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Lattice symmetries are central to the characterization of electronic topology. Recently, it was
shown that Green’s function eigenvectors form a representation of the space group. This formulation
has allowed the identification of gapless topological states even when quasiparticles are absent.
Here we demonstrate the profundity of the framework in the extreme case, when interactions lead
to a Mott insulator, through a solvable model with long-range interactions. We find that both
Mott poles and zeros are subject to the symmetry constraints, and relate the symmetry-enforced
spectral crossings to degeneracies of the original non-interacting eigenstates. Our results lead to
new understandings of topological quantum materials and highlight the utility of interacting Green’s
functions toward their symmetry-based design.

Introduction: In band theory of non-interacting
topological semimetals, lattice symmetries act as indica-
tors of topology and have been widely exploited in iden-
tifying novel topological materials [1–7]. The effects of
interactions in topological semimetals are typically ana-
lyzed perturbatively [1, 8–15]. To address the interplay
between strong correlations and topology, however, non-
perturbative approaches to the interactions are required.
Whether and how symmetry constraints operate is a pri-
ori unclear.

Recently, a group that includes several of us have
shown that the Green’s function eigenvectors form a rep-
resentation of the space group [16], in parallel to the
Bloch functions of the non-interacting settings [7]. Sym-
metry enforced or protected degeneracies then respec-
tively follow when the dimensionality of irreducible rep-
resentation is greater than one at a given high symmetry
point, or when two irreducible representations with dis-
tinct symmetry eigenvalues cross along a high symmetry
line. This formulation was applied to the case of a multi-
channel Kondo lattice, which features dispersive modes
with fractionalized electronic excitations. The eigenvec-
tors of the Green’s function were used to define degen-
eracies by locating spectral crossings [16]. The approach
also provided the theoretical basis for the robustness [17]
of Kondo-driven Weyl semimetals [18–20].

The extreme form of correlation effects occurs when
the interactions drive a metal into a Mott localized state.
It is an intriguing question as to what role topological
nodes of the non-interacting limit may have in Mott in-
sulators [21]. Along this direction, determining how sym-
metry constraints operate in a Mott insulator represents
an outstanding open question. One of the important
features of a Mott insulator is that it can have Green’s
function poles and zeros, both of which contribute to the
Luttinger count of electronic states [22]. Does symmetry
constrain both features?

In this work, we address the symmetry constraints of a
Mott insulator using the Green’s function approach [16].
To be specific, we present our analysis on a lattice model
in which the non-interacting Hamiltonian has symmetry-
enforced Dirac nodes, though we expect our results to
be valid more generally. Importantly, the symmetry con-
strains the Green’s functions at all frequencies and the
degeneracies at the high symmetry wavevectors appear
in the form of spectral crossings; in particular, we find
that this operates on both Green’s function poles and
zeros. Our qualitative results are illustrated in Fig. 1:
the spectral crossings of the Green’s function poles [(c)]
and Green’s function zeros [(d)] appears as the wavec-
tor moves [(b)] towards the high symmetry wavevector
P ; this captures the degereracy of the Green’s function
eigenvectors at P , where the Bloch functions of the non-
interacting counterpart are degenerate [(a), top panel].
They give rise to new understandings of topological quan-
tum materials and set the stage for systematic analysis
of the topology of Mott insulators.

Interacting square net lattice and solution
method: We consider a two-dimensional (2D) square
net lattice, as illustrated in Fig. 2. Here, the non-
interacting bands contain symmetry enforced Dirac cross-
ings at the X and M points in the Brillouin zone
(Fig. 1(a), bottom panel) [23]. We focus on local in mo-
mentum interactions analogous to those appearing in the
Hatsugai-Kohmoto (HK) model [21, 24–33]. This form of
interaction can be solved exactly [see the Supplementary
Material (SM), Sec. C], which facilitates the understand-
ing of not only the symmetry-enforced spectral crossing
but also the symmetry constraints on dispersive poles
and zeros as we do below.

The Hamiltonian of a 2D square net lattice (Fig. 2) in
the orbital basis Λᵀ

k ≡ (cA,⇑, cA,⇓, cB,⇑, cB,⇓)k takes the
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FIG. 1. Schematic summary of symmetry constraints and spectral crossings in a Mott insulator with Green’s functions zeros
and poles (a) Top: Symmetry enforced Dirac point in the non-interacting dispersion that occurs at a high symmetry point
P . Bottom: Dirac points (red dots) that occur in the square net lattice at high symmetry points in the Brillouin zone. (b)
Symmetry enforced spectral crossings in the Mott insulator state. They involve the upper and lower Hubbard bands (solid
curves) and their associated Dirac points are separated by U and a contour of crossings of zeros (dashed curves). Both are
enforced by the lattice symmetry. (c) Top: Spectral function (imaginary part of the Green’s function) at a wavevector marked
by the magenta line in (b) away from the Dirac point for the poles of the Green’s function. Bottom: Spectral function at the
wavevector P marked by the red line in (b) at the Dirac point. (d) Top: Imaginary part of the self energy at a wavevector
marked by the magenta line in (b) indicating zeros of the Green’s function. Bottom: Same at the wavevector P marked by the
red line indicating degeneracies of zeros enforced by symmetry.

form H̃ = H̃0 + H̃I , where

H̃0 =
∑
k

Λ†kh̃0(k)Λk

H̃I =
α

2

∑
k

Λ†kΛk +
Uc
2

∑
k

(
Λ†kΛk

)2
+
Us
2

∑
k

(
Λ†kτ1 ⊗ σ0Λk

)2
(1)

with h̃0(k) = t2(cos kx + cos ky)1 + 2t cos kx2 cos
ky
2 τ1 ⊗

σ0+tSO [sin kxτ3 ⊗ σ2 − sin kyτ3 ⊗ σ1]−µ1, τj (σj) being
the j-th Pauli matrix acting on the sublattice (spin) sub-
space, and 1 is the 4 × 4 identity matrix. Here, ca,b are
the annihilation operators for electrons in the original
sublattice a = A,B and physical spin b =⇑,⇓ indices.
t, t2 are the hopping parameters, tSO is the spin-orbit
coupling, Uc and Us are intra- and inter-orbital interac-
tion, respectively, and α is a constant shift in the density
which we fix to −(Uc+Us) for convenience. Without loss
of generality, henceforth, we set t2 = 0.

