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It is generally believed that the non-Hermitian effect (NHSE), due to its non-reciprocal nature,
creates barriers for the appearance of impurity bound states. In this paper, we find that in two
and higher dimensions, the presence of geometry-dependent skin effect eliminates this barrier such
that even an infinitesimal impurity potential can confine bound states in this type of non-Hermitian
systems. By examining bound states around Bloch saddle points, we find that non-Hermiticity can
disrupt the isotropy of bound states, resulting in concave dumbbell-shaped bound states. Our work
reveals a geometry transition of bound state between concavity and convexity in high-dimensional
non-Hermitian systems.

Introduction.— The non-Hermitian Hamiltonian
serves as an effective tool for describing open systems
that interact with environments [1–15]. Recently,
non-Hermitian band systems have drawn much atten-
tion due to their intriguing phenomena that surpass
the traditional Bloch band framework [16, 17]. A
representative phenomenon is the non-Hermitian skin
effect (NHSE) [18–42]. In one dimension, the NHSE is
characterized by a large number of eigenstates localized
at the ends of an open chain, well understood in the
generalized Bloch band framework [20, 23, 27, 29, 35].
In two and higher dimensions, the NHSE exhibits
more complexity due to the interplay between mode
localization and open boundary geometries. Particularly,
the NHSE may disappear under certain geometry but
reappear under others. This dimensionality enriched
phenomenon is referred to as the geometry-dependent
skin effect (GDSE) [39, 43–50].

The topic of impurity states is fundamental in Her-
mitian systems and has been extensively studied due to
its wide-ranging applications. For example, the Kondo
effect is induced by magnetic impurities in metals [51],
and Yu-Shiba-Rusinov impurity bound states appear in
s-wave superconductors [52–54]. Recently, the investi-
gation of impurity states in non-Hermitian settings, es-
pecially their interplay with NHSE, has revealed vari-
ous new physical phenomena [55, 56]. A key aspect is
that, NHSE creates barriers for the formation of impu-
rity bound states due to its non-reciprocal nature [57, 58].
Consequently, a finite impurity potential is necessary to
induce a bound state when NHSE is present [59]. How-
ever, these phenomena have primarily been studied in 1D
non-Hermitian systems, it is still unclear whether impu-
rity states can exhibit new properties in higher dimen-
sions. Additionally, NHSE presents new characteristics
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in higher dimensions [39, 60, 61], such as GDSE. The po-
tential for impurity states to exhibit novel behaviors in
interaction with these emerging forms of NHSE in higher
dimensions remains a significant and largely unexplored
research gap.
In this paper, we find that in the presence of GDSE, the

impurity potential exhibits a zero threshold for the emer-
gence of bound states, which is demonstrated by estab-
lishing an exact mapping between the bound state energy
and the required impurity potential. Specifically, even an
infinitesimal impurity potential can confine bound states
in a non-Hermitian system exhibiting GDSE. A key rea-
son is that the GDSE ensures the presence of Bloch sad-
dle points, which further eliminates the barriers for the
formation of impurity bound states.
In two and higher dimensions, the geometry of equal

amplitude contour of wavefunction introduces a new
characteristic for non-Hermitian impurity bound states.
Here, we determine the geometry of bound states utiliz-
ing a mathematical tool of amoeba. We find that in two
dimensions, the impurities can host anisotropic, concave
bound states. This geometry feature is in sharp contrast
with that observed in Hermitian systems, where bound
states are typically isotropic and convex. Furthermore,
we reveal a geometric transition from convexity to con-
cavity in the bound states by manipulating the impu-
rity potential. This transition is characterized using our
method and is observable in experimental setups, such as
through the local density of states patterns.
A general theory of bound states in non-Hermitian

systems.— We start from a general tight-binding Hamil-
tonian with finite range couplings in two dimensions,

H0 =
∑
x,y

∑
s,l

ts,l|x, y⟩⟨x+ s, y + l|

=
∑

kx,ky∈BZ

H0(kx, ky)|kx, ky⟩⟨kx, ky|,
(1)

where H0(kx, ky) =
∑l=M,s=N

l=−m,s=−n ts,l(e
ikx)

s
(eiky )

l
, (x, y)

represents the position of lattice site, and ts,l indicates
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FIG. 1. (a) shows the PBC spectrum of the Hamiltonian

eiπ/6 cos (kx + ky) + eiπ/3 cos kx, with four black points de-
noting the energies at its BSPs. (b) illustrates the 1D Bloch
saddle lines (BSLs) in the BZ, with brown lines representing
∂kyH0(kx, ky) = 0 and gray lines for ∂kx + kyH0(kx, ky) = 0.
The four intersection points, i.e., high-symmetry k points in
the BZ, are the BSPs and correspond to the four vertices in
the spectrum shown in (a). (c) and (d) show the function
|λ(δE)|, corresponding to the blue and orange trajectories in
(a), respectively. Here, δE is defined as E − H0(0, 0) in (c)
and E −H0(π/3, 0) in (d).

the hopping strength. The Bloch spectrum is formed by
the eigenvalues of H0(kx, ky) as kx and ky scan over the
entire Brillouin zone (BZ), which we denote by σPBC [red
dots in Fig. 1(a)].

