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We uncover the very rich graph topology of generic bounded non-Hermitian spectra, distinct from
the topology of conventional band invariants and complex spectral winding. The graph configura-
tion of complex spectra are characterized by the algebraic structures of their corresponding energy
dispersions, drawing new intimate links between combinatorial graph theory, algebraic geometry
and non-Hermitian band topology. Spectral graphs that are conformally related belong to the same
equivalence class, and are characterized by emergent symmetries not necessarily present in the phys-
ical Hamiltonian. The simplest class encompasses well-known examples such as the Hatano-Nelson
and non-Hermitian SSH models, while more sophisticated classes represent novel multi-component
models with interesting spectral graphs resembling stars, flowers, and insects. With recent rapid
advancements in metamaterials, ultracold atomic lattices and quantum circuits, it is now feasible
to not only experimentally realize such esoteric spectra, but also investigate the non-Hermitian flat
bands and anomalous responses straddling transitions between different spectral graph topologies.

Introduction.– Topological classification plays an indis-
pensable role in modern condensed matter physics, iden-
tifying the intrinsic robustness in ionic compounds [1, 2]
and engineered metamaterial platforms like photonic [3,
4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12], mechanical [13, 14, 15, 16, 18,
19, 20] and electrical setups [21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27,
28, 29, 30, 31].

Conventionally, topological classification pertains to
the classification of eigenstate windings, specifically the
topology of the mapping between the Brillouin zone
(BZ) and and the target state space. This notion of
topology underscores all topological insulators [32, 33,
34, 35, 36, 37, 38, 39], higher-order topological insula-
tors [40, 41, 42, 43, 44] and indeed practically all Her-
mitian topological lattices, symmetry-protected or oth-
erwise. The accompanying topological invariant is con-
nected to a quantized observable such as Hall conductiv-
ity [32, 33, 34, 45, 46, 47] [48], which is as such protected
from continuously degrading.

In this work, we focus on a different type of topology,
namely the spectral graph topology, that is found to be
far more intricate and exotic than conventional Z or Z2

topological [33, 49] classes. As presented in Fig 1c, the
energy spectra of various bounded non-Hermitian lattices
take on a kaleidoscope of interestingly shapes resembling
stars, flowers or even insects, consisting of lines or curves
that connect spectral vertices in all imaginable ways.
Compared to eigenstate (Fig. 1a) or exceptional point
(Fig. 1b) [50, 51, 52, 53, 54, 55, 56, 57, 58, 59, 60, 61, 62]
topology which are represented by homotopy windings,
the planar graph topology of these non-Hermitian spec-
tra can be much more sophisticated, encoding arbitrarily
complicated connectivity structures. Indeed, the num-
ber of distinct planar graphs with N branching vertices
scales rapidly as [63] ∼ N−7/2γNN ! with γ ≈ 27.27, and
no single topological invariant can unambiguously distin-
guish between two different graphs.

Figure 1. Conventionally, topology typically refers to the
winding number either (a) in the state space or (b) around
the exceptional point (EP) branch cut (BC). (c) This work
uncovers the very intricate graph topology of the spectra of
non-Hermitian bounded lattices, which originates from (d)
the intersections of its inverse skin depth solution surfaces
|κi(E)|.

Just like how conventional eigenstate topology mani-
fests as linear response quantization, topological transi-
tions between different spectral graphs physically man-
ifest as linear response kinks. This is because different
parts of the eigenstates get to mix abruptly when at tran-
sitions between different graph configurations, resulting
in enigmatic gapped marginal transitions with no Hermi-
tian analog [64]. In the simplest cases, such transitions
have also been associated with Berry curvature disconti-
nuities [65]. Since real experimental setups are almost al-
ways finite and bounded, the requirement of open bound-
ary conditions (OBCs) do not diminish the physical sig-
nificance of spectral graph topology.

Deep mathematical relationships exist between the
spectral graph topology of a system and the algebro-
geometric properties of its energy-momentum dispersion.
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As elaborated shortly, the dispersion can be written as
a bivariate Laurent polynomial P (E, z), where E and
z = eik are the energy and complex exponentiated mo-
mentum respectively. In lattices with multiple com-
ponents (bands) or hoppings, the OBC spectral graph
quickly become very intricate [66], and P (E, z) becomes
a “fingerprint” of the set of its possible graph topologies.
This correspondence survives under conformal transfor-
mations in the complex energy, which is a vast group of
symmetries tying together otherwise unrelated Hamilto-
nians. In charting out the classification table for distinct
graph topologies, we also uncover emergent symmetries
absent in the original Hamiltonian, leading to alterna-
tive avenues for engineering real non-Hermitian spectra
beyond PT symmetry [28, 67, 68, 69, 70, 71, 72, 73]
Spectral graphs from energy dispersions. – Under OBCs,
the spectrum of generic non-Hermitian lattices collapse
into straight lines or curves [74, 75, 76] that join to form a
planar graph made up of stars and loops [Figs. 1c, 2a-f].
To understand why, we first highlight the fundamental
role played by the dispersion relation

P (E, z) = Det[H(z)− E I] = 0, (1)

which is the characteristic polynomial of the Hamiltonian
H(z), z = eik. In an unbounded periodic crystal, the
spectrum is simply the set of E satisfying P (E, eik) = 0
for real momenta k ∈ [0, 2π). However, under OBCs, this
is not the case since k no longer indexes the eigenstates
due to broken translation symmetry. Yet, because the
bulk is still translation invariant, any eigenstate must be
composed of eigensolutions of Bloch-like form, character-
ized by complex instead of real momenta k. The imagi-
nary part of the momentum Im(k) represents spatial de-
cay rate (since |eikx| ∼ e−(Imk)x), and is also known as
the inverse skin depth [65, 70, 73, 74, 75, 76, 76, 77, 78,
79, 80, 81, 82, 83, 84, 85, 86, 87, 88, 89, 90, 91, 92, 93, 94]

In particular, for an eigenstate to satisfy OBCs, it must
simultaneously vanish at both ends, and that requires it
to be a superposition of degenerate eigensolutions with
equal skin depths [95][96]. As a consequence, the OBC
spectrum consists [97] of the set of energies E ∈ {Ē}
that satisfy P (Ē, z) = 0, and which are simultaneously
degenerate in both E and Im k = − log |z|.

Interpreted geometrically, these conditions imply that
OBC eigenenergies must lie on a planar graph: On the
complex E plane, solutions to P (E, z) = 0 that are de-
generate in both E and Im k = − log |z| can be visual-
ized geometrically as the intersections of Im k surfaces.
Intersections of two Im k surfaces trace out curves i.e.
graph edges, while intersections of three or more Im k
surfaces produce branch points i.e. spectral graph ver-
tices [Fig. 1d]. Together, these intersection loci trace
out a planar spectral graph on the complex plane. Note
that if P (E, z) is of degree p in z, there exist p surfaces
of Im k everywhere due to the fundamental theorem of
algebra [98]. Indeed, the OBC spectral graph depends

Figure 2. Elementary illustrative OBC spectral graphs Ē:
(a) real spectral line segment of the Hatano-Nelson model ; (b)
hyperbola spectral segments of the non-Hermitian SSH model
with |µ| > |t|; (c) 5-pronged star for F (E) = E and a = 3,
b = 2; (d) Two deformed 3-stars from the OBC spectrum of
H2-band

2,1 with a = 2, b = 1 and F (E) = 2 − E2; (e-f) Looped
spectral graphs from Eq. 3, with (e) G(E) = E2 + 0.7E,
F (E) = E3 and (f) G(E) = E4 + 0.7E3, F (E) = E6.

solely on the algebraic form of P (E, z); the exact form of
the Hamiltonian H(z) is inconsequential. This is actu-
ally already the case in Hermitian lattices - bulk bands
are computed from the dispersion relation P (E, z) = 0,
and not explicitly from H(z) per se. What is unique and
interesting in the non-Hermitian context is the key role
played by Im k solution surfaces across the entire com-
plex E plane, not just points satisfying P (E, z) = 0.

To understand how P (E, z) determines the possible
spectral graphs Ē, we first mention two important sym-
metries that greatly simply their distinct classification.
Firstly, all Hamiltonians related by a translation of imag-
inary momentumH(k)→ H(k+iκ) i.e. real-space rescal-
ing c†x → c†xe

−κx possess [74] identical OBC spectra Ē.
This is because Ē depends on the intersections of Im k
surfaces, which cannot change if all solution surfaces are
translated by an equal amount κ. As such, all polynomi-
als related by rescalings of z i.e. P (E, z) → P (E, e−κz)
correspond to the same set of Ē, allowing for the nor-
malization of the coefficients of z (hopping amplitudes)
without loss of generality.