It is convenient to work in a basis where the non-
interacting Hamiltonian is block diagonal. To this end,
we rotate the original basis of Λᵀ

k into the new basis
Φᵀ

k ≡ (φ+,⇑, φ+,⇓, φ−,⇑, φ−,⇓)k ≡ 1√
2
(cA,⇑ + cB,⇑, cA,⇓ −

cB,⇓,−cA,⇑+cB,⇑, cA,⇓+cB,⇓)k. This amounts to block-

diagonalizing the Hamiltonian matrix as

h̃0(k)→ h0(k) = ei
π
4 τ2⊗σ3 h̃0(k)e−i

π
4 τ2⊗σ3 , (2)

where h0(k) = ~n(k) · ~Γ − µ1 with ~n(k) ={
−tSO sin ky, tSO sin kx, 2t cos kx2 cos

ky
2

}
and ~Γ = τ3⊗~σ.

It supports doubly degenerate bands which disperse as
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x + y

(a)

(b)

FIG. 2. (a) The top view of the 2D square net lattice. The
purple and orange dots denote the A and B sublattices in
different z planes. Cx and Cy mark the non-symmorphic ro-
tational symmetries. (b) The side view of the lattice along
the x + y direction. Mz denotes the non-symmorphic glide
mirror symmetry.
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FIG. 3. Transitions contributing to the interacting Green’s
function in Eq. 7 (or Eq. B4) at a given momentum and zero
temperature. The red and blue colors denote the two band
degrees of freedom. The circles denote empty states and ar-
rows are pseudo-spin degrees of freedom. The top (bottom)
row corresponds to electron removal (addition) states. Their
excitation energies are equal and opposite in the presence of
time-reversal symmetry. Together, they sum to zero yielding
zero surfaces in momentum space.

ξ̃j = −µ+ (−1)j |~n(k)|. In the Φk basis,

H̃I →HI =
Uc
2

∑
k

(
Φ†kΦk

)2
+
α

2

∑
k

Φ†kΦk (3)

+
Us
2

∑
k

(
Φ†kτ3 ⊗ σ3Φk

)2
.

Here Φ†kΦk is the total charge and Φ†kτ3⊗σ3Φk is a stag-
gered pseudo-sublattice density for a given momentum.

In the band basis, Ψk = (ψ1,↑, ψ1,↓, ψ2,↑, ψ2,↓)
ᵀ
k

with {ψj,↑, ψj,↓} representing the j-th pair of degener-
ate bands, h0 is diagonalized to [−µ1 + |~n(k)|τ3 ⊗ σ0].
Henceforth, we treat σ =↑, ↓ and i, j = 1, 2 as a pseudo-
spin and band indices respectively. In the limit of weak
spin-orbit coupling, (tSO/t) � 1, the total Hamilto-

nian can be cast into the form H = H0 + HI with
H0 =

∑
kiσ ξiσ(k)ψ†iσ(k)ψiσ(k) and

HI = U
∑
ki

nki↑nki↓ + U ′
∑
kσσ′

i6=j

nkiσnkjσ′ +O(tSO/t),(4)

where (U,U ′) = (Uc + Us, Uc − Us), and correspond
to intra-band and inter-band interactions respectively.
We utilize the density basis to exactly diagonalize the
interacting Hamiltonian with interaction terms up to
O
(
(tSO/t)

0
)
. The additional O

(
(tSO/t)

n>0
)
terms only

distort the bands keeping the degeneracies intact. A full
numerical solution for t ∼ tSO appears later in the main
text and in the SM (Sec.A). The renormalized band dis-
persions satisfy ξi↑(k) = ξi↓(k), and are related to the
bare band dispersions, ξ̃i(k), as ξi(k) ≡ ξ̃i(k) − U/2.
The density operators of ψkiσ are denoted as nkiσ.

In the presence of time reversal symmetry, the total
Green’s function can be evaluated exactly as outlined in
the SM (Sec. B). The calculation captures Fig. 3, which
shows the transitions that contribute to the zero of the
Green’s function. It simplifies in the zero temperature
limit where both ξ1(k), ξ2(k) are filled with U,U ′ > 0.
Further, for each k, when U+2U ′ > |ξ1|+2|ξ2|, 2|ξ1|+|ξ2|
and U > 2|ξ1|, 2|ξ2| but U ′ < |ξ1| + |ξ2|, the partition
function is Zk = limβ→∞ 4e−β(ξ1+ξ2+U

′), and we obtain

G(z,k) =
1

G̃−1(z,k)− (U/2)2G̃(z,k)
(5)

in the orbital basis, where G̃−1(z,k) = z1 −[
~n(k) · ~Γ− (µ− U ′)1

]
. Thus, the net impact of inter-

actions in Eq. (4) is to shift the chemical potential
µ→ µ− U ′, and generate the self energy,

Σ(z,k) = (U/2)2G̃(z,k). (6)

The locations of poles and zeros of G on the complex-z
plane are deduced from the roots of the denominator and
numerator, respectively, of its determinant,

det{G(z,k)} =

[
(z + (µ− U ′))2 − |~n(k)|2

]2[
(z + (µ− U ′))2 −

(
U
2 + |~n(k)|

)2]2[
(z + (µ− U ′))2 −

(
U
2 − |~n(k)|

)2]2 . (7)

Green’s function poles and zeros: When U ′ = 0,
we have two decoupled copies of Dirac bands with only
intraband interaction U . When both bands are below the
chemical potential, we can treat the two bands separately
and use the one band formula (Eq. C2 in SM) for the indi-
vidual bands. The partition function is simply a product
of that for the individual bands and is given by Z =∏

k

∏
i=i,2 Zki with Zki = 1 + 2e−βξi(k) + e−β(2ξi(k)+U).

