit k dependence
even if the disorder is uncorrelated.

The above matrix equation can be expressed as a multi-variable integral equation in terms of d0,d. A numerical solution
can be obtained by iteration. For NNN uncorrelated disorders, the integral equation takes a simple form and is solvable under
the Dirac-cone approximation. In this situation, the disorder correlation function is a constant in momentum space has only the
(1111) component F l

1111(k) = Fδl,±a1
, where a1 is a lattice vector. The momentum scale we consider is much smaller than

the reciprocal lattice so that we can further approximate the phase with their values at the Dirac point exp[−i(k + k′) · l] '
exp(±i2k∗ · a1) in Eq. (S26), where the Dirac point position is k∗ = (2π/3, 2π/

√
3)/a. Linearizing the Hamiltonian near the

Dirac point by redefining k− k∗ → k, we parameterize the self-energy and the Green’s function as

H0(k) + ΣR(ω,k) =

 Σ1(ω)− iτ vx · k− ivy · k

vx · k + ivy · k −iτ

 , GR11 =
ω + iτ

[ω − Σ1(ω) + iτ ](ω + iτ)− [(vx · k)2 + (vy · k)2]
,

(S27)
where the velocity are given by vx/y = ∂kdx/y(k) at the Dirac point and τ is a lifetime represented by an imaginary identity
operator. At the isotropic point Jx = Jy = Jz , we can put vx ⊥ vy and |vx| = |vy| = v. Plugging the above expression into
the self-consistent equation, we obtain

Σ1(ω) = −
∑
k′

3(ω + iτ)F

[ω − Σ1(ω) + iτ ](ω + iτ)− v2k′2
(S28)

After integrating out the angular part, the expression becomes

Σ1(ω) =
3(ω + iτ)F

4πv2
ln

(
Λ

Z

)
, Z = ω2 − [Σ1(ω)− 2iτ ]ω − iτ [Σ1(ω)− iτ ], (S29)

where Λ is the cutoff of the Dirac-cone approximation (unit ω2). Notice that in the continuum Dirac model, F now takes the
unit ω2/k2. This is a transcendental equation for Σ1(ω). The logarithm has to be taken with caution as the integral is in general
performed on the complex plane. At ω = 0, we can take Σ1(0) to be purely imaginary and solve it numerically. For small τ , we
expect Σ1(0) to be proportional to the square of the disorder strength. We verify that it admits a physical solution for various
parameters chosen in Fig S1. The ratio between the imaginary parts of dz and d0 is also obtained.

We also comment on the impact of the linear part (∼ ω) in the self-energy in Eq. (S29). At low frequencies, the linear term
contributes a part wω to the self-energy. This contribution can be eliminated by renormalizing all physical quantities related to
orbital 1. We should insertHeff

11 → Heff
11 /(1−w) andHeff

12 → Heff
12 /
√

1− w,Heff
21 → Heff

21 /
√

1− w. The eigenvalues of Green’s
function will be decided by this further modified effective Hamiltonian. Meanwhile, this renormalization also changes the weight
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FIG. S1. (a) The imaginary part of Σ1(0) as a function of different disorder strength square F (unit ω2/k2) from self-consistent Born+Dirac-
cone approximation. (b) The ratio between the imaginary parts of d vectors as a function of the disorder strength.

of the quasiparticles at the corresponding poles of the Green’s function. For small w, we can neglect such renormalization. But
for a sufficient strong exceptional rings, w is of the same order as Im dz/Im d0 and the renormalization is in principal not
negligible. Especially, for the parameters taken in Fig S1, the linear term can suppress a non-negligible part of Im dz . A more
systematic way to study the effects of the linear term would be to treat the equation of motion for the Green’s function as a
generalized eigenvalue question. We will leave this to future study.