Secondly, different P (E, z) related by a conformal map-
ping of E possess OBC spectra Ē related by the same
mapping i.e. if P ′(E, z) = P (f(E), z), then Ē′ = f(Ē).
In other words, when classifying P (E, z), one only needs
to consider the simplest functional dependencies on E.

Elementary examples.– To facilitate our spectral graph
classification through P (E, z), we first examine the few
simplest examples with analytically known OBC spectra.

• P (E, z) = F (E)−
(
z + z−1

)
.

This simplest case can be written in the separable form
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F (E) = z+z−1, where F (E) is solely dependent on E,
and the right hand side depends only on z. It encom-
passes the two most well-known non-Hermitian lattice
models: the Hatano-Nelson and non-Hermitian SSH
Models given by [77, 99, 100] HHN(z) = uz+vz−1, and
HSSH(z) = (t−µ+z)σ+ +(t+µ+z−1)σ− respectively.
For the single-component HHN, the energy eigenequa-
tion is E − (uz+ vz−1) = 0, which can be rewritten as
PHN(E, z) = E/

√
uv − (z + z−1) = 0 after letting z →√

u
v z and F (E) = EHN/

√
uv. For the 2-component

HSSH, we have E2 = (t−µ+z)(t+µ+z−1) = (t2−µ2+
1) + (t+µ)z+ (t−µ)z−1, which can also be written as

PSSH = FSSH(E)− (z + z−1) upon letting z → z
√

t+µ
t−µ

and defining FSSH(E) = (E2 + µ2 − t2 − 1)/
√
t2 − µ2.

Now, since z+z−1 is invariant under z ↔ z−1, it is dou-
bly degenerate when |z| = |eik| = 1. Thus the OBC
spectrum Ē is just given by F (Ē) = 2 cos k, k ∈ R.
For the Hatano-Nelson model, we thus have ĒHN =
2
√
uv cos k, which is a real line interval when

√
uv is

real (Fig. 2a). For HSSH, it is slightly more compli-

cated with ĒSSH = ±
√

1 + t2 − µ2 + 2
√
t2 − µ2 cos k,

which constitutes two mirror-imaged real line intervals
if t2 − µ2 is real, and two curved hyperbola segments
otherwise (Fig. 2b). As such, the spectral graphs HHN

and HSSH both correspond to the same dispersion class
P (E, z) = F (E) − (z + z−1), and are conformally re-
lated to each other.

• P (E, z) = F (E)−
(
za + z−b

)
.

Next up is the dispersion class F (E) = za+z−b, which
is still separable, but without z → z−1 symmetry. It
occurs when there are dissimilar hopping distances,
such as in Ha,b(z) = za + z−b, which contains hop-
pings of a/b sites to the left/right. A more sophisti-
cated example would be H2-band

2,1 (z) = (z−1 − 1)σ+ +
(z + z2 − 1)σ−, which corresponds to F (E) = 2 − E2

and a = 2, b = 1, and is the 1D precursor to a Chern
model without Hermitian limit [65].

By considering simultaneous rotations of F → Feiθ,
z → zeiφ, it can be shown that F (Ē) is a star with
(a+ b)-fold rotational symmetry (Fig. 2c). Via a con-
formal transform, this star may be mapped into mul-
tiple distorted stars, such as Ē2-band

2,1 (Fig. 2d).

• P (E, z) = G(E)z + z−1 − F (E).
This dispersion class is non-separable, containing a
mixed term G(E)z involving both E and z. It can arise
from intra-sublattice hoppings in a multi-component
model, such as the minimal model with nontrivial trace

HF (E)=E2,
G(E)=E

(z) =

(
rz 1/z
1 0

)
. (2)

In general, mixed terms pose challenges in the analytic
characterization of Ē, because they make the GBZ no-
toriously difficult to express explicitly. However, for

this specific ansatz P (E, z) = G(E)z + z−1 − F (E),
the OBC spectrum is exactly given by [95]

F (Ē)2 = η G(Ē), (3)

where η ∈ R. This gives star-like spectral graphs when
F (E) and G(E) are both monomials, but more eso-
teric looped topologies otherwise (Fig. 2e,f). Note that
Hamiltonians corresponding to particular F (E), G(E)
are not unique, see [95] for more examples.

Classification of Spectral graphs.– We are now ready to
analyze the spectral graph topology arising from much
more general energy dispersions

P (E, z) = Q(z) + r G(E)J(z)− F (E), (4)

which involve not just the sum of z and E-dependent
terms, but also their product. Representative examples
of such P (E, z) are given in Table I. As shown shortly,
their OBC spectral graphs depend intimately on their
polynomial degrees f = deg(F (E)), g = deg(G(E)),
j = deg(J(z)) and q± = deg(Q(z±1)). Notably, r, the
coefficient for the product term, can drive transitions
between graph topologies – see the final section of the
Supplementary [95] for an extensive array of examples.

While Eq. 4 admits no general analytical solution for
its Ē, we can comprehensively deduce its spectral graph
structure by separately examining its small and large E
limits. For definiteness, we specialize to

P (E, z) = zq+ +
1

zq−
+ r Eg zj − Ef , (5)

which is equivalent to many other realizations of Eq. 4
up to conformal transforms of E or rescalings of z.

When E → 0, we have P (E, z) ∼ Q(z)+r G(E)J(z) =
zq+ + z−q− + rEgzj , since g < f = dim(H) from the def-
inition P (E, z) = Det[H(z)− IE]. Clearly, the condition
P (E, z) = 0 is equivalent to that of the previously dis-
cussed P (E, z) = F (E)− (zq+ + z−q−), and we conclude
that for small |E|, the OBC spectrum forms a star with

NS = f(q+ + q−) (6)

rotationally symmetric branches centered at the origin.
Note that since Q(z) = Det[H(z)], NS is limited by
max(q+, q−) ≤ dim(H)range(H), where range(H) is the
maximal hopping distance.

At sufficiently large |E| and r, P (E, z) ∼ zq∓ +rEgzj−
Ef , where ∓ = −sgn(j). By considering simultaneous
phase rotations E → Eeiθ, z → zeiφ, one finds [95] that
Ē is 2π/NL rotation-symmetric, where

NL =
(q∓ + |j|)f − gq∓
GCD(q∓ + |j|, q∓)

. (7)

This emergent combination of NS and NL-fold rotational
symmetries can be employed for the design of new models
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Char. Poly. P (E, z) NS NL N` Symmetry Minimal Hamiltonian H(z) Spectral graph e.g.

(i) z2 + 1/z + r E z − E2 3 3 3 3-fold global, r-reflection

(
rz z2 + 1/z
1 0

)

(ii) z2 + 1/z + r E2 z − E4 6 6 6 6-fold global, reflection


0 rz 0 z2 + 1/z
1 0 0 0
0 1 0 0
0 0 1 0



(iii) z2 + 1/z + r E z − E3 3 5 0 None

0 rz z2 + 1/z
1 0 0
0 1 0



(iv) z3 + 1/z2 + r E z − E3 5 7 Depends on r None

0 rz z3 + 1/z2

1 0 0
0 1 0



(v) z2 + 1/z + r E2 z − E3 6 4 Depends on r None

rz 0 z2 + 1/z
1 0 0
0 1 0



(vi) z2 + 1/z + r E3 z − E4 9 5 3 r-reflection


rz 0 0 z2 + 1/z
1 0 0 0
0 1 0 0
0 0 1 0



Table I. Different forms of the canonical dispersion P (E, z) of Eq. 5 correspond to rich and diverse OBC spectral graphs Ē.
For each P (E, z), we can 1. associate a non-unique minimal Hamiltonian H(z), 2. identify emergent global symmetries of Ē
not necessary present in H(z), and 3. characterize its spectral graph topology with its number of branches NS ,NL and loops
N`, as well as its adjacency matrix. See the Supplement [95] for the latter as well as more examples with varying r.

with continua of real energy states [71], even when such
symmetry is not obvious from the Hamiltonian.

Armed with Eqs. 6 and 7, one can deduce the topology
of the entire spectral graph via the following heuristics:

1. At small |E| and large |E|, the OBC spectral graph
of P (E, z) have respectively NS and NL rotationally
symmetric branches centered at the origin. The rest
of the spectral graph interpolates between them.

2. Generally, the origin is the only branching point if
NL = NS (Table I(i)). An exception might occur if
the equal number of spectral branches at small and

large |E| are displaced by a small rotation angle. Ad-
ditional branches appear to connect these two regimes,
typically leading to a flower-like shape (Table I(ii)).

3. When NS < NL, additional disjointed or isolated
branches can appear at larger |E| (Table I(iii)). How-
ever, this condition alone does not guarantee the exis-
tence of isolated branches (Table I(iv) is connected).

4. Depending on the symmetry of P (E, z) under r → −r,
the spectral graph at sufficiently large ±r are either
identical, or mirror-reflected (r-reflection).