Each band is split into a lower and upper Hubbard band
with a crossing of zeros at the energies of the original non-
interacting bands. A schematic of the various crossings
is shown Fig. 4(a).

The spectral function of the interacting Dirac
semimetal model at U ′ 6= 0 is shown in Fig. 4(b). The
spectral functions are analogous to the case of U ′ = 0 but
with the bands shifted by U ′. Additionally, the contour
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FIG. 4. Exact poles and zeros of the total Green’s function of an interacting Dirac semimetal at zero temperature. (a) The
upper and lower Hubbard bands (red curves marked UHB and LHB, respectively) and zeros (gray) obtained from analytical
diagonalization of the interacting Hamiltonian in the tSO/t � 1 limit at U ′ = 0. The blue dotted curve is the original non-
interacting band structure which transforms to zeros at sufficiently strong U . The green arrow marks the chemical potential. (b)
Same as (a) but for U ′ > 0. Here the contours of zeros and poles are shifted by U ′. (c) The spectrum of the Green’s function
obtained by numerical exact diagonalization of the interacting Hamiltonian with (t, tSO, µ) = (0.7, 0.42, 5) and (U,U ′) =
(10, 0.5).

of zeros splits from the original non-interacting bands
(dashed blue curves). The features of G obtained in the
limit of weak spin-orbit coupling, (tSO/t) � 1, persists
at more generic values of (tSO/t), as demonstrated by
numerically diagonalizing the interacting Hamiltonian in
Fig. 4(c).

Breaking time-reversal symmetry lifts the twofold de-
generacy of the bands in the non-interacting limit. In
the interacting model, we introduced an external Zeeman
field which splits the pseudo-spins by an energy difference
h and studied the robustness of our results. We find that,
while broken time reversal symmetry can generically re-
move zero surfaces, the crossings of poles protected by
symmetry are robust. Sec. F of SM contains details of
our calculations.

Symmetry constraints and spectral crossings:
The Green’s function eigenvectors form a representation
of the space group, as formulated in Ref. [16] (and
briefly summarized in the SM, Sec.D), and are expected
to form four-fold degeneracies at the wavevectors X, Y
andM : As in the non-interacting case [23], the degenera-
cies at the X/Y points are protected by {Mz| 12 1

2} non-
symmorphic mirror symmetry or {C2x| 120}/{C2y|0 1

2}
non-symmorphic screw-axis rotations, while those at the
M point are also protected by the {C2x| 120} and {C2y|0 1

2}
non-symmorphic rotations. Our results for all three
cases, with tSO/t� 1 and U ′ = 0 [Fig. 4(a)] and U ′ 6= 0
[Fig. 4(b)] as well as for the case of unconstrained ra-
tio tSO/t [Fig. 4(c)], demonstrate that the entire spectra
obey such degeneracies. This is so even though the sys-
tem is a Mott insulator with a spectral gap. Moreover,

the spectral crossing also applies to the Green’s function
zeros. While for the cases (a) and (b), G(z,k) is diagonal
in the same basis that diagonalized the non-interacting
Hamiltonian [see the SM (Sec. E)], this special property
does not apply to the case (c) nor to the other cases that
we have analyzed [see the SM, Fig. 5(d)(e)]. Our results,
thus, illustrate our central point, namely the eigenvec-
tors and eigenvalues of the Green’s function can be used
to define degeneracies by locating spectral crossings of
strongly correlated systems.

Discussion: Several remarks are in order. First,
here we have considered the various cases of the interac-
tions and demonstrated the existence of both poles and
zeros of the interacting Green’s function that cross at
high-symmetry locations. These crossings are enforced
by space group symmetries. For more generic interac-
tions, we expect an extended regime of interactions where
the Green’s function zeros persist and the crossings of the
poles and zeros continue to be enforced by lattice symme-
tries. In the SM, Sec.A, we have studied all possible sym-
metry allowed interaction terms for the square net lattice.
We find our conclusions are robust as has been illustrated
in Fig. 1. Second, we have used both the Green’s function
poles and zeros to illustrate the point that the spectral
crossings occur at distinct energies. That the crossings
of various bands of poles and zeros can be treated sep-
arately, depending on the choice of frequency, highlights
a distinct advantage of working with Green’s function
eigenvectors. We have also demonstrated the symmetry
enforced crossings of zeros and poles in another lattice
model (diamond lattice [34, 35]) with HK interaction,
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which can be found in Sec.G in the SM. Third, the kind of
spectral crossings we have discussed sets the stage to an-
alyze the form of topology when strong correlations turn
a non-interacting topological semimetals into a Mott in-
sulator. Finally, by demonstrating symmetry constraints
and spectral crossing in an extreme interacting setting,
our work provides support to the work of Ref [16]. There,
spectral crossings through symmetry constraints plays a
central role in realizing topological semimetals without
Landau quasiparticles.