E. The spin-spin correlation function

In the presence of Heisenberg interactions VH =
∑
〈jk〉 σj · σk and cross term Vc = Jc

∑
αβγ

∑
〈jk〉α(σβj σ

γ
k + σγj σ

β
k ),

the spin operator would be mixed with the low-energy Majoranas directly without exciting a flux. In this situation, there is an
additional contributing to the spin operator, given by σ̃αj ∼

∑
βγ iε

αβγcj+βcj+γ , where cj+β denotes the Majorana connected
to cj via β bond. For simplicity we look at σ̃z . On the sublattice site 1, it is given by σ̃zj ∼ icj+a1cj+a2 and on the sublattice
site 2 it’s σ̃zj ∼ icj−a1cj−a2 . In momentum space, this becomes σ̃z(q) ∼

∑
k ic2,q−kc2,k exp[iq · a1 + i(a2 − a1) · k] at site 1

and σ̃z(q) ∼
∑

k ic1,q−kc1,k exp[−iq · a1 + i(a1 − a2) · k] at site 2, where a1,2 are the lattice constants. As the Majoranas are
not direct detectable, we need to consider the spin-spin correlation function χzz(t,q) = −iθ(t)〈[σ̃z(t,q), σ̃z(0,−q)]〉. It has
contributions from both the Z2 flux degrees of freedom and the Majorana degrees of freedom. At low energies, we only need to
consider the Majorana part given by

χ(11)
zz (t,q) =

∑
k1,k2

iθ(t) 〈[ψ2,−k1+q(t)ψ2,k1
(t), ψ2,−k2−q(0)ψ2,k2

(0)]〉 ei(a2−a1)·(k1+k2) (S30)

We use the following expression to translate the Green’s function into the spectral function:

GRab(ω,k) =

∫
dν

Aab(ν,k)

ω − ν + i0+
, Gab(iω,k) =

∫
dν
Aab(ν,k)

iω − ν
. (S31)

The spin correlation function is similar to a density-density correlation function for Majoranas and can be expressed through the
Lindhard formula (here we neglect corrections brought by collective excitation for the underlying interacting system):

χ(11)
zz (Ω,q)

Ω+i0+→iΩ
=

∑
k,ω

G22(iω + iΩ,k + q)G22(iω,k)(1− ei(a2−a1)·(2k+q))

iΩ→Ω+i0+

=
∑
k

∫
dν1dν2

nF (ν1)− nF (ν2)

ν1 − ν2 − (Ω + i0+)
A22(ν1,k + q)A22(ν2,k)(1− ei(a2−a1)·(2k+q)), (S32)

where we omit a constant part of the density that only contributes at q = 0. In the above integral, when the frequency is
continuously tuned, the variation in χ comes from a window of width T near zero energy, |ν1|, |ν2| ∼ T . A convenient
to visualise this is to measure Im χ. We need a bit techniques to separate this part out from (S32), where the phase factor
exp[i(a2− a1)(2k+q)] can bring extra complications. The PH symmetry tells Aab(ν,k) = Aba(−ν,−k). Using this property
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we can combine the two PH copies to make the phase factor exp[i(a2 − a1)(2k + q)] real. So after doing replacement k →
k− q/2, we have:

Im χ(11)
zz (Ω,q) =

∑
k

∫
dνπ[nF (ν + Ω)− nF (ν)]A22

(
ν + Ω,k +

q

2

)
A22

(
ν,k− q

2

)
[1− cos[2(a2 − a1) · k)]] . (S33)

The factor [nF (ν + Ω)− nF (ν)] is only non-vanishing for |ν| < Ω + T . At zero temperature T = 0, we can limit −Ω < ν < 0
in the integral. For small Ω, as the spectral function is now broadened by NH terms and becomes more continuous, we may
further approximate

Im χ(11)
zz (Ω,q)

Ω→0' −Ωπ
∑
k

A22

(
Ω

2
,k +

q

2

)
A22

(
−Ω

2
,k− q

2

)
[1− cos[2(a2 − a1) · k)]] . (S34)

This equation is non-vanishing for q connecting two points on nonzero regions of Aab(ω,k).
Similarly, the the spin-spin spectral function at 22 sublatice sites is given by

Im χ(22)
zz (Ω,q) =

∑
k

∫
dνπ[nF (ν + Ω)− nF (ν)]A11

(
ν + Ω,k +

q

2

)
A11

(
ν,k− q

2

)
[1− cos[2(a2 − a1) · k)]] .. (S35)

For the 12 sublatice sites, the spin-spin correlation function itself is not Hermitian and we do a symmetrical combination. This
makes it Hermitian and we can compute as below

Im [χ(12)
zz (Ω,q) + χ(21)

zz (Ω,q)] =
∑
k

∫
dνπ[nF (ν + Ω)− nF (ν)]