To generate an impurity bound state, we place a single
impurity potential of strength λ at the origin of the lat-
tice, where the coordinate is set to (x0, y0) = (0, 0). The
impurity potential takes the form

V = λ
∑
x,y

δ(x, y)|x, y⟩⟨x, y|. (2)

One can tune the impurity strength λ such that the ex-
cited bound state has an energy EBS appearing beyond
the region of σPBC [the black cross in Fig. 1(a)]. Utilizing
Green’s function method, the wavefunction of this bound
state can be analytically obtained as [62]

ψE(x, y) = λψE(0, 0)G0(E;x, y), (3)

where G0(E;x, y) = ⟨x, y|1/(E −H0)|0, 0⟩ is the Green’s
function, H0 is given by Eq. (1), and ψE(0, 0) is de-
termined by the wavefunction’s normalization condition.

Setting x and y to zero in Eq. (3), the relationship be-
tween the bound state energy EBS and the required im-
purity strength λ is established as

λ−1(EBS) = G0(EBS; 0, 0). (4)

Under PBC, the Green’s function on the right-hand
side of Eq. (4) can be expanded under Bloch basis as an
integral form, and thus the relationship becomes

λ−1(EBS) =

∫
BZ

dkxdky
(2π)2

1

EBS −H0(kx, ky)
. (5)

Typically, a state with energy within a continuum spec-
trum is expressed as a scattering state. Correspondingly,
the energy of a bound state should lie outside the re-
gion of σPBC. The critical point, where the bound state
energy merges with the PBC continuous spectrum, signi-
fies a phase transition. This phase transition determines
the minimum impurity strength required to create bound
states. Consequently, we can define the set of minimum
impurity strengths as

Λ =

{
lim

EBS→Eb

λ(EBS) | Eb ∈ ∂σPBC

}
, (6)

where ∂σPBC represents the boundary of PBC contin-
uum spectrum, and Eb denotes a spectral boundary
point. We define the impurity strength threshold λ0
as the minimum absolute value |λ| in the set Λ. The
Bloch saddle points (BSPs), denoted as (ksx, k

s
y), refer

to the saddle points in the BZ where the relation holds:
∂ki

H0(k
s
x, k

s
y) = 0 for i = x, y. In the following, we

demonstrate that zero threshold of impurity strength is
ensured by the presence of BSPs in the Bloch spectrum
σPBC.
The critical response to impurity potential near

BSPs.— Here, we examine the excitation around the
BSP energy, which is assumed to be located at the spec-
trum boundary, denoted by Eb. The lattice Bloch Hamil-
tonian can be expanded at the BSP as H0(qx, qy) =
Eb+ t(q

2
x+a q

2
y + b qxqy), where qx and qy are the deriva-

tions from the BSP momentum, and {Eb, t, a, b} repre-
sent expansion coefficients. It’s worth noting that the
linear kx and ky terms have been omitted since Eb is a
BSP. The kxky cross term can be eliminated through a
proper momentum basis rotation such that certain con-
ditions are satisfied [63]. Therefore, the expanded Hamil-
tonian around a BSP can be classified according to the
coefficients {a, b}. For demonstration, we utilize the fol-
lowing concrete lattice Hamiltonian,

H0(kx, ky) = cos kx + a cos ky + b sin kx sin ky. (7)

With a weak impurity potential, the excited bound state
energy shifts slightly from the BSP energy Eb = H0(0, 0),
i.e., |δE| = |EBS − Eb| ≪ 1. Substituting Eq. (7)
into Eq. (5), when |b|, |δE| ≪ 1, the relationship be-
tween the impurity strength λ and the bound state en-
ergy EBS becomes (see details in Supplementary Mate-
rial [64]): λ−1(δE) = A (5 ln 2− lnB − ln δE) /2π, where
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the parameters A =
√

(a− 2b2)/(a2 − ab2) and B =√
a(a+ 1)/(a− b2)2. Here, λ−1(δE) diverges asymptot-

ically as ln δE when δE → 0, which is expressed as:

λ−1(δE) ∝ ln δE. (8)

Here, we emphasize that according to the relation in
Eq. (8), the excited bound state energy is highly sensitive
to the impurity potential near the BSP energy, which is
verified in Fig. 1(c). This stands in stark contrast to the
linear response relation for excitations near the regular
spectrum boundary energy, shown in Fig. 1(d). It can be
expected that such response sensitivity to impurities can
be utilized to detect the existence of BSPs in experiments
in higher-dimensional non-Hermitian systems [46–48]. It
follows from Eq. (8) that as δE approaches zero, the re-
quired impurity potential λ also tends to zero, indicating
a zero threshold for the impurity potential at the BSPs.
We conclude that the existence of BSPs leads to the zero
threshold of impurity potential.