Implications for experiments and materials:
The Green’s function eigenvector formulation [16] is ex-
pected to yield spectral crossings in other symmetry set-
tings. For example, in the case of Bi2CuO4 an eight-
fold degeneracy is expected at certain high symmetry
wavevectors in its non-interacting bandstructure [36].
The system is in fact strongly interacting [37, 38] and we
expect that its paramagnetic Mott insulator state (above
its Néel temperature of 50 K [39]) will feature eight-fold
spectral crossings in the form we have described in some
detail here. Probing the spectral function by applying
a symmetry-breaking perturbation will allow for experi-
mentally revealing this spectral crossing.

Separately, proximity to an orbital-selective Mott in-
sulating state has recently been advanced as a means
of generating Kondo-driven topological semimetals in d-
electron-based systems that host topological flat bands
[40, 41]. We can expect that the type of spectral crossings
of both the peaks and zeros as discussed here may play
an important role in such orbital-selective Mott states.

To conclude, we provide a proof-of-principle demon-
stration of how lattice symmetries can be used to con-
strain excitations in an extreme limit of strongly cor-
related systems. Typically in non-interacting systems,
eigenstates of the Hamiltonian and their symmetry oper-
ators are used to indicate topology by diagnosing condi-
tions for symmetry protected band crossings. For inter-
acting systems, we recently showed that Green’s function
eigenvectors form a representation of the lattice space
group and can be used to diagnose and realize topol-
ogy [16]. Here we study an exactly solvable model of a
Mott insulator where eigenvectors and eigenvalues of the
Green’s function can be used to locate crossings of poles
and zeros in momentum space. Together with the realiza-
tion of topological semimetals without Landau quasipar-

ticles, our work demonstrates the power that the Green’s
function formulation of symmetry constraints displays for
realizing non-trivial spectral crossings in fully interacting
settings. We can expect the approach to be important
for the symmetry-based design of topological quantum
materials.

Note added: After the completion of this manuscript,
a recent work addressing a different model with a focus
on the Green’s function zeros and poles in interacting
topological insulators became available (N. Wagner et al.,
arXiv:2301.05588).
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I. SUPPLEMENTAL MATERIAL: SYMMETRY CONSTRAINTS AND SPECTRAL CROSSING IN A
MOTT INSULATOR WITH GREEN’S FUNCTION ZEROS

Appendix A: Square net model

Young and Kane constructed a model of 2D Dirac semimetal on a crinkled checkerboard lattice,

h̃0 = t2(cos kx + cos ky)1 + 2t cos
kx
2

cos
ky
2
τ1 ⊗ σ0

+ tSO [sin kxτ3 ⊗ σ2 − sin kyτ3 ⊗ σ1] , (A1)

where τj (σj) is the j-th Pauli matrix acting on the sublattice (spin) subspace, and 1 is the 4 × 4 identity matrix.
This Hamiltonian can be block-diagonalized as

h̃0 → h0 = ei
π
4 τ2⊗σ3 h̃0e

−iπ4 τ2⊗σ3 , (A2)

with

h0 = t2(cos kx + cos ky)1 + 2t cos
kx
2

cos
ky
2
τ3 ⊗ σ3

+ tSO [sin kxτ3 ⊗ σ2 − sin kyτ3 ⊗ σ1] . (A3)

We note that the bases for h̃0 and h0 are, respectively,

Φ̃ =

cA,↑cA,↓
cB,↑
cB,↓

, Φ =
1√
2

 cA,↑ + cB,↑
cA,↓ − cB,↓
−cA,↑ + cB,↑
cA,↓ + cB,↓

 ≡
φ+,⇑φ+,⇓
φ−,⇑
φ−,⇓

, (A4)

where A and B denote the two sublattices of the checkerboard lattice. For our purpose, it is convenient to set t2 = 0.
As described in Ref. [23], a combination of the time reversal, inversion, and non-symmorphic symmetries enforces

the dimension of the irreducible representation (irrep) and leads to a fourfold degenerate crossing at high symmetry
points X, Y and M respectively. The present lattice belongs to the layer group P4/nmm, with non-symmorphic
symmetry {Mz| 12 1

2}, {C2x| 120} and {C2y|0 1
2}. It has been proved in Ref. [23] on the original basis that {Mz| 12 1

2}
and {C2x| 120} enforce the Dirac points at X; {Mz| 12 1

2} and {C2y|0 1
2} enforce the Dirac points at Y ; {C2x| 120} and

{C2y|0 1
2} enforce the Dirac points at M . Here, we take the M point as an example and exam the stability of k · p

theory near it in the newly rotated basis. Near the k = M point,

h0(M + q) = tSO(τzσyqx − τzσxqy). (A5)

In the rotated basis, atM , the time-reversal symmetry Θ = iσxK, the inversion symmetry P = −τz. The only allowed
mass term is τz, while it is forbidden by the non-symmorphic symmetries {C2x| 120} = −τyσy, {C2y|0 1

2} = τyσx.
Therefore the four-fold Dirac crossing at M is stable.

