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The non-Hermitian skin effect is a topological phenomenon, resulting in the condensation of bulk
modes near the boundaries. Due to the localization of bulk modes at the edges, boundary effects
remain significant even in the thermodynamic limit. This makes conventional Bloch band theory
inapplicable and hinders the accurate computation of the spectrum. The Amoeba formulation ad-
dresses this problem by determining the potential from which the spectrum can be derived using
the generalized Szegö’s limit theorem, reducing the problem to an optimization of the Ronkin func-
tion. While this theory provides novel insights into non-Hermitian physics, challenges arise from
the multiband nature and symmetry-protected degeneracies, even in one-dimensional cases. In this
work, we investigate one-dimensional two-band class AII† systems, where Kramers pairs invalidate
the conventional Amoeba formalism. We find that these challenges can be overcome by optimizing
the band-resolved Ronkin functions, which is achieved by extrapolating the total Ronkin function.
Finally, we propose a generalized Szegö’s limit theorem for class AII† and numerically demonstrate
that our approach correctly computes the potential and localization length.

I. INTRODUCTION

Non-Hermitian matrices are ubiquitous in a wide va-
riety of physical systems, from classical wave dynamics
to open quantum systems [1–3]. These matrices nat-
urally describe non-conservative dynamics induced by
the dissipation and the energy exchange in real systems.
The presence of non-Hermiticity profoundly affects sys-
tem properties, often leading to singular spectral struc-
tures with unique eigenstate distributions. A particu-
larly striking consequence of non-Hermiticity is the Non-
Hermitian Skin Effect (NHSE) [4–29]. This phenomenon,
characterized by a point-gap spectral structure, arises
from the interplay between non-Hermiticity and topol-
ogy, which does not have a counterpart in Hermitian sys-
tems.

The NHSE fundamentally modifies the system’s re-
sponse to boundary conditions, resulting in exponentially
localized bulk modes and a breakdown of conventional
Bloch band theory. As a result, the eigenvalues and
eigenstates under open boundary conditions (OBC) sig-
nificantly deviate from those under periodic boundary
conditions (PBC).

Complex wavenumbers with non-zero imaginary parts
have been introduced to overcome this limitation, lead-
ing to a modified Bloch band theory. These generaliza-
tions are known as the non-Bloch band theory, which
has established the concept of the generalized Brillouin
zone [4, 6]. This non-Bloch band theory has achieved
remarkable success in one-dimensional systems, includ-
ing symmetry-protected cases [30], providing a compre-
hensive framework for understanding non-Hermitian one-
dimensional systems [16, 31–51].

In contrast, attempts to extend the non-Bloch band
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theory to higher dimensions have proved challenging [52–
57]. While boundaries in one-dimensional systems are
inherently simple, those in two or higher dimensions ex-
hibit far more complex geometries. In this context, the
recently proposed Amoeba theory has significantly ad-
vanced the field [58–62]. The Amoeba formulation de-
fines the "electrical" potential of the spectrum, making
it possible to access the density of states (DOS) under
OBC for single-band class A systems in arbitrary dimen-
sions. In particular, the generalized Szegö’s limit theorem
reduces the potential computation to an optimization of
the Ronkin function. Furthermore, as the Ronkin func-
tion takes the inverse localization length as an argument,
the solution to this optimization problem returns the cor-
rect localization length.

While the Amoeba formulation provides a powerful
framework for developing the non-Bloch band theory of
one-band systems, generalizing it to multiband systems
remains challenging. In particular, degeneracies arising
from the transpose-type time-reversal symmetry (TRS†)
impose constraints on the Ronkin function [59], which
obstruct both the optimization problem and the appli-
cation of the generalized Szegö’s limit theorem. These
constraints are especially significant in symplectic classes,
where TRS† leads to Kramer’s degeneracies, further com-
plicating the Amoeba formulation. Consequently, even
for one-dimensional systems, the Amoeba formulation
fails to apply to symplectic classes.