The numerical verification for the zero threshold at
BSPs is illustrated in Fig. 1. As the bound state en-
ergy EBS approaches the BSP energy EBSP along the
blue line in Fig. 1(a), the required impurity potential de-
creases to zero, as shown in Fig. 1(c). As a comparison,
when EBS moves toward a regular spectral boundary en-
ergy, e.g., along the orange trajectory in Fig. 1(a), the
associated impurity potential approaches a finite value,
as illustrated in Fig. 1(d). Dashed lines in Figs. 1(c) and
(d) indicate the asymptotic behavior near the boundary.

A natural question arises: what kind of systems can
ensure the existence of BSPs in higher dimensions? The
answer lies in systems that exhibit GDSE. In GDSE,
there are two special directions, in which the momenta
are denoted by k1 and k2, respectively. When bound-
ary cuts are made along these directions, the resulting
open boundary eigenstates manifest as Bloch waves. By
imposing the open boundary conditions along the k1 di-
rection and periodic boundary conditions along the k2 di-
rection, k2 momentum is conserved, allowing the Hamil-
tonian to be treated as a 1D k1-subsystem for a fixed k2.
Since the system has no skin effect in the k1 direction,
the energy spectrum forms an arc along this direction.
The endpoints of this arc satisfy ∂k1

H0(k1, k2) = 0. As
k2 varies from −π to π, these endpoints form two lines
[the brown lines shown in Fig. 1(b)]. Similarly, two ad-
ditional lines can be obtained for the k2 direction [the
black lines illustrated Fig. 1(b)]. At the intersections of
these four lines, the BSP conditions, ∂ki

H0(k
s
x, k

s
y) = 0

for i = x, y, are satisfied. Thus, these intersections corre-
spond to four BSPs within the BZ. An illustrative exam-
ple with {k1, k2} = {kx, kx+ky} is presented in Fig. 1(b),
where the intersections are denoted by black dots.

Tailoring the geometry of bound states.— According to
Eq. (3), the bound state wave function is determined by
Green’s function. The Green’s function can be expressed
in an integral form with the Hamiltonian H0 given by

Eq. (1):

G0(EBS;x, y) =

∮
T2

dzxdzy
(2πi)2

ex ln zx+y ln zy

zxzy(E −H0(zx, zy))
. (9)

Here, we have extended the real momentum k to the
complex value k̃j = kj + iµj and defined zj = eikj for
j = x, y. Under PBC, the integral contour is the BZ
(|zx| = |zy| = 1), a torus in C2 space, which we de-
note as T2. To compute this double integral, we adopt
a step-by-step integration strategy. Firstly, we evaluate
the first integral using the residue theorem. Secondly, for
the second integral, as we are primarily concerned with
the asymptotic behavior of the wave function far from
the impurity (|x|, |y| ≫ 1), we can use the saddle-point
approximation to handle the second integral, resulting
in [64]:

ψEBS
(x, y) ∝ G0(EBS;x, y) ∝ eik̃s(θ)·r. (10)

Here, r = (x, y) and the complex momentum vector

k̃s(θ) = (k̃s,x(θ), k̃s,y(θ)) is a saddle point of the expo-

nent x ln zx+ y ln zy = xk̃x+ yk̃y in Eq. 9 , depending on
the spatial direction θ = arg(r). Eq. (10) demonstrates
that the bound state wave function exhibits exponen-
tial behavior characterized by the complex momentum k̃
along a fixed direction θ, resulting in anisotropy in space.
Therefore, we define the characteristic localization l that
satisfies the relation: |ψEBS

(lx, ly)|/|ψEBS
(0, 0)| = e−1,

which is further expressed as:

µxlx + µyly = 1. (11)

Here, (lx, ly) = l (cos θ, sin θ) forms a closed loop as θ
changes, which characterizes the localization behavior
and describes the geometric shape of impurity bound
states.

For a fixed direction θ, the complex momentum k̃ is
determined by solving specific constraints (see details in
the Supplementary Material [64]). The first constraint is
the bulk characteristic equation,

f(EBS, k̃x, k̃y) = det [EBS −H0(k̃x, k̃y)] = 0. (12)

The set of imaginary parts (µx, µy) of the complex mo-

mentum k̃ that satisfy the characteristic equation in
Eq. (12) is termed amoeba, as represented by the gray re-
gions in Figs. 2(c1) and (c2). Since EBS /∈ σOBC [65], the
corresponding amoeba always features a central hole [66],
as shown by the blank region in Fig. 2(c1) and (c2).