1. Minimal interacting model

We introduce four-fermion interactions that preserve the following global symmetries of h0,

• Chiral-U(1): [h0(k), eiηkτ3⊗σ0 ] = 0 with ηk being an arbitrary k-dependent angle;

• Fourfold rotation about k = 0: h0(k)→ h0(k′) = e
iπ
4 τ3⊗σ3h0(k)e−

iπ
4 τ3⊗σ3 ,

to obtain

HI(k) =
Uc
2

(
Φ†kΦk −

1

2

)2

+ V03

(
Φ†kτ0 ⊗ σ3Φk

)2
+ V30

(
Φ†kτ3 ⊗ σ0Φk

)2
+
Us
2

(
Φ†kτ3 ⊗ σ3Φk

)2
+ V ′1

[(
Φ†kτ1 ⊗ σ1Φk

)2
+
(

Φ†kτ2 ⊗ σ1Φk

)2]
+ V ′2

[(
Φ†kτ1 ⊗ σ2Φk

)2
+
(

Φ†kτ2 ⊗ σ2Φk

)2]
, (A6)
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where the unitary transfortion between the two bases Φ̃k → Φk = ei
π
4 τ2⊗σ3Φ̃k. h0(k) is diagonalized by the matrix

Mk =


e
iϕk
2 cos

(
ϑk
2

)
0 ie

iϕk
2 sin

(
ϑk
2

)
0

ie−
1
2 (iϕk) sin

(
ϑk
2

)
0 e−

1
2 (iϕk) cos

(
ϑk
2

)
0

0 ie
iϕk
2 sin

(
ϑk
2

)
0 e

iϕk
2 cos

(
ϑk
2

)
0 e−

1
2 (iϕk) cos

(
ϑk
2

)
0 ie−

1
2 (iϕk) sin

(
ϑk
2

)
 (A7)

with tanϕk = sin kx/ sin ky and tanϑk =

(
tSO
2t

√
sin2 kx + sin2 ky

)
/
(

cos kx2 cos
ky
2

)
, such that

M†kh0(k)Mk =

√(
2t cos

kx
2

cos
ky
2

)2

+ t2SO
(
sin2 kx + sin2 ky

)
τ3 ⊗ σ0. (A8)

Therefore, the 1st and 2nd (3rd and 4th) bands are degenerate in energy. In the band basis, the V00 and V30 vertices
remain momentum-independent, while the rest pick up an implicit k-dependence through ϕk and ϑk. For example,
using Ψk = (ψ1,↑, ψ1,↓, ψ2,↑, ψ2,↓)

ᵀ
k as a representation of the band basis with {ψj,↑, ψj,↓}k being degenerate, we obtain

Us
2

(
Φ†kτ3 ⊗ σ3Φk

)2
→ Us

2

(
cosϑk Ψ†kτ3 ⊗ σ0Ψk − sinϑk Ψ†kτ2 ⊗ σ0Ψk

)2
. (A9)

The simplest solvable instance of the HK model is obtained in limit t � tSO by the switching off all interaction
vertices except Uc and Us. Since ϑk remains small throughout the Brillouin zone, except a small ∼ (tSO/t) � 1
neighborhood of the Brillouin zone boundary, we treat the term proportional to sinϑk in Eq. (A9) as a perturbation.
Thus, we obtain a minimal interacting model with,

HI(k) = (Uc + Us)(n1,↑n1,↓ + n2,↑n2,↓)k + (Uc − Us)(n1,↑n2,↑ + n1,↑n2,↓ + n1,↓n2,↑ + n1,↓n2,↓)k, (A10)

where nj,σ is the density operator for the (j, σ)-th band. In the main text we express U = (Uc+Us) and U ′ = (Uc−Us).

2. Numerical solution for generic interactions

The sin θk-dependent terms in (A9) at more generic ratios of (t/tSO) cannot be ignored, and their impact is assessed
numerically. Since the interaction terms HI is local in momentum space, we are able to diagonalize the interacting
Hamiltonian for each k and obtain the exact many-body wavefunctions numerically. Therefore, the retarded Green’s
functions and self-energies can also be solved exactly. We first choose t = 0.7, tSO = 0.42, Uc = 5.5, Us = 4.5 and µ = 5,
and solve the retarded Green’s functions, the spectral functions and the self energy as functions of k, ω numerically.
In Figs. 5(b-c), we present the spectral function and the imaginary part of the retarded self-energy, whose divergence
demonstrate the poles and zeros of the Green’s function, respectively.

We also consider the effect of the more general set of interactions in (A6) with non-zero values of V03, V30, V ′1 and
V ′2 , and present the results in Figs. 5 (d-e). The zeros and poles of the Green’s functions are still qualitatively similar
to the case discussed in main text, although the dispersion relations of them are different.

Particle # States
0 |0〉
1 | ↑ 0〉, |0 ↓〉
2 | ↑↓〉

TABLE I. List of four possible states with n = 0, 1, 2 particles with spin σ distributed for a single band with momentum k.

Appendix B: Green’s function

In this section, we outline the formulas leading to the expressions for the total Green’s functions. The time ordered
Green’s function is defined in imaginary time by

Gk1σ1k2σ2
(τ) = −θ(τ)〈eHτψαk1σ1

e−Hτψβ†k2σ2
〉

+ θ(−τ)〈ψα†k2σ2
eHτψβk1σ1

e−Hτ 〉. (B1)
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FIG. 5. (a) The band structure of the 2D square net lattice with tight binding parameters t = 0.7 and tSO = 0.42. (b) The
spectral function A(ω,k) = − 1

π
Im Tr G(ω + iδ,k). Here we choose the Hamiltonian parameters as Us = Uc = 5 and µ = 5.

(c) The imaginary part of the retard self energy Σ(ω + iδ,k). A divergent self energy imaginary part indicates a Green’s
function zero point. Both the spectral function and self energy are evaluated numerically with exact many-body wavefunctions.
In subfigures (d) and (e) we also provide the numerical solution to the spectral function and self energy imaginary part with
V03 = V30 = 0.5 and V ′

1 = V ′
2 = 0.2. Although the dispersion of both zeros and poles of the Green’s function have been changed,

the result is qualitatively similar to the analytical solvable case discussed in the main text.