5. As we tune |r|, the number of rotationally symmet-
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ric branches interpolates between NL at large |r| and
f(q+ + q−) at small |r|, as exemplified in [95].

6. Sometimes, branches emanating from the origin may
join up into loops. This is especially common when
NS > NL (Table I(v) and I(vi)), but may also appear
when NS < NL (Table I(iv)).

The total number of loops N` is related to the number
of vertices V, branch segments E and disconnected spec-
tral graph components C via Euler’s formula on a planar
graph [101]: N` = C + E − V. Here V includes branch-
ing points as well as endpoints of branches - there are
usually NL of them, as showcased at the end of the Sup-
plement [95]. Consider Table I(iv), we have V = 13,
E = 14 and C = 1, and thus N` = 1 + 13− 11 = 2 loops.

All in all, the graph structure is revealed through two
different interpolations - that between small and large |E|
reveals the branching pattern for a particular P (E, z)
at large |r|, and further interpolating to r = 0 reveals
additional topological transitions. For each graph, one
may encode its topology by labeling its branching points
and constructing the adjacency matrix [95].
Discussion.– With much of physics controlled by the
competition between energetics and entropy, proper un-
derstanding of the energy spectrum structure is cen-
tral in explaining key optical, thermodynamic and elec-
tronic properties [102, 103, 104]. In this work, we
have uncovered that non-Hermitian spectra can present
far richer graph topologies than hitherto reported, with
their structure heuristically deducible from the disper-
sion equation P (E, z) (Table I). The simplest topologies
i.e. the P (E, z) = F (E) − (z + z−1) class have already
been experimentally measured in ultracold atomic lat-
tices [105, 106, 107] as well as photonic, mechanical and
electrical networks [18, 26, 85, 108]. Some of these se-
tups harbor the versatility to realize more sophisticated
topologies through larger unit cells and longer-ranged
couplings.

Mathematically, our characterization unveils new sym-
metries not present in the original Hamiltonian [83, 109,
110], and suggests new links between combinatorial graph
theory, algebraic geometry [111] and non-Hermitian band
topology [19, 88, 112, 113]. One open mathematical ques-
tion remains: For a given spectral graph topology, can
one always find a local parent Hamiltonian [114]?

Moving forward, exciting discoveries are expected in
the following two directions: (1) Multi-dimensional gen-
eralizations, since the interplay with hybrid higher-order
topology can lead to the spontaneously breaking of
symmetries in the spectral graphs, as the κ deforma-
tion affects topological and bulk modes differently [115].
(2) Introduction of interactions, which causes emer-
gent OBC flat bands from spectral graph transitions
to become highly susceptible to new many-body effects
that are potentially accessible in ultracold atomic se-
tups [107, 116, 117] and, more recently, quantum cir-

cuits [118, 119, 120, 121, 122] with monitored non-
unitary measurements [123, 124].
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[15] R. Süsstrunk and S. D. Huber, “Observation of
phononic helical edge states in a mechanical topologi-
cal insulator,” Science, vol. 349, no. 6243, pp. 47–50,
2015.

[16] L. M. Nash, D. Kleckner, A. Read, V. Vitelli, A. M.
Turner, and W. T. Irvine, “Topological mechanics of
gyroscopic metamaterials,” Proceedings of the National
Academy of Sciences, vol. 112, no. 47, pp. 14495–14500,
2015.

[17] C. H. Lee, G. Li, G. Jin, Y. Liu, and X. Zhang,
“Topological dynamics of gyroscopic and floquet lattices
from newton’s laws,” Physical Review B, vol. 97, no. 8,
p. 085110, 2018.

[18] A. Ghatak, M. Brandenbourger, J. van Wezel, and
C. Coulais, “Observation of non-hermitian topology and
its bulk–edge correspondence in an active mechanical
metamaterial,” Proceedings of the National Academy of
Sciences, vol. 117, no. 47, pp. 29561–29568, 2020.

[19] C. Scheibner, W. T. M. Irvine, and V. Vitelli, “Non-
hermitian band topology and skin modes in active elas-
tic media,” Phys. Rev. Lett., vol. 125, p. 118001, Sep
2020.

[20] J. Hou, Z. Li, X.-W. Luo, Q. Gu, and C. Zhang,
“Topological bands and triply degenerate points in non-
hermitian hyperbolic metamaterials,” Phys. Rev. Lett.,
vol. 124, p. 073603, Feb 2020.

[21] J. Ningyuan, C. Owens, A. Sommer, D. Schuster,
and J. Simon, “Time-and site-resolved dynamics in a
topological circuit,” Physical Review X, vol. 5, no. 2,
p. 021031, 2015.

[22] S. Imhof, C. Berger, F. Bayer, J. Brehm, L. W.
Molenkamp, T. Kiessling, F. Schindler, C. H. Lee,
M. Greiter, T. Neupert, et al., “Topolectrical-circuit re-
alization of topological corner modes,” Nature Physics,
vol. 14, no. 9, p. 925, 2018.

[23] T. Hofmann, T. Helbig, C. H. Lee, M. Greiter, and
R. Thomale, “Chiral voltage propagation and calibra-
tion in a topolectrical chern circuit,” Physical review
letters, vol. 122, no. 24, p. 247702, 2019.

[24] Y. Wang, H. M. Price, B. Zhang, and Y. Chong, “Cir-
cuit implementation of a four-dimensional topological
insulator,” Nature communications, vol. 11, no. 1, pp. 1–
7, 2020.

[25] N. A. Olekhno, E. I. Kretov, A. A. Stepanenko, P. A.
Ivanova, V. V. Yaroshenko, E. M. Puhtina, D. S.
Filonov, B. Cappello, L. Matekovits, and M. A. Gorlach,
“Topological edge states of interacting photon pairs em-
ulated in a topolectrical circuit,” Nature communica-
tions, vol. 11, no. 1, pp. 1–8, 2020.

[26] T. Helbig, T. Hofmann, S. Imhof, M. Abdelghany,
T. Kiessling, L. Molenkamp, C. Lee, A. Szameit,
M. Greiter, and R. Thomale, “Generalized bulk–
boundary correspondence in non-hermitian topolectri-
cal circuits,” Nature Physics, pp. 1–4, 2020.

[27] D. Zou, T. Chen, W. He, J. Bao, C. H. Lee, H. Sun,
and X. Zhang, “Observation of hybrid higher-order skin-
topological effect in non-hermitian topolectrical cir-
cuits,” Nature Communications, vol. 12, p. 7201, Dec

2021.
[28] A. Stegmaier, S. Imhof, T. Helbig, T. Hofmann, C. H.

Lee, M. Kremer, A. Fritzsche, T. Feichtner, S. Klembt,
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Supplementary Materials

In these supplementary sections, we aim to provide a self-contained detailed mathematical treatment of our clas-
sification results. It can be said that our general motivation here is to understand how to design and obtain open
boundary condition (OBC) spectra that are unprecedentedly beautiful and intricate, for instance like those in Fig. 2
of the main text.

Main sections:

1. Primer on the determination of non-Hermitian OBC spectra

2. Separable P (E, z)

3. Non-separable (E, z) with detailed analysis of symmetries and spectral graphs

4. Adjacency matrices of illustrative spectral graphs

5. Compendium of exotic spectra

PRIMER ON THE DETERMINATION OF NON-HERMITIAN OBC SPECTRA

First, let’s recall how the eigenenergy spectrum of a Hamiltonian H is determined in general. Under periodic
boundary conditions (PBCs), there is translational symmetry, and the eigensolutions are indexed by a momentum
index k. For a 1D system with L lattice sites, the PBC energy spectrum is simply given by the L values of E that
satisfies

P (E, z) = Det[H(z)− E I] = 0 (S1)

where z = eik, k ∈ {0, 2πL ,
4π
L , ...} and P (E, z) is the characteristic polynomial. However, under open boundary

conditions (OBCs), translational invariance is broken, and Bloch states indexed by real momenta k are no longer
eigenstates. Instead, in order to simultaneously satisfy the OBCs (vanishing of wavefunctions) at both ends, the OBC
eigenstate should be a superposition of two or more degenerate generalized Bloch solutions that also decay equally
fast. In other words, there should be at least two complex-deformed Bloch solutions of the same Im(k) but different
Re(k) at a particular point on the OBC spectrum. Mathematically, the OBC spectrum (which we denote as the set
of Ē points) is thus contained in the set of values of E which satisfies Eq. S1 for at least two different z with the same
|z| = e−Im(k). Since Im(k) determines the decay rate of the eigensolution via ∼ e−|Im(k)|x, the Im(k) solutions should
also be the smallest i.e. slowest decaying for a particular Re(k). This solution to Im(k) in terms of Re(k) defines the
generalized Brillouin zone (GBZ) [75, 79, 129]. κ = Im(k) is also called the inverse decay length or inverse skin depth.