[
A21

(
ν + Ω,k +

q

2

)
A12

(
ν,k− q

2

)
ei(a2+a1)·q

× (e2i(a2−a1)·k − 1) + c.c.
]
. (S36)

The averaged spin-spin correlation function is given by summing over the above four components:

Im χzz(Ω,q) =
1

4

∑
ab

Im χ(ab)
zz (Ω,q). (S37)

The spin-spin correlation function vanishes linearly as Ω→ 0 for small momentum. In this limit, we have

Im χzz(Ω,q)

Ω
'− π

4

∑
k

{[
A22

(
Ω

2
,k +

q

2

)
A22

(
−Ω

2
,k− q

2

)
+A11

(
Ω

2
,k +

q

2

)
A11

(
−Ω

2
,k− q

2

)]
[1

− cos[2(a2 − a1) · k)]] +

[
A21

(
Ω

2
,k +

q

2

)
A12

(
−Ω

2
,k− q

2

)
ei(a2+a1)·q(e2i(a2−a1)·k − 1) + c.c.

]}
.

(S38)

According to the Lindhard formula (S32), the spin structure factor tells us for what total energy and momentum (Ω,q) can
a pair of quasiparticle and quasihole be excited. A effective dispersion of those quasiparticles is described by how peaks of
Aab(ω, ) in frequency ω moves with respect to the momentum k. In the Dirac fermion situation, at small (Ω,q) we would
expect that Im χzz(Ω,q) is only non-vanishing for Ω > vF q as shown in the main text. For the Fermi arcs, its contour in
A(ω,k) is biased and anisotropic at finite frequency (see figure in main text). This gives a very anisotropic effective dispersion
and leads to the anisotropic result in the spin structure.

F. Kitaev model with random magnetic field

In this section we use perturbation theory to derive the Majorana model with second-neighbor bond disorder from the Kitaev
honeycomb magnet with random magnetic field. Following Ref. 47, let us add the term

V = −
∑
j

(
hxj σ

x
j + hyjσ

y
j + hzjσ

z
j

)
(S39)
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where hαj is the random variable corresponding to the α component of the magnetic field on site j. In the following we consider
zero mean, independent, isotropic random field, however, we allow the magnetic field fluctuations to be different on the A and
B sublattices:

Var(hαj ) =

{
σ2
A if j ∈ A,
σ2
B if j ∈ B.

(S40)

We perform quasi-degenerate perturbation theory restricted to the vortex-free sector. The first order correction vanishes, while
the second order effective Hamiltonian contributes to the nearest-neighbor hoppings in the Majorana Hamiltonian

H
(2)
eff ≈

i

∆

∑
〈j,k〉α

hαj h
α
kσ

α
j σ

α
k =

i

∆

∑
〈j,k〉α

hαj h
α
k cjck (S41)

where 〈j, k〉α runs over nearest neighbor bonds of α orientation. Here we made the approximation of replacing the Green’s
function with the projector on the two-vortex sector divided by the gap to the state with two adjacent vortices ∆ ≈ 0.27|J | in
the isotropic case. For the type of disorder we consider, this amounts to adding an uncorrelated (though not fully independent)
noise with unn = σAσB/∆ standard deviation to the nearest neighbor hoppings.

At third order we find

H
(3)
eff ≈ −

1

∆2

∑
j,k,l

hxjh
y
kh

z
l σ

x
j σ

y
kσ

z
l (S42)

where the sites j, k, l are either three consecutive sites around a plaquette, or three nearest neighbors of a central site. The second
case corresponds to a four-majorana term and is irrelevant. The first case results in a next-nearest-neighbor quadratic term

H
(3)
eff ≈ −

i

∆2

∑
〈〈j,k,l〉〉αβγ

hαj h
β
kh

γ
l cjcl (S43)

where 〈〈j, k, l〉〉αβγ corresponds to three sites such that j and k are connected by an α bond, k and l by a γ bond and β is
different from both. This results in uncorrelated random second neighbor hoppings with standard deviation uAA = σ2

AσB/∆
2

for hoppings between A sublattice sites and uBB = σAσ
2
B/∆

2 for hoppings between B sublattice sites.
The resulting random variables are pairwise uncorrelated, but have higher order correlations. In the numerical calculations

we neglect these, and generate the nearest-neighbor noise from the product of two Gaussians drawn independently for every
bond. Similarly for the second neighbor noise we use products of three independent Gaussians. As the self-consistent Born
approximation is only sensitive to the second moments of the disorder distributions, the values of F l are simply the variances of
the hopping amplitudes on bonds corresponding to l.