Particle # States
0 |0〉
1 | ↑; 0〉, | ↓; 0〉, |0; ↑〉, |0; ↓〉
2 | ↑↓; 0〉, |0; ↑↓〉, | ↑ 0; ↑ 0〉

|0 ↓; 0 ↓〉, | ↑ 0; 0, ↓〉, |0 ↓; ↑ 0〉
3 | ↑↓; ↑ 0〉, | ↑↓; 0 ↓〉, | ↑ 0; ↑↓〉, |0 ↓; ↑↓〉
4 | ↑↓; ↑↓〉

TABLE II. List of sixteen possible states with n = 0, .., 4 particles with spin σ distributed over two bands with momentum k.
The two bands occupancies are separated by ";".

The Fourier transform of Green’s function in Matsubara frequency space is given by G(τ) = 1
β

∑
n e
−iωnτG(iωn). We

can now decompose the propagator in terms of a complete set of eigenstates (listed in Table II) by inserting identities
in the definition of Gk1σ1k2σ2

(τ). Only same spin and momentum transitions are allowed. This gives us the following
expression of the total Green’s function in terms of a complete set of eigenstates

〈eHτψαk1σ1
e−Hτψβ†k2σ2

〉 =
1

Z

∑
λλ′

e−βEλe(Eλ−Eλ′ )τ

〈λ|ψαk1σ1
|λ′〉〈λ′|ψβ†k2σ2

|λ〉 (B2)

〈ψα†k2σ2
eHτψβk1σ1

e−Hτ 〉 =
1

Z

∑
λλ′

e−βEλe−(Eλ−Eλ′ )τ

〈λ|ψα†k2σ2
|λ′〉〈λ′|ψβk1σ1

|λ〉. (B3)

Here Z is the total partition function. We can then evaluate the total Fourier transformed interacting Green’s function
for the first band in the basis of Table II. When U ′ 6= 0, we must evaluate the role of cross terms since we cannot
decompose the partition function as a direct product of partition functions for the individual bands. Using the basis
in Table II, the new partition function becomes Z =

∏
k Zk where

Zk = 1 +

2∑
i=1

(
2e−βξi + e−β(2ξi+U)

)
+ 4e−β(ξ1+ξ2+U

′) + 2e−β(2ξ1+ξ2+U+2U ′) + 2e−β(ξ1+2ξ2+U+2U ′) + e−β(2ξ1+2ξ2+2U+4U ′).
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In the expression for Zk, we have suppressed the momentum argument for convenience of notation. We can then
evaluate the total Fourier transformed interacting Green’s function for the first band in the basis of Table II as

ZkG
(1)(z) =

1 + e−βξ1

z − ξ1
+ e−βξ1

1 + e−β(ξ1+U)

z − ξ1 − U
+ 2e−βξ2

1 + e−β(ξ1+U
′)

z − ξ1 − U ′
+ 2e−β(ξ1+ξ2+U

′) 1 + e−β(ξ1+U+U ′)

z − ξ1 − U − U ′

+e−β(2ξ2+U) 1 + e−β(ξ1+2U ′)

z − ξ1 − 2U ′
+ e−β(ξ1+2ξ2+U+2U ′) 1 + e−β(ξ1+U+2U ′)

z − ξ1 − U − 2U ′
. (B4)

The Green’s function above simplifies in the zero temperature limit where both ξ1(k), ξ2(k) are filled with U,U ′ > 0.
Further when U + 2U ′ > |ξ1| + 2|ξ2|, 2|ξ1| + |ξ2| and U > 2|ξ1|, 2|ξ2| but U ′ < |ξ1| + |ξ2|, the partition function is
approximated as Zk ' 4e−β(ξ1+ξ2+U

′). The Green’s function then takes a simple form

G(1)(z) =
1

2

[
1

z − ξ̃1 + U/2− U ′
+

1

z − ξ̃1 − U/2− U ′

]
(B5)

with ξ̃i being the bare dispersion. Clearly there exist zeros in the Green’s function of band ξ̃1(k) when z = ξ̃1+U ′. The
same argument then holds for the second component of the Green’s function, G(2)(z), when z = ξ̃2 +U ′. It is notable
that the above derivation for the existence of zeros holds for any ξ1, ξ2 that satisfy the conditions mentioned above
and not specific to Dirac dispersions. In the main text, we use the expressions with ξ1,2 replaced by the dispersions
of the Young-Kane model.

Appendix C: One-band HK Model

The one-band HK Hamiltonian in momentum space contains two terms

H = H0 + U
∑
k

(
nk↑ −

1

2

)(
nk↓ −

1

2

)
, (C1)

where H0 is the non-interacting piece and is given by H0 =
∑

kσ ξkσc
†
kσckσ. The second term is the interacting piece

that is made of density operators nkσ = c†kσckσ. Here c†kσ creates an electron in momentum k and spin σ. U is the
strength of interaction that is local in momentum space. When Fourier transformed to real space, the interaction
term is non-zero only for electrons that satisfy the zero center of mass condition. A noteworthy property of Eq. C1 is
the commutativity between the kinetic and interaction terms as well as particle number conservation for each k. This
makes the model analytically tractable in contrast to the Hubbard model. The Hilbert space for each momentum k
consists of four states shown in Table I. The partition function for the Hamiltonian Eq. C1 is given by Z =

∏
k Zk

where Zk = 1 + 2e−βξk + e−β(2ξk+U). The exact interacting Green’s function for the single band case is

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FIG. 6. Single band transitions contributing to the interacting Green’s function for a single spin at zero temperature. The
circles denote empty states and arrows are pseudo-spin degrees of freedom. The left (right) panel corresponds to electron
removal (addition) state. The excitation energies of the two terms are equal and opposite and sum to zero yielding zero
surfaces.