Note that in Hermitian and reciprocal non-Hermitian lattices, there already exists two solutions to Eq. S1 for
Im(k) = 0. For the former, this is self-evident from the fact that E(k) generically visits every E point at least twice as
k varies periodically from 0 to 2π. Hence the OBC and PBC spectra of large Hermitian and reciprocal non-Hermitian
lattices approximately agree, with topological mid-gap states being isolated exceptions. However, in generic lattices
with arbitrary hopping coefficients in either directions, Eq. S1 is likely satisfied only by two energy-degenerate solutions
of equal Im(k) 6= 0. Hence the PBC and OBC spectra are totally different, a phenomenon known as the non-Hermitian
skin effect (NHSE). Under OBC, eigenstates due to NHSE can exponentially localize at a boundary. Below, we shall
frequently employ the inverse skin depth surface intersections (demarcated in white) to illustrate the OBC spectra
(red dots). Two comparison examples are given in Fig. S1.

SEPARABLE CASES

We first consider the most straightforward case where P (E, z) = 0 can be written such that E and z appears
separately on either side of the equation. We write that as P (E, z) = F (E)− p(z) = 0 i.e.

F (E) = p(z). (S2)

Algebraically, this separable case is rather easy to handle, because for every given E, the form of the polynomial p(z)
stays the same. First to be examined is the simplest nontrivial case where p(z) consists of two terms:

F (E) = c1z
a +

c2
zb

(S3)
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(a) (b)

Figure S1. Inverse skin depth surface intersections illustrate OBC spectra. Under open boundary conditions (OBC),
the eigenenergies E (red dots) occur at the inverse skin depth surface intersections |κi(E)| and |κj(E)| (the white trajectories
traced out in the complex energy plane). κ defines the Generalized Brillouin Zones (GBZ) of the system, where κ = Im(k).
The bands i, j are chosen to give the smallest |z| solution. This is illustrated for systems with energy dispersions given
by the characteristic polynomials P (z, E) = 0. Two examples shown here are (a) simple 3-fold symmetric OBC spectrum:
P (z, E) = z2 + 1/z − E and (b) more sophisticated OBC spectrum: P (z, E) = z2 + 1/z2 − 2E2z − E3. Since the OBC
eigenenergy computations obtained via diagonalization quickly become slow and numerically inaccurate, we will from now on
mostly use these surface intersection plots as surrogates for the OBC spectra.

where a, b > 0, z = eik and f = deg(F ) is the degree of the polynomial F (E). Physically, this polynomial corresponds
to the 1-band non-reciprocal Hamiltonian with forward hoppings c1 across a sites, and reverse hoppings c2 by b number
of sites. For this case, it has been shown that [65] the OBC spectrum Ē takes the shape of a star with N = (a+ b)f
number of branches, as shown in Fig. S2(a-c). This result can also be intuitively obtained by regarding a + b as the
number of times the Brillouin zone (BZ) is folded.

Notably, the exact values of the hopping coefficients c1, c2 do not affect the graph topology of the OBC spectrum,
since they merely rescale the asymmetry of the hoppings. To see this, we rescale z = eik → αw, such that

F (E) = c1α
a

[
wa +

c2
c1
α−(a+b)

1

wb

]
(S4)

where we have chose α = (c1/c2)a+b, with the multiplicative factor c1α
a inconsequential. Depending on our choice of

α, we can obtain any relative hopping coefficient with the square parentheses, even though the graph topology of the
OBC spectrum remains unchanged.

From this well-understood case, one can extend our understanding to an entire class of other cases that are related
via a conformal transformation of E, i.e. F (E) → F ′(E). Specifically, via the mapping E → EN + d, we can map
an arbitrary dispersion E = p(z) of a single-component lattice into the dispersion EN + d = p(z) of a N by N
Hamiltonian of the form

H(z) =

(
0 p(z)− d

IdN−1 0

)
. (S5)

The resulting OBC spectrum will consist of N number of replicas of the corresponding OBC spectrum of the single-
component case in complex E-space, unique up to the conformal deformation, perturbed by the translation d. As a
cautionary note, this conformal mapping argument can only be applied to E and not z, since the powers of z describe
hopping distances which may be truncated under OBCs.

With clever choices of conformal mappings, one may create OBC spectra with interesting polygonal shapes and closed
loops. We demonstrate some examples in Fig. S2(d-f), where we consider E = p(z) = z3 + 2/z2 − 2/z 7→ EN = p(z)
for N = 2, 3, 4. The single component spectrum gets mirrored into N copies and since each of these copies terminate
at lines of symmetry (regularly spaced by 2π/N in the complex E-plane), the OBC spectrum E of the resultant
N -component Hamiltonian traces a closed loop with N -fold symmetry in the complex E plane.

Naturally, one will ask how would the OBC spectrum change, in the presence of multiple asymmetric hopping terms
such that in one direction, we already have two or more competing hopping terms. For concreteness, we add the term
zc in the characteristic polynomial, i.e.

P (E, z) = za + 1/zb + r zc − F (E) (S6)
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Figure S2. Examples of OBC spectra. (a-c) For a separable characteristic polynomial (Eqn. S3) with f = 1, the OBC
spectrum Ē takes the shape of a star with N = (a+ b) number of branches, where (a) N = 3, (b) 5 and (c) 7. (d-f) Multiple
copies of the (distorted) OBC spectral loci can be obtained through conformal mappings in the complex energy plane. They
form closed loops when adjacent copies intersect. Depicted are the OBC spectra E consisting of (d) N = 2, (e) 3 and (f)
4 copies of the N = 1 case, corresponding to N -band Hamiltonians of Eq. S5 which are characterized by the characteristic
polynomial P (E, z) = (z3 − 2z−1 + 2z−2)− EN .

where there is no restriction on the sign of c, although we impose |c| < a, b without loss of generality (if c is greater, we
can always trivially rearrange the polynomial terms). To see the effect of this extra term, we modulate the strength
of the perturbation r, keeping r real. Again, the coefficient of either za or 1/zb merely rescales the system and thus
does not matter. Consider the following example

P (E, z) = z2 + 1/z + r z − E. (S7)

If r = 0, we recover the previous result and the OBC spectra E lie along a star with N = (2 + 1)× 1 = 3 branches.
If r 6= 0 but small, the branches will be expected to distort slightly. The exact analytical derivation of this distortion
is difficult considering that one have to solve a characteristic polynomial cubic in z, followed by imposing the GBZ
condition of degenerate |z| and E, which results in a complicated mess of terms. But for large r, we can use an
asymptotic argument to deduce the qualitative appearance of the OBC spectrum. In this limit, Eq. S7 reduces to
P (E, z) ∼ r z + 1/z − E, which is none other than that of the well-known Hatano-Nelson model [99, 100]. In what
follows, we will show that the OBC spectrum E in this asymptotic limit is purely real or purely imaginary (effectively
2 wedge star), depending on the sign of r. We proceed to solve for the OBC eigenenergies in this asymptotic limit:

0 = rz + 1/z − E =⇒ z =
−E ±

√
E2 − 4r

2r
(S8)

To obtain the OBC eigenvalues E, we impose the GBZ condition [74] to obtain (Ē2 − 4r) = −sĒ2 for some s ∈ R
which gives Ē2 = 4r

1+s ∈ R. Hence, for large r, Ē can either be purely real or purely imaginary and this depends on

sgn(r), i.e. if r < 0, iĒ ∈ R. For intermediate values of r, we can deduce the form of the OBC spectra from our
knowledge of the large r limit and r = 0 limit. To obtain the exact OBC modes, we either compute this numerically
or solve P (E, z) which is cubic in z.

For a slightly more sophisticated example with competing hoppings along a certain direction, consider:

P (E, z) = z3 + 1/z2 + r z − E (S9)

At r = 0, we recover a 5-star from N = 3 + 2 = 5. At large |r|, Eq. S9 becomes P (E, z) ∼ r z + 1/z2 − E, which
upon solving for the OBC states, we recover a 3-star as expected, see Fig. S3. At intermediate values of r 6= 0, some
of the branches shrink and grow accordingly such that we can interpolate between the small and large |r| cases.

In general, when there is more than one competing hoppings in a certain direction, we can neglect all the smaller
hoppings if one hopping coefficient is much larger than the rest. By interpolating between such limits, we can deduce
the qualitative form of the OBC spectrum E without the explicit construction of the generalized Brillouin zone.
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Figure S3. Competition between hoppings and spectral interpolation between limiting cases. OBC spectra E
corresponding to a Hamiltonian with characteristic polynomial P (E, z) = z3 + 1/z2 + rz − E. r describes the competition
between two hoppings along a certain direction, thus the OBC spectra interpolates between a 3-star and a 5-star as r sweeps
from: (a) r = −10, (b) r = −2, (c) r = 0, (d) r = 2, (e) r = 10.