Moreover, by solving Eq. (12), k̃x or k̃y can be expressed
as a function of the other. By applying the saddle point
approximation ∂k̃y

(xk̃x+yk̃y) = 0 to the exponential fac-

tor in Eq. (10) and utilizing the implicit function theorem

∇k̃H0 · dk̃ = 0, the second constraint can be derived as

y ∂k̃x
H0 − x ∂k̃y

H0 = 0. (13)

So far, for impurity bound state, the first constraint
in Eq. (12) relates the solution domain of (µx, µy) to
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FIG. 2. Parameters {t1,1, t−1,−1, t1,0, t−1,0, t0,0} for Hamiltonian in Eq. (1) are set to be {2, 2, i, i,−2i}. (a) displays the
spectrum near the Bloch saddle point H0(0, 0) with λ = 2.66+0.96i, 2.27+2.23i for the bound state EBS1 and EBS2. (b1) and
(b2) depict bound states with energy EBS1 and EBS2, and (c1) and (c2) show the corresponding amoeba’s contours outlined by
the black curves. (d) Comparison of bound states between simulated data (colored dots) and theoretical data (colored line).
The red (blue) dots and line in (d) correspond to the x(y)-axis. The results are obtained from simulations performed on a
30× 30 lattice.

the mathematical term amoeba; the second constraint
in Eq. (13), combined with Eq.(12), locates several iso-
lated points µs(θ) on amoeba. By changing the spa-
tial direction θ = arg r, µs(θ) will form a closed loop
which corresponds to a mathematical concept called the
amoeba’s contour [67–69]. As shown in Figs. 2(c1) and
(c2), the amoeba’s contours are represented by the black
curves. The constraint given by Eq. (13) is a homoge-
neous function of x and y, which depends solely on the
spatial direction θ = arctan(y/x). Therefore, the bound
state wavefunction exhibits exponential localization away
from the impurity site, while it is not isotropic in real
space. Furthermore, by applying implicit function theo-
rem ∇k̃H0 ·dk̃ = 0 to Eq. (13), it can be transformed into

the form r · dk̃ = 0. Notably, this is a complex equation,
and by taking its imaginary part, we obtain

r · dµ = 0. (14)

This formula indicates that the inverse localization length
µ(θ) of bound states along each spatial direction r is
determined by the value µ(θ) = (µx, µy) on the amoeba’s
contour, where the tangent direction is perpendicular to
r.
As a result, for a fixed direction r, we can determine the

inverse localization length µ(θ) using Eq. 12 and Eq. 13.
By varying the spatial direction θ = arg r, we find that
the set of µ(θ) forms a closed loop on the amoeba, corre-
sponding to the amoeba’s contour. Additionally, Eq. 14

indicates that the tangent direction of µ(θ) is perpendic-
ular to r.
By substituting the values of (µx, µy) into Eq. (11), we

can determine the geometric shape of the bound state.
As illustrated in Fig. 2(a), the bound states with energies
EBS1 and EBS2 are illustrated in Figs. 2(b1) and (b2), re-
spectively. Their corresponding amoebas are calculated
in Figs. 2(c1) and (c2). To further delve into the localiza-
tion behaviors, we plot ln |ψEBS(x, 0)| and ln |ψEBS(0, y)|
for these two bound states in Figs 2(d1) and (d2). Ac-
cording to our conclusion, the decay rate of bound states
along the x and y directions are determined by the cor-
responding points on the amoeba’s contours, which are
illustrated by the red and blue dots in Figs 2(c1) and (c2).
As the numerical verifications in Figs 2(d1) and (d2), the
corresponding slopes at the amoeba’s contour points are
represented by the red and blue solid lines, matching ex-
actly with the numerical bound state wavefunctions, as
indicated by the red and blue dots.
We conclude that the amoeba’s contour encodes the

localization lengths of the bound state along each spatial
direction. Therefore, the characteristic geometric shape
of the bound state wavefunction can be tailored by the
amoeba’s contour. Moreover, since the amoeba’s contour
is determined by the bulk Hamiltonian of the system, it
is expected that non-Hermitian systems can host unique
bound state geometric features beyond those observed in
conventional Hermitian systems.
Geometry transition of bound state under weak impu-
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rity analysis.—
Here, by perturbation analysis with a weak impurity

potential excitation, we demonstrate a geometry tran-
sition unique to higher-dimensional non-Hermitian sys-
tems. As previously mentioned, the non-Hermitian sys-
tems having GDSE ensure the existence of BSPs, where
the bound state can be excited by an infinitesimal impu-
rity potential. Therefore, GDSE system provides a plat-
form to examine the bound state geometry features with
a weak impurity excitation. As we established before, the
bound state geometry can be tailored by the amoeba’s
contour. The latter is fully determined by the charac-
terization equation f(EBS, kx, ky) = EBS − H0(kx, ky).
Here, we only consider its expansion near BSP energy
EBSP, which is generally expressed as:

f(EBS, kx, ky) = EBS − EBSP − k2x − eiθk2y. (15)

Here, the linear term of kx and ky vanishes due to the
BSP condition, and cross term kxky is omitted for sim-
plicity [64]. By applying the constraints in Eq. (12) and
Eq. (13), we can derive an algebraic curve of order 8 that
describes the amoeba’s contour (see details in Supple-
mentary Material [64]). Based on Eq. (11), we ultimately
obtain an algebraic curve that features the bound state
geometry shape:

[l2x sinα+ l2y sin(α− θ)]2 − 4[l2x cosα+ l2y cos(α− θ)] = 4,

(16)

where α = arg(EBS − EBSP). This curve describes the
localization length of the wave function along different
directions and determines the shape of the bound states.