Gσ(k, iωn) =
1− 〈nk〉

iωn − ξk − U/2
+

〈nk〉
iωn − (ξk − U/2)

. (C2)
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In the presence of spin-rotation and time reversal invariance, the expression for the Green’s function in Eq. C2 is
independent of spin. The expectation value 〈nk〉 is the average occupation of state k and is given by

〈nk〉 =
e−βξk + e−β(2ξk+U)

1 + 2e−βξk + e−β(2ξk+U)
. (C3)

The limit that is of interest to us is β → ∞ with ξk < 0 and U > −ξk. In this limit, the partition function is
Z =

∏
k 2e−βξk and the the occupation number is 〈nk〉 = 1

2 . The Green’s function then reduces to sum of two terms
with equal weight of 1

2 given by

Gσ(k, iωn) =
1

2

[
1

iωn − ξk − U/2
+

1

iωn − (ξk − U/2)

]
. (C4)

The expression in Eq. C4 shows the existence of poles at iωn = ξk ± U
2 which correspond to the lower and upper

Hubbard bands. Importantly, when iωn = ξk, the Green’s function is zero; hence, the original contour of poles of the
non-interacting system is converted into a contour of zeros of the interacting Green’s function. The cancellation of
transition amplitudes for the single band case is shown in Fig. 6.

Appendix D: Spectral degeneracy enforced by non-symmorphic crystalline symmetry

Here we briefly summarize the formulation of the Green’s function based symmetry constraints [16]. This approach
starts from expressing the Green’s function as a matrix [22, 42, 43]. In the space of wavevector k, frequency ωn and
internal (eg., spin, orbital and sublattice) quantum number a,

[G](a,iωn,k),(b,iωm,k′) = −〈ψa,iωn,kψ†b,iωm,k′〉 . (D1)

In systems with both space and time translational symmetry, the Green’s functions can be block-diagonalized as [16]

[G](a,iωm,k),(b,iωn,k′) = δmnδkk′ [G(iωn,k)]ab. (D2)

Therefore it is enough to consider the Green’s functions in each block characterized by (ω,k). We further do the
analytical continuation into the real frequency and define G(ω,k) = GR(ω,k) − GA(ω,k). The matrix G(ω,k) is
skew-Hermitian and commutes with the symmetry operators. Therefore we have∑

b

[G(ω,k)]ab[viω(ω,k)]b = gi(ω,k)[vi(ω,k)]a (D3)

where gi(ω,k) and [vi(ω,k)]b are the i-th eigenvalues and eigenvectors of each block. At the high symmetry points,
the non-symmorphic symmetry further enforces the eigenvectors to form an irrep with a higher dimension [23]. For
example, in the case of the 2D square net we considered in the main text, the combination of the time reversal,
inversion, and the non-symmorphic glide symmetries enforce the development of the 4d irrep at high symmetry points
X, Y , and M . For each ω at high symmetry points with k = X,Y,M , the eigenvalues of Green’s function are

[G(ω,k)]Γn(ω,k) = g(ω,k)1n×nΓn(ω,k). (D4)

where Γn represents the irrep with dimension n. Then, the corresponding spectral functions for each mode in the
irrep are identical with

ρ(ω,k) = − 1

2π
g(ω,k). (D5)

Appendix E: Matrix-form of the interacting Green’s function

Here we show that the Green’s functions obtained in Eq (6) in the band basis takes the form

G(k0,k) =
1

G̃−1(k0,k)− (U/2)2G̃(k0,k)
, (E1)
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in the orbital basis, and discuss its consequences. Here, k0 is the Euclidean (equivalently, Matsubara) frequency, and

G̃−1(k0,k) = ik01−
[
~n(k) · ~Γ− (µ− U ′)1

]
(E2)

with ~n(k) =
{
−tSO sin ky, tSO sin kx, 2t cos kx2 cos

ky
2

}
, and ~Γ = τ3 ⊗ ~σ. The net impact of interactions in (4) of the

main text is to shift the chemical potential µ→ µ− U ′, and generate the self energy,

Σ(k0,k) = (U/2)2G̃(k0,k). (E3)

The poles of G̃ is deduced from the poles of its determinant, which takes the form

det
{
G̃
}

=
1

{(k0 − i(µ− U ′))2 + |~n(k)|2}2
. (E4)

Since Σ ∝ G̃, the poles of the self-energy are twofold degenerate and are located at

k0 = i[(µ− U ′)± |~n(k)|]. (E5)

It is straightforward to be verify that the eigenvalues of G are

g±(k0,k) =
1

2

∑
s=±

1

ik0 + µ− U ′ ± |~n(k)|+ sU/2
, (E6)

which implies,

det{G} =

{
(k0 − i(µ− U ′))2 + |~n(k)|2

}2{
(k0 − i(µ− U ′))2 +

(
U
2 + |~n(k)|

)2}2{
(k0 − i(µ− U ′))2 +

(
U
2 − |~n(k)|

)2}2 . (E7)

Since the numerator of det{G} is precisely equal to the denominator of det
{
G̃
}
, the zeros of G locate exactly at the

poles of G̃.
Further, G can be brought to the form,

G(k0,k) = iZ0(k)k01 + Zmu(k)(µ− U ′)1 + ZH(k)~n(k) · ~Γ, (E8)

where Zx’s are real-valued functions of (k0,k). Since the terms ∝ 1 commute with Γj , the eigenvectors of G(k0,k) are
entirely determined by ~n(k) · ~Γ, which is nothing but the single-particle Hamiltonian. Therefore, quite remarkably,
the single-particle Hamiltonian and G share the same eigenstates, which are independent of k0.