NON-SEPARABLE CASES

More generally, the bivariate characteristic polynomial contains mixed terms

P (E, z) =
∑
i,j

ci,jE
izj , (S10)

and cannot be separated into a sum of univariate polynomials of E and z. Indeed, in the presence of mixed terms
like Epzq for some p, q 6= 0, the OBC spectra E is significantly harder to be solved analytically. However, as we will
show, we may use our previous asymptotic arguments to help deduce the OBC spectral branching patterns of these
non-separable cases under certain regimes.

One hopping length

As a warmup, we consider a bi-variate polynomial Eq. S10 with only one hopping length (unique order of z or z−1),
but in the presence of mixed terms Eizj for some i, j 6= 0:

P (E, z) =
1

z
+ rG(E)z − F (E) (S11)

where r ∈ R controls the strength of the perturbation induced by the mixed term, and G(E), F (E) are arbitrary
functions of E. As Eq. S11 is effectively quadratic in z, this is analytically tractable when we impose the GBZ
condition. However, we will show that its OBC spectrum E is not too exciting, and independent of r. That said, its
solution will be invaluable to the analysis of other more complicated examples that follow. Characteristic polynomials
of the form of Eq. S11 can be obtained via suitably designed multi-component Hamiltonians: consider for instance
the simplest case of F (E) = E2 and G(E) = E, which corresponds to the 2-band non-reciprocal Hamiltonian

HF (E)=E2,
G(E)=E

(z) =

(
rz 1/z
1 0

)
. (S12)

For arbitrary F (E) and G(E) and r 6= 0, we can solve for z and apply the GBZ condition of having the ± solutions
being of equal |z| magnitudes:

z =
F (E)±

√
F (E)2 − 2rG(E)

2rG(E)

=
1

2r

(
F (E)

G(E)
±

√
F (E)2

G(E)2
− 2r

G(E)

)
=⇒

(
F (E)

G(E)

)2

− 2r

G(E)
= −s2

(
F (E)

G(E)

)2

, s ∈ R (S13)
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Figure S4. Interpolation between dominant hopping terms. For the characteristic polynomial P (E, z) = 1/z+ (r1E
2 +

r2E)z − E3, with (a) r1 = 1, r2 = 0, (b) r1 = 1, r2 = 0.7, (c) r1 = 1, r2 = 1, (d) r1 = 0.5, r2 = 1, (e) r1 = 0, r2 = 1; one can
interpolate between a E2z-dominant OBC spectrum (4-star in (a)) and a Ez-dominant spectra (5-star in (e)) by tuning the
relative ratio of r1 and r2.

Further simplifications give F (E)2/G(E) = 4r
1+s2 ∈ R, consistent with Eqn. 3. Keeping F (E) and G(E) to be strictly

monomials, the OBC spectra will be of star-shape form, with number of branches being

N = 2f − g (S14)

where f = deg(F (E)) and g = deg(G(E)). Note that the Hamiltonian that gives rise to the requisite characteristic
polynomial need not be unique. Consider a more sophisticated example - a three-band Hamiltonian, i.e. with
F (E) = E3 and possible choices for G(E) being E2 and E respectively:

HF (E)=E3,

G(E)=E2

(z) =

0 rz 1/z
1 0 0
0 1 0

 , HF (E)=E3,
G(E)=E

(z) =

rz 0 1/z
1 0 0
0 1 0

 (S15)

From the above results, the OBC eigenenergies satisfy E
5

= 2r
1+s2 ∈ R and E

4
= 2r

1+s2 ∈ R respectively, hence giving
rise to a five-star and four-star respectively.

To justify that we do not miss out qualitatively new behavior by restricting F (E) and G(E) to monomials, we
consider the previous three-band Hamiltonian example, but with a linear superposition of the two possible choices for
G(E): G(E) = r1E

2 + r2E. The corresponding Hamiltonian is

H F (E)=E3,

G(E)=r1E
2+r2E

(z) =

r2z r1z 1/z
1 0 0
0 1 0

 (S16)

The limiting cases give back 5-star and 4-star respectively for r1 = 0, r2 = 1 and r1 = 1, r2 = 0. Interpolating between
the two cases, the branches deform accordingly. As r1/r2 increases from 0 to 1, two of the five branches in Re[E] < 0
bend towards each other and fuse into one branch. As r1/r2 > 1, we have these two branches combine such that the
total branches becomes 4 as r2 → 0. Simultaneously, the two near-vertical branches become purely imaginary. See
Fig. S4. Hence, for the remaining of this work, to understand the effect solely due to the mixed terms Eizj , it is thus
reasonable for us to strictly consider monomials in E.

Two hopping lengths - Canonical Characteristic Polynomial

After the preceding warm-up examples, we now discuss the crux of this work, which concerns a broad class of
characteristic polynomials of the following canonical form which is a great generalization of Eq. S11:

P (E, z) = Q(z) + r G(E)J(z)− F (E). (S17)

This is the general ansatz for P (E, z) consisting of the sum of a z-dependent term, a E-dependent term, and a
cross term that is factorizable in terms of a E and a z-dependent term. Due to the determinant definition of the
characteristic polynomial, deg(F ) > deg(G) must be true.

As we have shown previously with different examples, consideration of monomials for J(z) is sufficient. We first
consider deg(Q) > deg(J) and Q(z) = za+1/zb, representing two distinct hopping lengths. If Q(z) contains additional
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competing hopping terms, then from previous examples, we will study them by interpolating between extreme cases
where only two terms dominate, one in each direction. A possible choice of a Hamiltonian with this characteristic
polynomial given by Eq. S17 is

H(z) =

(
A Q(z)

Idf−1 0

)
, (S18)

where f = deg(F ), and A is a row matrix with f−1 entries, such that the g−th entry of A is rJ(z) where g = deg(G).
By construction, g < f . In general, analytically solving the OBC eigenenergies E is difficult, if not impossible for
very high orders of Q(z), H(z). However, under certain limits, the asymptotic argument used earlier will be helpful
again. For monomials F (E), G(E), the main possibilities are as follows:

1. r = 0: the polynomial Eq. S17 reduces to the familiar form P (E, z) = Q(z)− F (E) of the same type as Eq. S6
and as previously shown, the OBC spectrum E is a star with

N0 = (a+ b)f (S19)

number of branches, where a and b are the orders of the dominant left and right hoppings in Q(z). Specifically,
the OBC eigenenergies E lie along lines with constant angular spacings of θ = 2π

N0
where E = E0e

iθ.

2. r 6= 0, for sufficiently small |E|: since g < f , F (E) decays more rapidly, so Eq. S17 has the asymptotic small
|E| behaviour of P (E, z) ∼ Q(z) + rG(E)J(z). Interestingly, the OBC spectrum E bears the familiar branching
form with the number of branches being

NS = (a+ b)g ∀r 6= 0 (S20)

Again, the OBC eigenenergies E lie along lines with constant angular intervals of 2π
NS

. The precise form of

monomial J(z) does not matter for this case, since any power of z can be absorbed by the Q(z) = za + 1/zb

term.

3. For sufficiently large r 6= 0 as well as large |E|: we need to compare the asymptotic behaviours of Q(z) and
J(z) together. To determine which term in Q(z) = za + 1/zb dominates, we inspect the sign of j = deg(J).
Concretely, if j > 0, then asymptotically, Eq. S17 tends to P (E, z) ∼ 1/zb + rG(E)J(z) − F (E). Similarly, if
j < 0, then asymptotically P (E, z) ∼ za + rG(E)J(z)− F (E). To determine the number of branches, suppose
the dominating term in Q(z) is zq for some q 6= 0 and suppose further j < 0, then by keeping only the dominating
z and E terms, the characteristic polynomial becomes

P (E, z) ∼ z|q| + rEgz−|j| − Ef . (S21)

To find the number of branches NL, suppose that (E, z) is a solution to P (E, z) = 0. Other solution branches
are related to it via simultaneous phase rotations E → Eeiθ, z → zeiφ. Subtituting that into Eq. S21, we have

ei|q|φ
(
z|q| + rEgz−|j|ei(gθ−(|j|+|q|)φ)

)
= eifθEf (S22)

For this to be consistent with P (E, z) = 0 i.e. z|q| + rEgz−|j| = Ef , we need gθ = (|j| + |q|)φ + 2nπ and
fθ − |q|φ = 2mπ, where n,m are integers. Solving, we obtain

θ =
2πn′

−g|q|+ (|q|+ |j|)f
(S23)

where n′ = −n|q|+m(|j|+ |q|) = GCD(|q|+ |j|, |q|) is the greatest common divisor of |q|+ |j| and |q|. The case
with j > 0 shall proceed analogously with the same result. Hence the number NL = 2π

θ of different branches of
E that are related to the original branch via (E, z)→ (Eeiθ, zeiφ) is given by

NL =
(|q|+ |j|)f − |q|g
GCD(|q|+ |j|, |q|)

. (S24)

Approximately, the OBC eigenenergies E lie along lines with constant angular intervals of θ = 2π
NL

.