G. Numerical results for disorder-averaged Green’s functions

We support the results obtained from self-consistent Born approximation with numerical calculations on finite disordered
systems, finding good agreement between the two approaches. In Fig. 2 we compare the single-particle spectral functions for a
cut across the exceptional ring obtained from SCBA and disordered numerics.

All results were calculated for the isotropic model with Jx = Jy = Jz = J = 1, and we plot energies in units of J
throughout the manuscript. For the figures in the main text and Figs. S3, S4 we use random magnetic field σA = J and
σB = (0.27/4)J = 0.0675J , which corresponds to nearest neighbor bond disorder with standard deviation unn = 0.25J and
second neighbor bond disorders uAA ≈ 0.926J , uBB = 0.0625J , and we use τ = Im ω = 0.02J . To demonstrate that the
exceptional rings persist for magnetic disorder that has magnitude smaller than the two-vortex gap, we repeated the calculation
with σA = J/2 and τ = Im ω = 0.1J , all other parameters unchanged, shown in Fig. S2.

We also compare the effective Hamiltonians Heff = H0 + ΣR =
(
GR
)−1

, where we evaluate the self-energy and the Green’s
function at Re ω = 0. The effective Hamiltonian becomes complex, with two complex eigenvalues Ẽ±, and we plot the real and
imaginary gaps in Fig. S3 for the above parameters.

In the numerical calculations we use the Kwant software package [69] to construct the Hamiltonians for large disordered
samples with periodic boundary conditions. We use the Kernel Polynomial Method [54, 55] to approximate the retarded Green’s
function GR(ω) = (ω − H)−1 where Im ω > 0, and H is the non-interacting tight-binding Majorana Hamiltonian written
in real space for a finite sample with quasiperiodic boundary conditions. This allows fast evaluation of matrix elements of the
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Im(Ẽ+ − Ẽ−)
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FIG. S2. Real (left) and imaginary (right) part of the gap obtained from self-consistent Born approximation with modified parameters σA =
J/2 and τ = 0.1J .
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0.0

0.5

0.0

0.2

FIG. S3. Real ((a) and (c)) and imaginary ((b) and (d)) part of the gap in the effective Hamiltonian near theK point obtained from disordered
numerics ((a) and (b)) and self-consistent Born approximation ((c) and (d)). The real gap vanishes inside, the imaginary gap outside the
exceptional ring.

Green’s function between normalized plane wave states |k, a〉, which are only nonzero on the a sublattice/orbital. We use the
self-averaging property, which states that taking such matrix elements in sufficiently large systems converges to the disorder-
averaged Green’s function:

〈GRab(ω,k)〉dis ≈ 〈k, a|GR(ω) |k, b〉 . (S44)

For the numerical results shown here we achieve self-averaging by using systems with 2× 104 sites.
We calculate the density of states (DoS) from the real space Green’s function as ρ(ω) = − 1

π Im TrGR(ω). We use Fermi
liquid theory to obtain the specific heat, setting the chemical potential to zero:

c =
du

dT
=

d

dT

∫ ∞
−∞

ωρ(ω)f(T, ω)dω, (S45)

where f is the Fermi-Dirac distribution. Using the Sommerfeld expansion, and using the fact that particle-hole symmetry forces
ρ to be an even function, we find

c

kB
=
π2

3
ρ(0) kBT +

7π4

30

d2ρ

dω2
(0) (kBT )3 +O

(
(kBT )5

)
, (S46)
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(Ẽ

+
(ω

0
)
−
Ẽ
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FIG. S4. Real (top) and imaginary (bottom) part of the gap in the effective Hamiltonian with τ = 0.02 obtained from self-consistent Born
approximation. The exceptional rings are visible at the K and K′ points of the Brillouin zone.

showing that the sign of the lowest order (cubic) deviation from the linear temperature dependence of the specific heat is
determined by the second derivative of the DoS at zero frequency. Note that this calculation assumes that the DoS is analytic
at ω = 0, which is not satisfied in the clean Dirac cone limit where ρ(ω) ∝ |ω|, resulting in a quadratic specific heat at lowest
order.
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