Appendix F: Broken time reversal symmetry case

Consider the case when a small Zeeman field with strength h splits the bands of the Dirac semimetal into two Weyl
cones. In this case, the modified total partition function Z =

∏
k Zk(h) and Green’s function for the first band are

given by

Zk(h) = 1 + e−βξ1 + e−β(ξ1+h) + e−βξ2 + e−β(ξ2+h) + e−β(ξ1+ξ2+U
′) + 2e−β(ξ1+ξ2+h+U

′) + e−β(ξ1+ξ2+2h+U ′)

+ e−β(2ξ1+h+U) + e−β(2ξ2+h+U) + e−β(2ξ1+ξ2+U+2U ′+h) + e−β(2ξ1+ξ2+U+2U ′+2h)

+ e−β(ξ1+2ξ2+U+2U ′+h) + e−β(ξ1+2ξ2+U+2U ′+2h) + e−β(2ξ1+2ξ2+2U+4U ′+2h). (F1)

Zk(h)G(1)(z, h) =
1 + e−βξ1

z − ξ1
+ e−β(ξ1+h)

1 + e−β(ξ1+U)

z − ξ1 − U
+ e−βξ2

1 + e−β(ξ1+U
′)

z − ξ1 − U ′
+ e−β(ξ2+h)

1 + e−β(ξ1+U
′)

z − ξ1 − U ′

+ e−β(ξ1+ξ2+U
′+h) 1 + e−β(ξ1+U+U ′)

z − ξ1 − U − U ′
+ e−β(ξ1+ξ2+U

′+2h) 1 + e−β(ξ1+U+U ′)

z − ξ1 − U − U ′

+ e−β(2ξ2+U+h) 1 + e−β(ξ1+2U ′)

z − ξ1 − 2U ′
+ e−β(ξ1+2ξ2+U+2U ′+2h) 1 + e−β(ξ1+U+2U ′)

z − ξ1 − U − 2U ′
. (F2)
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Under the assumptions ξi(k), ξ2(k) < 0, U,U ′ > 0, U + 2U ′ > |ξ1| + 2|ξ2|, 2|ξ1| + |ξ2|, U > 2|ξ1|, 2|ξ2|
but U ′ < |ξ1| + |ξ2|, the dominant processes contributing to the partition function at zero temperature con-
tain purely inter-band interactions. Further assuming that the magnetic field is small and positive, we have
e−β(ξ1+ξ2+U

′) � e−β(ξ1+ξ2+h+U
′) � e−β(ξ1+ξ2+2h+U ′). As a result, the partition function for momentum k is

approximately Zk ' e−β(ξ1+ξ2+U
′). The Green’s function for the i-th band reduces to G(i)(z) = 1

z−ξi−U ′ hence
lacking any zeros. Similarly, when h < 0 we have e−β(ξ1+ξ2+U

′) � e−β(ξ1+ξ2+h+U
′) � e−β(ξ1+ξ2+2h+U ′). The

partition function for momentum k is approximately given by Zk ' e−β(ξ1+ξ2+2h+U ′), and the Green’s function
reduces to G(i)(z) = 1

z−ξi−U ′−U . We can therefore conclude that broken time reversal automatically destroys any
zero surfaces.

Appendix G: Spectral crossings on the diamond lattice

On the diamond lattice the undistorted Fu-Kane-Mele model [34, 35] supports Dirac points at the equivalent X
points. The model is given by

H0(k) =

5∑
j=1

dj(k)Γj (G1)

where Γj = τ3 ⊗ σj , (Γ4,Γ5) = (τ2, τ1)⊗ σ0,

d1(k) = λSO[sinx2 − sinx3 − sin (x2 − x1) + sin (x3 − x1)]

d2(k) = λSO[sinx3 − sinx1 − sin (x3 − x2) + sin (x1 − x2)]

d3(k) = λSO[sinx1 − sinx2 − sin (x1 − x3) + sin (x2 − x3)]

d4(k) = t[sinx1 + sinx2 + sinx3]

d5(k) = t[1 + cosx1 + cosx2 + cosx3] (G2)

with

(x1, x2, x3) =

(
ky + kz

2
,
kx + kz

2
,
kx + ky

2

)
. (G3)

When both the t and tSO terms are turned on, the band structure of this tight binding model has a Dirac node
at the X point in the first Brillouin zone, which has been shown in Fig. 7(a). Similar to Eq. (3), we could add a
Hatsugai-Kohmoto style interacting Hamiltonian into this model:

H =
∑
k

Hk (G4)

Hk = Φ†k(H0(k)− µ1)Φk + U1

(
Φ†kΦk

)2
+ U2

(
Φ†kτ3 ⊗ σ3Φk

)2
− U1 + U2

2
Φ†kΦk , (G5)

in which Φᵀ
k = (φ1↑k, φ1↓k, φ2↑k, φ2↓k) represents the spin and orbital basis. Since the interaction is local in the

momentum space, we expect the dispersive zeros and poles will exist with a suffiently large U1 and U2. We choose
the values of interaction U1 = U2 = 5 and chemical potential µ = 5, and numerically solve the Green’s functions of
this model. The spectral function and the imaginary part of the self-energy are shown in Fig. 7(b-c), which indicate
the dispersion of the poles and zeros of the Green’s function, respectively.
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FIG. 7. (a) The band structure of the diamond lattice with t = 0.25 and λSO = 0.1. (b) The spectral function A(ω,k) of
the U1 = U2 = 5 and µ = 5. (c) The imaginary part of the retarded self-energy. (d) Dispersion of the zeros and poles of the
Green’s function, and the upper/lower Hubbard bands are labeled by orange shaded regions.
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