These rules will be exemplified by several detailed examples later. For other parameter ranges of r and |E|, one may
deduce the OBC spectrum E by interpolating from the results obtained from the above limiting cases.
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Global symmetry properties of OBC spectra

Here we discuss some general symmetry properties of the OBC spectrum of our canonical characteristic polynomial
Eq. S17. For convenience, we restate its expression again:

P (E, z) = Q(z) + r G(E)J(z)− F (E) (S25)

with Q(z) = za + 1
zb

, f = deg(F ), g = deg(G) and j = deg(J). As argued before, it is sufficient to consider F (E)

and G(E) to be strictly monomials in E, and that Q(z) has the form za + 1/zb. We have seen previously that the
number of branches in the various regimes are approximately separated by constant angular intervals where we find
this number via simultaneous phase rotations E → Eeiθ, and z → zeiφ.

(1) When the spectrum has global n-fold rotation, we can find a relation between θ and φ. Specifically, θ will be
2π/n and hence φ is a function of n and it is manifested as a permutation of the OBC modes. If the characteristic
polynomial P (E, z) is invariant to this simultaneous phase rotations ∀E, i.e.

P (E, z)→ P (Eei2π/n, zeiφ(n)) = P (E, z) (S26)

then the OBC spectrum E is said to have n-fold global symmetry. Since the rotational symmetry extends ∀E, both
leading terms in Q(z) are equally important and we require n to be equal to a+b. To explicitly work out the conditions
for n-fold global symmetry, we solve Eqn. S26. The form of Eqn. S25 will yield three inter-related conditions

ei(a+b)φ = 1, ei(b+j)φeig2π/n = 1, ei(f2π/n+bφ) = 1 (S27)

The existence of a unique solution for φ will guarantee the OBC spectra to have n-fold symmetry. Moreover, suppose
gcd(f, g) = m > 1, then we must have φ = 2πm/n. Equivalently, this is achieved by conformally transforming both
F (E) and G(E) via E → Em. To illustrate this concretely, consider the example of

P (E, z) = z3 +
1

z3
+ rz2G(E)− F (E) (S28)

Suppose we have G(E) = E and F (E) = E3, it follows that θ = φ = π/3 and thus the spectrum has 6-fold symmetry,
as illustrated in Fig. S5a. By performing a conformal transform E → E3, one can obtain G(E) = E3 and F (E) = E9,
in turn we have a spectrum with 18-fold symmetry, hence we recover θ = π/9 and φ = π/3. We can generalize this
to higher powers of f and g.

A special case would be inversion symmetry about the imaginary E axis, which is equivalent to 2-fold rotational
symmetry (θ = π). One such example is

P (E, z) = z2 + 1/z2 + rE3z − E4 (S29)

where the corresponding OBC spectra E has reflectional symmetry about the Im(E) axis (Fig. S5b).

(2) The spectrum can also have inversion symmetry about the imaginary E axis under inversion of sgn(r). This is
what we call r-symmetry. The characteristic polynomial will have to be invariant to the negation of r:

P (E, z; r)→ P (Eeiθ, zeiφ;−r) = P (E, z; r) (S30)

where Eeiθ has the real component of E negated. For any complex number c = |c|eiχ ∈ C, negating its real part is
equivalent to a gauge transformation:

− c∗ = −|c|e−iχ = −ce−i2χ = cei(π−2χ) (S31)

for some phase χ that satisfies c = cosχ + i sinχ by Euler’s formula. Hence, Eqn. S31 gives θ = π − 2χ. Again,
explicitly solving Eqn. S30 will give three inter-related conditions

ei(a+b)φ = 1, ei(b+j)φei(−2χg+(g+1)π) = 1, eif(π−2χ)eibφ = 1 (S32)

The existence of a unique solution for φ and χ will guarantee this symmetry. Sometimes, this mirror symmetry under
the inversion of r may also appear together with the n-fold rotation symmetry. One such example is

P (E, z) = z3 +
1

z2
+ rEz − E4 (S33)

where its OBC spectrum E is also invariant under a π/5 rotation (Fig. S5c).
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Figure S5. Examples of OBC spectra with global symmetry. Eqn S25 has r = 1 (a-c) and r = −1 (d). (a) 6-fold
symmetry for Q(z) = z3 + z−3, J(z) = z2, G(E) = E, F (E) = E3; (b) reflection symmetry for Q(z) = z2 + z−2, J(z) = z,
G(E) = E3, F (E) = E4; (c-d) 5-fold symmetry for Q(z) = z3 + z−2, J(z) = z, G(E) = E, F (E) = E4.

DETAILED ANALYSIS OF ILLUSTRATIVE EXAMPLES WITH Q(z) = z2 + 1/z AND J(z) = z

Here we provide in-depth analysis to some non-trivial illustrative examples.
To have a more concrete understanding, we consider the simplest non-trivial form Q(z) = z2 + 1/z and J(z) = z.

P (E, z) = z2 +
1

z
+ rG(E)z − F (E) (S34)

This, however, is still too difficult for determining the OBC modes analytically. While we may be able to demonstrate
the 3-star when r = 0 via Cardano’s formula, it is generally difficult for arbitrary r. For monomials G(E) = Eg and
F (E) = Ef , we have three distinct cases, namely

1. r = 0: Eq. S19 gives the number of branches to be N0 = 3f for all OBC eigenenergies E;

2. r 6= 0, small |E|: the characteristic polynomial Eq. S34 behaves asymptotically like P (E, z) ∼ z2+1/z+rG(E)z.
From Eq. S20, we then have the number of branches to be NS = 3g;

3. for sufficiently large r 6= 0, large |E|: the characteristic polynomial Eq. S34 behaves asymptotically like P (E, z) ∼
1/z + rG(E)z − F (E), which reduces to the previous analytic example. Hence, the number of branches is
NL = 2f − g, consistent with that obtained in Eq. S24.

Next, we illustrate the above three cases by demonstrating different examples of G(E) and F (E):

Example 1: G(E) = E, F (E) = E2

Fig. S6(a-f) shows the OBC spectra E for G(E) = E and F (E) = E2 for various r values. When r = 0, we have
two copies of the single component spectrum, giving a 6-star, as expected (Eqn. S19). The inverse skin depth surfaces
|z1(E)| and |z2(E)| appear periodic with period 2π

6 = π/3. When r 6= 0 is small, one of the copy transforms to an
equilateral triangle centred at the origin. This ensures the number of radial branches for small |E| is kept at NS = 3,
as predicted by Eqn. S20. The periodicity of the inverse decay length doubles to 2π/3, with the ‘mirror’ star from
the 2-component system to exhibit a deeper well, i.e. smaller |z|. The periodicity of the inverse decay length and the
spectrum is consistent with the periodicity of the characteristic polynomial P (E, z).

For the OBC spectra to be invariant under the simultaneous gauge transformation E → Eeiθ and z → zeiφ, we
must have θ = 2π/3 = φ, i.e. 3-fold global symmetry. The OBC spectra E has a mirror symmetry about Re(E) = 0
when r → −r (Fig. S7n-q), so it is sufficient to just consider the evolution of the OBC eigenenergies with |r|. In the
limit of small |r| 6= 0, the branches continue to grow out radially at each vertex of the triangle, such that the total
number of branches at large |E| is N0 = 6 (equally spaced at π/3 intervals), where the effect of the perturbation r is
effectively negligible.
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Figure S6. Example 1. For the polynomial P (E, z) = z2 + 1/z + rEz − E2, with r = 0,−0.1,−0.15,−0.2,−0.25 and −0.5
for (a-f) and (g-l). (a-f) Evolution of the OBC triangular spectra obtained only from a finite small perturbation, 0 < |r| < 1.
(g-l) We probe the growing triangle with a constant circle of radius E0 = 0.2. (g) When the triangle is not captured, all
N0 = 6 branches are manifested as inverse skin depth surface intersections, i.e. n = 6. (h-k) When the triangle is slightly
bigger, the circle intersects at two points in the vicinity of each triangle vertex, giving us a total of n = 9, inclusive of the 3
radial branches. (l) On the other hand, when the triangle is much bigger, the circle captures only the 3 radial branches, i.e.
n = NS = 3.