Here, we partially overcome this limitation by gener-
alizing the Amoeba formulation to the one-dimensional
two-band class AII†. Separating the Ronkin function
into its band-resolved parts, which are related by the
TRS† operation, we show that we can optimize these
band-resolved Ronkin functions by extrapolating the to-
tal Ronkin function. This extrapolation is easily calcu-
lated by the Legendre transformation of the total Ronkin
function and leads to a generalized Szegö’s limit theorem
for class AII† in one dimension.
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The rest of this paper is organized as follows: In
Sec. II, we introduce our notation and briefly review
the non-Bloch band theory and the Amoeba formula-
tion in one-dimensional class A systems. In Sec. III,
we propose the generalized Szegö’s limit theorem for one-
dimensional two-band class AII† systems using the band-
decomposition. In Sec. IV, we numerically verify our
methods and theorems. Sec. V summarizes and con-
cludes this paper. Furthermore, in Appendix A, we illus-
trate the dependency of the band-resolved Ronkin func-
tions on branch cuts utilizing the energy band branches.

II. OBC BAND STRUCTURE FOR CLASS A
SYSTEMS

This section introduces the notation and briefly re-
views the non-Bloch band theory [4, 6, 7] and the Amoeba
formulation [58] in class A systems.

A. Notations

We consider a one-dimensional lattice of length N with
M states at each site. For simplicity, we set the lattice
constant to unity. The OBC Hamiltonian Ĥ is generally
expressed as

Ĥ =

N∑
x,y=1

M∑
a,b=1

ĉ†x,aH
(N)
xa,ybĉy,b (1)

where ĉx,a, (ĉ†x,a) annihilates (creates) a particle at site
x in state a. Due to the periodicity of the lattice, the
hopping amplitudes Hxa,yb depend only on the relative
distance between different sites and form a Block Toeplitz
matrix H(N): H(N)

xa,yb = Hx−y,ab. The Fourier transfor-
mation of these matrix elements yields the Bloch Hamil-
tonian,

hB,ab(k) =

p∑
n=−p

Hn,abe
ikn, (2)

where the parameter p is the largest hopping distance.
In the absence of the NHSE, the spectrum of H(N)

(OBC spectrum) is correctly approximated by the spec-
trum of hB(k) (PBC spectrum) except for O(1) edge
modes, since the eigenstates are delocalized and approx-
imated with plane waves with wavenumber k. On the
other hand, if the NHSE occurs, a large number (O(N))
OBC eigenstates become exponentially localized, and
complex-valued wavenumbers emerge. To take into ac-
count such complex-valued wavenumbers, the non-Bloch
Hamiltonian is defined through an analytic continuation
of the Bloch Hamiltonian to hB(k − iµ), where µ is the
inverse localization length. In the following discussion,
we denote the non-Bloch Hamiltonian as

hnB(β) = hB(−i log β), (3)

where β = eµ+ik. In this β representation, the non-Bloch
Hamiltonian becomes a matrix-valued Laurent polyno-
mial.

B. Non-Bloch band theory

The non-Bloch band theory determines the OBC band
structure through a bivariate polynomial called the char-
acteristic polynomial:

ChP(E, β) = det[E − hnB(β)]. (4)

This polynomial establishes the relation between
complex-valued wavenumbers β and energies E and gen-
eralizes the Bloch band theory.

The characteristic polynomial can be factorized in two
complementary ways:

ChP(E, β) = CEβ
−Mp

2Mp∏
j=1

(β − βj(E))

=

M∏
σ=1

(E − Eσ(β)) (5)

where CE is a β-independent constant. We assume that
the β-roots, βj , are ordered by their moduli: |βi(E)| ≤
|βj(E)| for i ≤ j. Then, the E-roots, Eσ(β), provide the
energy band branches (EBB) [63]. For a model described
by a rank-M matrix h(β), there are M EBBs.

There are several β values associated with a given E
through the characteristic polynomial. It has been found
that for OBC, only a few βj(E) contribute to the OBC
wave function. The concept of GBZ emerges from col-
lecting these β values. In class A systems, the GBZ for
band σ is characterized as:

GBZσ = {β ∈ C; |βMp ◦ Eσ(β)| = |βMp+1 ◦ Eσ(β)|},
(6)

where ◦ denotes a function composition [4, 6, 7]. The
spectrum of band σ is then obtained by mapping the
GBZσ through Eσ.

While the non-Bloch band formulation is applica-
ble to multiband systems, generalizations to higher-
dimensional systems are non-trivial since conditions anal-
ogous to Eq. (6) have not yet been established in higher-
dimensional systems.