When θ = 0, the Hamiltonian reduces to Hermitian,
and the geometry curve collapses into a circle, given by

sinα2(l2x + l2y)
2 − 4 cosα(l2x + l2y) = 4. (17)

Therefore, the shape of the bound state in Hermitian
limit is always circular (or elliptical due to a scaling

factor on kx or ky). However, when θ ̸= 0, as illus-
trated in Fig.2(a), varying α leads to a transition in the
shape of the bound state from a regular convex curve
in Fig. 2(b1) to a concave and dumbbell-like curve in
Fig. 2(b2), which is unique to higher-dimensional non-
Hermitian systems. This transition corresponds to the
transition of the amoeba’s contour from a regular curve
in Fig. 2(c1) to an irregular curve with multiple singu-
lar nodes in Fig. 2(c2). Here, a curve is considered as
convex if and only if it exhibits positive or negative cur-
vature tracing along its path, while a singular node is
defined as the singular point at which the curve inter-
sects with itself. The nodes always appear in pairs due
to reciprocity symmetry in GDSE systems. We show
that concave geometry of bound states appears if and
only if the phase (α− θ) or (θ−α) falls within the range
of (0, θ). The proof is detailed in Supplementary Mate-
rial [64]. For weak impurity excitation near BSPs, when
θ < α < 2θ or −θ < α < 0, as indicated by the gray re-
gion in Fig. 2(a), the amoeba contour exhibits two nodes.
Consequently, the geometry of the corresponding bound
state wave function is concave.

Conclusion.— In summary, we investigate the char-
acteristics of impurity-induced bound states in 2D non-
Hermitian lattice systems. Our findings indicate that
existence of BSPs can eliminate the threshold for the
formation of impurity bound states. Notably, in a sys-
tem with GDSE, even an infinitesimal impurity potential
can generate bound states near the BSP energy. Such
systems serve as optimal platforms for the investigation
of bound states with weak excitations near BSPs. The
geometry of these bound state wavefunctions is concave
and anisotropic, in sharp contrast with convex, isotropic
shapes observed in Hermitian systems. The existence
of such bound states demonstrates that non-Hermitian
properties can significantly enrich the geometric configu-
rations of bound states.
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S-1. PROOF OF RELATION BETWEEN THE BOUND STATE AND CONTOUR OF AMOEBA

In this section, we shall present our theory on geometry of bound state with more technical details. First, we shall
explicitly formulate the wavefuntion following the method in the maintext. Then we move on to the proof for the
relationship between geometry of wavefunction and amoeba’s contour, i.e., the inverse of localization length at a given
direction is determined by the point in the amoeba whose normal line is parallel to that direction. After that, some
technical details concerning the deformation of the integration contour are discussed.

A. Formation of Geometry of Bound State

We begin with the generalization of Green function method. The wavefunction is determined by

ψE(x, y) = λψE(0, 0)G0(E;x, y)

= λψE(0)

∮
zx,zy∈S1

dzxdzy
(2πi)2

zxxz
y
y

zxzy(E −H0(zx, zy))

(S1)

where H0(zx≡eikx , zy≡eiky )=
∑l=M,s=N

l=−m,s=−n ts,lz
s
xz

l
y is the Hamiltonian in bivariate Laurant polynomial form defined

in the main text. Integrate with respect to zy using residue theorem (here we assume x, y > 0, so we choose residue
inside the unit circle),

ψE(x, y) = λψE(0)

∮
zx∈S1

dzx
2πi

∑
|zy|<1

R(E, zy(zx))×

elnzx(x+m−1)+lnzy(y+n−1)

(S2)

Here R(E, zy,i) = −1/tM,N

∏N+n
j(̸=i)=1(zy,j − zy,i) is the residue of the function zmx zny (E−H0) at pole zy,i, and the pole

zy,i(zx) is actually a function of zx, i.e. , zy,i(zx) are roots of E −H0(zx, zy) = 0 for zy given zx. Since we only care
about the asymptotic behavior at infinity, we can assume x+m− 1 ≈ x, y + n− 1 ≈ y and evaluate above equation
with saddle point approximation,

ψE(x, y) = λψE(0)
∑
κx,κy

REBS
(eiκx , eiκy )eiκxx+iκyy

(S3)
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where κx, κy is given by

x

zx
+ y∂zx lnzy(zx) = 0 (S4)

Denote f(zx, zy) := E − H0(zx, zy) , and replace ∂zx lnzy(zx) in above equation with implicit function theorem, one
can find

x

zx
− y

zy

∂zxf

∂zyf
= 0 (S5)

In next subsection, we shall see that this result is in accordance with the definition of amoeba’s contour.

B. Proof of the relation

In this subsection, we shall prove that the saddle point determining the localization length of the bound state is
given by points in the contour of amoeba.