It will be of interest to obtain analytics for this curious triangle centred at the origin. We quantify the size of
the triangle as the radius of the circle E0 needed to circumscribe this triangle. Visually, this is almost equal to the
magnitude of the perturbation r when |r| < 1. While the triangle is not perfectly straight, it is reasonable to assume
an equilateral triangle ansatz. Let the vertices of this triangle be denoted 1, 2 and 3, such that their complex energies
are

E1 = E0, E2 = E0e
2iπ/3, E3 = E0e

−2iπ/3 (S35)

and the point 4 be on the purely vertical branch such that by geometry, its real value is Re[E4] = E1 cosπ/3 = E0/2.
The length of each triangle is |E0e

2iπ/3−E0| = |E02i sin(π/3)| = E0

√
3. We want to solve for E0 in terms of r, which

in turn gives us the size of the triangle. Without loss of generality, we take E0 ∈ R (otherwise rotate the coordinate
system). Since all coefficients are real, the solutions of the characteristic polynomial are z1,2 = a± ib and z3 = c:

0 = z3 + 1 + rE0z
2 − E2z

= (z − z1)(z − z2)(z − z3)

= z3 − (c+ 2a)z2 + (2ac+ b2 + a2)z − (a2 + b2)c

The form of the roots is consistent with the GBZ condition where OBC eigenenergies E occur at |zi| = |zj | for some
i 6= j. In this case, the bands involved are i = 1, j = 2. Comparing coefficients give

−(a2 + b2)c = 1, −(c+ 2a) = rE0, 2ac+ b2 + a2 = −E2
0

Solving the three equations for three unknowns, we obtain

E0 = r
2a− (b2 + a2)2

a2 + b2
a2 + b2

1− 2a(a2 + b2)
= r

2a− (b2 + a2)2

1− 2a(a2 + b2)

Fig. S7 shows the inverse skin depth profile intersections as the perturbation |r| increases, keeping |r| < 1 and given
a constant circular contour E0 = 0.2. In the regime 0 < |r| < E0, the triangle is much smaller than the circle and the
circle captures all N0 = 6 branches (effect of the perturbation r is small for this value of E0). Up till |r| = E0, the
circle circumscribes the triangle. When |r| is increased further, the circle intersects at two OBC eigenenergies E in
the vicinity of each triangle vertex, giving us a total of 9 solutions, inclusive of the 3 radial branches. Finally, when
the triangle is large enough to circumscribe the circle, the circle will only capture the 3 radial branches.

The evolution of the spectra beyond |r| > 1 is more interesting. The triangle initially grows bigger and subsequently
shrinks in the regimes 0 < |r| < 1 and |r| > 1 respectively. When the triangle expands radially outward, the OBC
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Figure S7. Example 1 (continued). For the polynomial P (E, z) = z2 + 1/z + rEz − E2, with r = −10, r = −1, r = −0.5,
r = 0, r = 0.5, r = 1, r = 10 for (a-g); r = 0.6, r = 0.8, r = 1.0, r = 2.0, r = 5.0, r = 8.0 for (h-m); r = −1, r = 1 for (p-q).
We show the OBC spectra E in complex energy space (a-g), as well as, the inverse skin depth profiles |z| along the circular
contour E0e

iθ for constant θ = 2π/3 (h-m). The inverse skin depth surfaces |zi(E)| = |zj(E)| trace out OBC eigenenergy
solutions in (a-g). As we have a priori knowledge that the 3-wedge is there for all values of r, we choose any of the three theta
values where we are guaranteed to have a band intersection. In both (a-g) and (h-m), we see that the triangle grows from small
r 6= 0, up to |r| = 1. Triangle shrinks beyond |r| > 1, which is indicated by the blue arrow which covers the range of r > 1
values that the shrinking triangle is still present (up to r ∼ 8). (n-q) The spectrum is mirrored about the imaginary energy
axis when r → −r. The inverse skin depth profile, with periodicity 2π/3 also gains a π phase shift.



20

Figure S8. Example 2. For the polynomial P (E, z) = z2 + 1/z+ rE2z−E3, with r = −10, r = −1, r = −0.5, r = 0, r = 0.5,
r = 1, r = 10 for (a-g); r = −10 for (h-k). (a-g) The evolution of OBC spectra E in complex energy space with r. (h-k)
To study the OBC loops, we study the inverse skin depth profiles |z| along the circular contour E0e

iθ for constant E0 and
r = −10. The loop closure occurs between Re(E) = 0.6 to Re(E) = 0.7. By varying E0, we can count the band intersections
n. (h) E0 = 0.5, n = 6 (red circle); (i) E0 = 0.6, n = 6 (green circle); (j) E0 = 0.7 (blue circle), n = 4; (k) E0 = 1, n = 4
(magenta circle).

branches that branch out from the triangle’s vertices shrink. In the limit of large |r|, we are left with the 3-star as
the dominant OBC solutions. This is manifested in the inverse decay length surface intersections (Fig. S7k-m) where
they now occur only at a single OBC eigenenergy value (instead of a range of E values, typical of an outward growing
OBC branch) when |r| ≥ 1 for fixed θ = 0, 2π/3, 4π/3.

Above, the qualitative shape of the spectrum is largely unchanged as r varies. This is because NS = NL and
gcd(g, f) = 1

Example 2: G(E) = E2, F (E) = E3

Fig. S8 shows the OBC spectra for G(E) = E2 and F (E) = E3 for various r values. The spectra exhibit a greater
level of complexity compared to the preceding example, hence a detailed analysis is difficult. When r = 0, we have
an expected N0 = 3f = 9-wedge star. When r 6= 0 is small, some of the radial branches fuse in the small |E| region
such that there are only NS = 6 wedges in this neighbourhood. As N0 > NS , we have the branches to bifurcate as
they branch radially outward. When r is large enough, the branches at the large |E| limit will change from N0 to NL.
But NL = 4 < NS = 6, then by continuity, the OBC eigenenergies E will loop into itself. Again, we demonstrate this
using the inverse surface depth profiles in Fig. S8. The number of band intersections decrease from 6 at small |E0|,
up till |E0| ∼ 0.62 where the loop occurs, to 4 at large |E0|.

Example 3: G(E) = E3, F (E) = E4

Fig. S9 shows the OBC spectrum for G(E) = E3 and F (E) = E4 for various r values. As g is odd and f is
even, the spectrum transforms like E → −E when r → −r, i.e. mirror image. When r = 0, we have an expected
N0 = 3f = 12-wedge star. When r 6= 0 is small, some of the radial branches fuse in the small |E| region such that
there are only NS = 6 wedges in this neighbourhood. Again, as N0 > NS , we have the branches to bifurcate as they
branch radially outward. As |r| increases, one of the two branched out arms at each bifurcation point dominate the
‘competition’ and survives while the other shrinks. As NS = 9 > NL = 5, we expect again the OBC eigenenergies
to loop. This time, there are only (NS − NL)/2 = 2 closed loops. At large |r|, the dominant OBC modes will then
be the superposition of both loops and an outer 5-wedge star. In the inverse skin depth profile (Fig. S9), the number
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Figure S9. Example 3. For the polynomial P (E, z) = z2 + 1/z + rE3z − E4, with r = −10, r = −1, r = −0.5, r = 0 for
(a-d); r = −10 for (e-h). (a-d) Evolution of OBC spectra from an insect-like to flower-like shape. with r. (e-h) To study
the two closed loops in the OBC spectrum for r = −10, we study the inverse skin depth profiles |z| along the circular contour
E0e

iθ for constant E0. The right loop closes up at E0 = 0.8 and only a point is captured. Beyond that, at E0 = 1, the is not
captured. Here, the left loop has also looped up and is consequentially not captured as well. By varying E0, we can count the
surface intersections n. (e) E0 = 0.5, n = 9 (red circle); (f) E0 = 0.6, n = 9 (green circle); (g) E0 = 0.7, n = 8 (blue circle); (h)
E0 = 1, n = 5 (magenta circle).

of surface intersections decrease from 9 to 8 (when E0 is big enough to touch the tip of the smaller closed loop) and
then to 5 (when E0 misses both closed loops, leaving the dominant 5-star).
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Figure S10. Example 4. For the polynomial P (E, z) = z2 + 1/z + rEz −E3, we show the OBC spectra E in complex energy
space (a-g) and the inverse skin depth profiles |z| along the circular contour E0e

iθ for constant r = −0.5 (h-j) and r = −1 (k-n).
When two inverse skin depth surfaces touch, i.e. |zi(E)| = |zj(E)|, these band intersections (the number of such intersections
is n) in (h-n) trace out OBC eigenenergy solutions in (a-g). (a-g) Evolution of OBC eigenenergies with r. (h-n) In particular,
we are interested in the OBC eigenenergies for r < 0 where an additional branch is found isolated from the rest of the spectrum.
E0 < 0.65 cannot capture this segregated branch and this ‘skin gap’ shows. (h) E0 = 0.5 (red circle), (i) E0 = 0.75 (green
circle), (j) E0 = 1 (blue circle); (k) E0 = 0.6 (red circle), (l) E0 = 0.9 (green circle), (m) E0 = 1.0 (blue circle), (n) E0 = 1.2
(magenta circle).