We shall begin with an introduction to the theory of amoeba contour [1–3]. Consider a bivariate laurant form
polynomial f(zx, zy) =

∑
t,s at,sz

t
xz

s
y, the contour of its amoeba is defined as

Cf = {(log|zx|, log|zy|) ∈ R2|f(zx, zy) = 0, kzx∂zxf − zy∂zyf = 0, k ∈ R ∪ {±∞}} (S6)

Here k is a real parameter that encodes the slope of the normal line to the contour of the amoeba. The boundary of
amoeba is a subset of its contour Cf .
One can intuitively understand this definition by following considerations. Let a point (zx0, zy0) ≡

(eµx0+ikx0 , eµy0+iky0) sit at the boundary of the amoeba, then a neighbor point (eµx0+ikx0+δµx+iδkx , eµy0+iky0+δµy+iδky )
is mapped to

f(eµx0+ikx0+δµx+iδkx , eµy0+iky0+δµy+iδky ) = f(zx0, zy0) + (δµx + iδkx)zx∂zxf + (δµy + iδky)zy∂zyf +O(δµ2, δk2)

(S7)

Giving a pair (δµx, δµy) and treating (δkx, δky) as variables, one can always find a solution for (δkx, δky) such that
(δµx + iδkx)zx∂zxf + (δµy + iδky)zy∂zyf = 0 if this equation is not degenerate. In other words, to find a neighbor
point not in the amoeba, (zx∂zxf, zy∂zyf) must be R− dependent, which gives the second relation in Eq. S6.
In Eq. S6, treating f as giving an implicit function zx(zy), then one get

zy
zx

dzx
dzy

= −k =
d ln zx
d ln zy

=
1

2
(
∂µx

∂µy
− i

∂µx

∂ky
) + i

1

2
(
∂kx
∂µy

− i
∂kx
∂ky

) (S8)

A few remarks shall be noted. First, the second term in the last equation naturally equals the first term by
holomorphicity. Second, taking the imaginary part of the last equation above, one immediately gets ∂µx

∂ky
= 0 . Taking

the real part, one gets k
∂µy

∂µx
= −1, which implies k is the slope of the normal line to the contour of the amoeba as we

mentioned above.

C. Some technical details concerning deforming integration contour

In this subsection, we provide some technical details concerning the deformation of the integration contour in the
calculation of the localization length.

Note that the statement that the localization length of the bound state is given by the saddle point of the integral
is valid only when we can deform the contour of the integral to the saddle point without touching the poles of the
integrand. In the following, we shall show that this is indeed the case since the poles are always discrete points in the
complex plane for zy.
Note that after integration of zx , we get (some constants are dropped for simplicity)∫

zy∈S1

dzy
∑
i

zsx,i(zy)z
t
y∏

j ̸=i(zx,i(zy)− zx,j(zy))
(S9)

As a function of zy, zx,i(zy) is analytical in the complex plane but for some discrete points. Indeed, f(zx, zy) =
E − H(zx, zy) = 0 gives this implicit function and ∂zyzx = −∂zyf/∂zxf is not differentiable only when ∂zxf = 0 .
Jointing this constraint with E −H(zx, zy) = 0, one can only get finitely many points in the complex plane.
The same argument holds for the numerator, since zx,i − zx,j = 0 pose the other constraint and thus only leads to

finite many poles.
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S-2. DISCUSSION ON WEAK IMPURITY LIMIT

In this section, we shall discuss the weak impurity limit for GDSE case in more detail. We shall first perturbatively
solve the contour of amoeba for such case and then we can get the condition for the argument of energy at which
irregularity appears. After that, we will describe what can be expected from the bound state when one imposes a
weak non-Hermiticity to a Hermitian system and show the relationship between the argument of bound state energy
and that of impurity.

A. GDSE Amoeba at weak impurity

As shown in the main text, at weak impurity, the bound state takes energy near the Bloch Saddle Point and after
a transforming of variables, we only need to consider the model −2 cos kx − 2eiθ cos ky , where a factor of 2 is added
for the sake of simplicity. We point out here that this model has inversion symmetry kx → −kx, ky → −ky, thus the
amoeba and its contour should also be symmetric with respect to inversion on x and y axis. Expand the Hamiltonian
near the Bloch Saddle Point (kx, ky) = (0, 0),

h0(κx, κy) = −2− 2eiθ + (kx − iµx)
2 + eiθ(ky − iµy)

2 (S10)

with complex momentum κx(y) = kx(y) − iµx(y). By substituting this Hamiltonian into Equations 9 and 10 in the
main text, we obtain equations for two complex number domains, that is, four equations for the real number domain.

Re
(
δE − (kx − iµx)

2 − eiθ(ky − iµy)
2
)
= 0 (S11)

Im
(
δE − (kx − iµx)

2 − eiθ(ky − iµy)
2
)
= 0 (S12)

Re
(
k (kx − iµx)− eiθ (ky − iµy)

)
= 0 (S13)

Im
(
k (kx − iµx)− eiθ (ky − iµy)

)
= 0 (S14)

where δE = E− (−2−2eiθ). We can eliminate the variables kx and ky by solving Eq. S13 and Eq. S14, and substitute
kx and ky into Eq. S11 and Eq. S12. And because Eq. S11 and Eq. S12 have the same k for each µx, µy. Then we
can use the resultant to find the final result fδE(µx, µy) = 0. fδE(µx, µy) = 0 is a algebraic curve with parameters

in (|δE|, arg(δE)). Further notice fδE(µx, µy) is homogeneous with respect to (µx, µy, |δE| 12 ) (which originates from

Eq. S10) and one can perform the variable change (µx, µy) → (µ′
x|δE| 12 , µ′

y|δE| 12 ) to eliminate |δE|. Here we list the
result (denote α := arg(δE) and we dropped superscript for simplicity)

f(µx, µy) = R(f1(µx, µy, k), f2(µx, µy, k), k) (S15)

f1(µx, µy, k) = −k2 cos(α) + k2 csc2(θ)µ2
x

(
cos(2θ) + k2 cos(θ)

)
− 2k csc2(θ)µxµy

(
cos(θ) + k2

)
+ csc2(θ)µ2

y

(
k2 cos(θ) + 1

)
f2(µx, µy, k) = −k csc(θ)µ2

x

(
2 cos(θ) + k2

)
+ k

(
sin(α) + csc(θ)µ2

y

)
+ 2 csc(θ)µxµy

Here f(µx, µy) is the equation of amoeba’s contour, and f1(µx, µy, k) and f2(µx, µy, k) are deformations of Eq. S11
and Eq. S12, and R(f(x), g(x), x) is the resultant of the polynomials f(x) and g(x) with respect to the variable
x. Fig S1 plots f(µx, µy) for different arg(δE) with fixed θ = π

3 . Only when δE takes value outside spectrum,
i.e. arg(δE) /∈ (0, θ), can a central hole be found. As described in the main text ,one may also observe that when
arg(δE) ∈ (θ, 2θ) (symmetrically, arg(δE) ∈ (0,−θ)) , irregularity takes place at x(y) axis. In the following we shall
make this observation valid.

Let’s take irregularity at x axis as an example and y axis can be treated similarly. Solve the equation f(µx, 0) = 0,

µx,1 =

√
1− cos(argδE)

2
, µx,2 =

√
−1− cos(arg(δE))

2
, µx,3,4 =

√
sin(θ) sin(arg(δE)− θ)

2

µx,i = −µx,i−4, i = 5, 6, 7, 8

(S16)

Here we only need to deal with the first four roots since the remaining is just the inverse. Note that µx,2 is always
imaginary and µx,1 is always real and regular. One can also check that µx,3,4 appears as an irregular point, since it’s
also a solution for ∂µx

f = 0, ∂µy
f = 0. Thus, to make µx,3,4 real, one need sin(arg(δE)−θ) > 0 (we can always assume
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θ ∈ (0, π)). Then, recall that to make such an irregular point not isolated in the real plane, its Hessian matrix of
second derivatives should have both positive and negative eigenvalues, and this gives the other side of the constraint.
The Hessian matrix for µx,3,4 reads as diag(64 sin(θ) sin(θ− arg(δE)) sin2(2θ− arg(δE)), 64 sin(θ) sin3(2θ− arg(δE))
. Take both constraints and the proposition is proved.

B. Equal amplitude of wave function

Because amoeba’s contour determines the localization length (determined by equation xµx + yµy = 1) of the wave
function along a certain direction y/x, it is able to get the corresponding curves of the localization length of the wave
function along different directions through amoeba’s contour Eq S15, which is also the curve of the equal amplitude
of the wave function.

2
(
sin(α)x2 + sin(α− θ)y2

)2 − 8
(
cos(α)x2 + cos(α− θ)y2 + 1

)
= 0 (S17)

This curve is deemed concave if it exhibits negative and positive curvature along its path, so the transition point
between a concave curve and a convex curve is the point at which zero curvature first appears in the path. Using
the Hessian matrix to calculate the curvature of the curve, we can find that zero curvature exists in the region with
0 < |α− θ| < θ.
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FIG. S1. f(µx, µy) = 0 in Eq.S15 for different α. Fix θ = π
3
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6
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6
;
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3
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2
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3

;(i)α = 11π
6

;
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C. Effect of weak non-Hermiticity

Let’s first recast some facts on wavefunction in the Hermitian lattice case in the language of amoeba. In Eq. S15 ,
let θ = 0 and one get

fθ=0(µx, µy) = g(µ2
x + µ2

y) (S18)

The precise form of the function g is not important. What matters here is that µ2
x + µ2

y appears in the function
as a whole due to symmetry, which we can also get from eq.S10. This implies that the contour should be a circle,
whose radius can be read from eqS16 as µx,1. Thus, the wavefunction here is isotropic with localization length

1

|δE|
1
2 µx,1(arg(δE))

.

A few corollaries are ready in hand. First, comparing with the a real δE, a complex one with same strength tends
to suppress the localization of wavefunction. Second, when x and y are not symmetric, i.e., the hoppings are different,
the contour of amoeba shall take the form of an ellipse and so will the geometry of wavefunction. One may also note
that the mix term µx, µy shall rotate the orientation of this ellipse.