Example 4: G(E) = E, F (E) = E3

Fig. S10 shows the OBC spectrum for G(E) = E and F (E) = E3 for various r values. The evolution of the spectrum
with r is more complicated, demonstrating bifurcation and subsequently an additional branch appears when r < 0
is sufficiently large. When r = 0, we have an expected N0 = 3f = 9-wedge star. When r 6= 0 is small, there is only
NS = 3 wedges in the small |E| neighbourhood. Here, there is no relation between the spectrum with small r and
−r, and are perturbed differently when r is switched on. For r = 0.5, 6 of the radial branches fuse, giving 3 near the
centre, and by continuity arguments, we have N0 = 9 branches in the large |E| neighbourhood for small r > 0. For
r = −0.5, the OBC eigenenergies rearrange themselves such that we have a segregated branch on the right. From
Fig. S10(b-d) (r = −0.5), we can see that for E0 < 0.65, we cannot capture the additional branch (along θ = 0 = 2π)
on the right, demonstrating the ‘skin gap’. A large enough E0 can capture all N0 = 12 wedges at the terminations
(same as r = 0). This additional branch is consistent with the fact that NL = 5 > NS = 3. At a more negative r
value r = −1 (Fig. S10(e-h)), we see that the number of surface intersections captured increases from NS = 3, to 7
(captures the right side branch), followed by 9, and finally 6 6= N0 since the branches shrink due to competition again.

Finally, we like to highlight in Fig. S11 the ‘misleading symmetry’ for large r and large |E|: a quick inspection
might lead one to conclude r → −r results in E → −E. This is approximately true since P (E, z) ≈ z2 + (1/z)− rEz.
But for small |r|, this is completely not true.

Example 5: G(E) = E2, F (E) = E4

In the last example (S11), we see again NS = NL (so no bifurcation or looping occurs), but this time the evolution
of the OBC spectrum is more interesting than the first case. The two are related via a conformal map E → E2.
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Figure S11. Misleading symmetry, illustrated with Example 4. For the polynomial P (E, z) = z2 + 1/z + rEz −E3, we
show the skin spectra E in complex energy space (a-g) and the inverse skin depth profiles |z| along the circular contour E0e

iθ

(in red) for constant r and E0 = 0.5. When two bands touch |zi(E)| = |zj(E)|, these band intersections (the number of such
intersections is n) trace out OBC eigenenergy solutions. (a-d) Comparing r = −10, 10, the OBC eigenenergies (a-b) appear
related by reflection symmetry E → −E as r → −r. But this the inverse skin depth profiles (c-d) are not related by π phase
shift. (e-h) Comparing this with r = −0.5, 0.5, the OBC eigenenergies (e-f) appear completely different. Their respective
inverse skin depth profiles (g-h) are shown for completeness.

Figure S12. Example 5: Absence of branch bifurcation. For the polynomial P (E, z) = z2 + 1/z + rE2z − E4, we show
how the OBC spectra evolves with r. No bifurcation or looping occurs since NS = NL. (a) r = −1, (b) r = −0.5, (c) r = 0,
(d) r = 0.5, (e) r = 1.

ADJACENCY MATRICES OF VARIOUS SPECTRAL GRAPHS

Here we list down the adjacency matrices of the spectral graphs presented in Table I of the main text. The adjacency
matrices are invariants of the graph topology, up to permutations of the graph vertices.
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• (i) P (E, z) = z2 + 1/z + rEz − E2:



0 1 1 1 1 0 0
1 0 1 1 0 1 0
1 1 0 1 0 0 1
1 1 1 0 0 0 0
1 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 1 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 1 0 0 0 0



• (ii) P (E, z) = z2 + 1/z + rE2z − E4:



0 1 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0
1 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0
0 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0
0 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0
0 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 0
1 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1
1 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0



• (iii) P (E, z) = z2 + 1/z + rEz − E3:


0 0 0 1 0 0
0 0 0 1 0 0
0 0 0 1 0 0
1 1 1 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 1
0 0 0 0 1 0



• (iv) P (E, z) = z3 + 1/z2 + rEz − E3:



0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 0
0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0
0 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0
0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
1 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0



• (v) P (E, z) = z2 + 1/z + rE2z − E3:


0 3 1 1 1 0
3 0 0 0 0 1
1 0 0 0 0 0
1 0 0 0 0 0
1 0 0 0 0 0
0 1 0 0 0 0



• (vi) P (E, z) = z2 + 1/z + rE3z − E4:



1 3 0 1 1 1 1
3 0 1 0 0 0 0
0 1 0 0 0 0 0
1 0 0 0 0 0 0
1 0 0 0 0 0 0
1 0 0 0 0 0 0
1 0 0 0 0 0 0


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COMPENDIUM OF VARIOUS EXOTIC SPECTRA

As we have seen, exotic OBC spectral shapes can manifest in various ways - the individual branches may branch out
to two or more branches each, each of these subbranches may grow or shrink accordingly, or even form closed loops.
From the various examples discussed, we can understand them by counting the number of branches as |E| increases
from small to large values, for a given perturbation strength r. As previously mentioned, there should in principle be
NS = 3g and NL = 2f − g branches at sufficiently small and large |E| respectively. The general rules are thus:

1. When additional disjointed/isolated branches occur, NS < NL but this condition alone does not guarantee the
existence of isolated branches.

2. Generally, the branches do not bifurcate if NL = NS . One example is shown in Fig. S12. An exception might
occur if the ‘pattern’ at large |E| is identical to that at small |E| but displaced by a small rotation angle.
Typically, branches will bifurcate to ensure a smooth interpolation between OBC modes at small |E| and large
|E|.

3. Sometimes, branches may develop into loops. To determine the total number of loops (if any), one may quote
the renowned topological relationship for any simplicial complex on a 2D plane:

V + F − E = 1 + C (S36)

where V is the number of vertices (including the ends of each branch), E is the number of edges, C is the number
of disconnected parts of the graph and F is the number of disconnected regions in the plane. Since each loop
partitions a region into two, the total number of distinct loops is

N` = C + E − V (S37)

In the following, we present a plethora of sophisticated examples, beyond what has been presented. For each case,
note the crossover from large |r| patterns to the r = 0 pattern as r evolves - the interpolation between the branching
behaviors of these two distinct cases is what leads to even more intricate spectral graphs. Importantly, the OBC
spectra can be deduced from the above generic rules and symmetry rules discussed earlier.
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Figure S13. Complex energy plots of the OBC spectra, for the polynomial z2 + 1/z + rEgz − Ef ; (a) g = 1, f = 2, (b) g = 2,
f = 3, (c) g = 1, f = 3 (d) g = 3, f = 4, (e) g = 2, f = 4, (f) g = 1, f = 4.
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Figure S14. Complex energy plots of the OBC spectra, for the polynomial z2 + 1/z2 + rEgz −Ef ; (a) g = 1, f = 2, (b) g = 2,
f = 3, (c) g = 1, f = 3 (d) g = 3, f = 4, (e) g = 2, f = 4, (f) g = 1, f = 4.
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Figure S15. Complex energy plots of the OBC spectra, for the polynomial z3 + 1/z2 + rEgz −Ef ; (a) g = 1, f = 2, (b) g = 2,
f = 3, (c) g = 1, f = 3 (d) g = 3, f = 4, (e) g = 2, f = 4, (f) g = 1, f = 4.
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Figure S16. Complex energy plots of the OBC spectra, for the polynomial z3 + 1/z2 + rEgz2−Ef ; (a) g = 1, f = 2, (b) g = 2,
f = 3, (c) g = 1, f = 3 (d) g = 3, f = 4, (e) g = 2, f = 4, (f) g = 1, f = 4.
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Figure S17. Complex energy plots of the OBC spectra, for the polynomial z2 + 1/z2 + rEg/z−Ef ; (a) g = 1, f = 2, (b) g = 2,
f = 3, (c) g = 1, f = 3 (d) g = 3, f = 4, (e) g = 2, f = 4, (f) g = 1, f = 4.
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Figure S18. Complex energy plots of the OBC spectra, for the polynomial z3 + 1/z3 + rEgz −Ef ; (a) g = 1, f = 2, (b) g = 2,
f = 3, (c) g = 1, f = 3 (d) g = 3, f = 4, (e) g = 2, f = 4, (f) g = 1, f = 4.
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Figure S19. Complex energy plots of the OBC spectra, for the polynomial z3 + 1/z3 + rEgz2−Ef ; (a) g = 1, f = 2, (b) g = 2,
f = 3, (c) g = 1, f = 3 (d) g = 3, f = 4, (e) g = 2, f = 4, (f) g = 1, f = 4.
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