Next, we fix the bound state energy real (argδE = π) and show the result when one poses the non-Hermiticity to
the lattice. In eq.S15, fix a direction by defining µy = kµx, r

2 = µ2
x + µ2

y and treat f( r√
1+k2

, kr√
1+k2

) as an implicit

function of r(θ) with parameters of k, allowing one to expand it at θ = 0

r(θ) = −1

8
k2(

1

1 + k2
)2(2 + k2)θ2 +O(θ4) (S19)

Note that the odd powers of terms naturally vanish since it’s an even function. The negativity of the coefficient
of the second order implies that in this case non-Hermiticity also suppresses the localization of the bound state.
Further notice r′′(θ)|θ=0 as a function of k is monotone in (0,∞) and (−∞, 0) and vanishes at minimal k = 0, so such
suppression is not isotropic and do not influence localization at x axis, a fact which can also be retained from Eq. S16
and understood intuitively since non-Hermiticity is only imposed to y axis.

D. relationship of the argument of bound state energy and impurity

In the main text, we established the relationship between bound state energy and impurity near bloch saddle point
via evaluating the integral with model cos kx + a cos ky + b sin kx ,i.e.

λ−1 =
1

4π2

∫
BZ

dkxdky
1 + 1a+ δE − cos kx − a cos ky − b sin kx

=
2K

(
4a

√
1+b2

(δE+1+
√
1+b2)(δE+2a+1−

√
1+b2)

)
π
√

(δE + 1 +
√
1 + b2)(δE + 2a+ 1−

√
1 + b2)

(S20)

Note that K(x), the Complete elliptic integral of the first kind, has asymptotic expansion near 1 as K(1 − x) ∼
− ln(x)

2 ,and one can get

δE ∼ 4ae−
√

aπ
λ

1 + a
(S21)

Thus, the argument of bound state energy is linear with respect to the argument of impurity, i.e.

arg(δE) ∼ arg(
a

1 + a
)− |

√
a

λ
|(1
2
arg(a)− arg(λ)) (S22)

S-3. LOCAL DENSITY OF STATES

In this section, we will illustrate how the concavity and convexity of the wave function is reflected in LDOS by
calculating LDOS. We consider a non-Hermitian system H0 with an impurity V = λ|0, 0⟩⟨0, 0| at the origin. Through
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FIG. S2. Parameters {t1,1, t1,0, t−1,0, t0,−1, t0,1, t−1,−1} for Hamiltonian are chosen to be {0, 1, 1, i, i, 0} in (a) and (b), and
{2, i, i, 0, 0, 2} in (c) and (d). Panels (a) and (c) depict the shape of the bound state, while panels (b) and (d) show the
corresponding Newton polytope. The results are obtained from simulations performed on a 30×30 lattice, with data extracted
from the central 11× 11 sites with the impurity strength set to λ = 50.

perturbation theory, we can know that when impurities are added, the Green’s function of the system can be calculated
as,

G(ω;x, y) = g0(ω) +
G0(ω;x, y)G0(ω;−x,−y)

1/λ− g0(ω)
(S23)

here G(ω;x, y) = ⟨x, y|1/(ω − H0 − V )|x, y⟩ represents the perturbed Green’s function, G0(ω;x, y) = ⟨x, y|1/(ω −
H0)|0, 0⟩ represents the unperturbed Green’s function with its entity at origin denoted as g0(ω) = G0(ω; 0, 0).
From Eq. 3 in the text, we can know that G0(ω;x, y) is proportional to the wave function of the bound state, and

based on the previous discussion, we know that under the limit of weak impurity, the amoeba contour that determines
the wave function has inversion symmetry about the origin. Therefore, our wave function should have inversion
symmetry, so that our Green’s function is proportional to the square of the wave function. As a result, LDOS will
inherit the concavity and convexity of the wave function.

S-4. DISCUSSION ON STRONG IMPURITY CASE

As the impurity strength increases, the shape of the bound state wave function progressively approximates a polygon
and ultimately can be represented by a polytope known as the Newton Polytope, which is determined by the Bloch
Hamiltonian. The Newton Polytope of a polynomial is defined as the convex hull of the set of exponent vectors of
monomials within it. Physically, the Newton Polytope is analogous to the convex hull of the hopping graph, which
represents all the hopping terms in the Hamiltonian, as illustrated in Fig S2(b) and (d).

As the impurity strength increases, the central hole of the amoeba expands and retreats to its spine, which is a dual
representation of the system’s Newton Polytope. Since the shape of the wave function is dictated by its localization
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length—a dual of the amoeba’s contour, which encompasses the central hole, the wave function’s shape resembles
that of the Newton Polytope.

In Fig. S2, we present the results for two examples of Hamiltonians. The first model incorporates the nearest hopping
term, leading to a diamond-shaped Newton Polytope as illustrated in Fig. S2(b). The corresponding wavefunction is
plotted in Fig. S2(a), exhibiting a diamond-like form. Conversely, the second model features a parallelogram-shaped
Newton Polytope shown in Fig. S2(d), accompanied by its parallelogram-like wave function depicted in Fig. S2(c).
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