C. Amoeba formulation

The Amoeba formulation determines the OBC band
structure through the OBC DOS and its potential. The
OBC DOS on the complex-energy plane is defined using
the Dirac’s delta function as

ρ(E) = lim
N→∞

1

N
Tr δ

(
E −H(N)

)
. (7)
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This DOS is intimately connected to the OBC spectral
potential ϕ(E) which satisfies the Laplace equation

ρ(E) =
1

2π
∆ϕ(E), (8)

where ∆ = ∂2/∂(ReE)2 + ∂2/∂(ImE)2. Since the
complex-energy plane is two-dimensional, the potential
can be rewritten as

ϕ(E) = lim
N→∞

1

N
Tr ln

∣∣∣E −H(N)
∣∣∣. (9)

While the direct calculation of this potential requires
the determinant of a huge matrix, it can be efficiently
computed using the non-Bloch Hamiltonian under cer-
tain conditions.

In one-band class A systems, the spectral potential is
given by Szegö’s limit theorem [64],

ϕ(E) =

∫
ln |β|=0

dβ

2πiβ
ln |ChP(β,E)|, (10)

for topologically trivial E, detected by a zero-winding
number W (E) = 0, defined as

W (E) =

∫ 2π

0

dk

2π
∂k ln det[E − hB(k)]. (11)

This theorem states that the PBC spectral potential can
be used for the OBC potential for trivial E.

Szegö’s limit theorem is invalid for topologically non-
trivial E, though a generalization is proposed in [58].
According to this conjecture, the potential ϕ(E) in one-
dimensional single-band systems (M = 1) is given by
a test potential Φ(E), which is determined through the
following optimization problem:

Φ(E) = min
µ
RE(µ), (12)

where RE is the Ronkin function defined as

RE(µ) =

∮
ln |β|=µ

dβ

2πiβ
ln |ChP(E, β)|. (13)

The integration in Eq. (13) can be rewritten in terms
of β using Eq. (5):

RE(µ) = ln |CE | − p

∮
ln |β|=µ

dβ

2πiβ
ln |β|

+

2p∑
j=1

∮
ln |β|=µ

dβ

2πiβ
ln |β − βj(E)|. (14)

This representation indicates that the Ronkin function is
determined by the pole and the roots of the characteristic
equation enclosed by the circle |β| = eµ [60]:

RE(µ) = ln |CE | − pµ

+

2p∑
j=1

µj +

2p∑
j=1

(µ− µj) · θ(µ− µj), (15)

where µj = ln |βj(E)| and θ(x) is the step function, which
takes the value 1 for x ≥ 0 and 0 for x < 0. Thus,
the Ronkin function is a convex and piece-wise linear
function, and its derivative is quantized to integer values
in one-dimensional systems.

Using this representation, we can expand the Ronkin
function around its minimum as

RE(µ) = a+


−(µ− µp) µp−1 ≤ µ ≤ µp

0 µp ≤ µ ≤ µp+1

µ− µp+1 µp+1 ≤ µ ≤ µp+2

, (16)

where a is obtained by

a = ln |CE |+
2p∑

j=p+1

µj . (17)

In the Amoeba formulation, the absence of an interme-
diate region where the Ronkin function is constant indi-
cates that E lies within the spectrum, and the µ∗, which
minimizes the function, yields the corresponding eigen-
state’s inverse localization length. This criterion, known
as "hole closing," is consistent with the GBZ condition
in Eq. (6). The Ronkin function can similarly be defined
in higher-dimensional systems. Hence, the Amoeba for-
mulation provides a way to generalize non-Bloch band
theory to higher-dimensional systems.

III. GENERALIZED SZEGÖ’S LIMIT
THEOREM FOR TWO-BAND AII† SYSTEMS

In this section, we focus on one-dimensional two-
band class AII† systems and discuss the limitations
of the conventional Amoeba formalism. We introduce
band-resolved Ronkin functions that decompose contri-
butions from multiple bands into their respective indi-
vidual bands. We then demonstrate how band-resolved
Ronkin functions can be optimized by extrapolating the
total Ronkin function under symmetry constraints. This
approach leads to a modified version of the generalized
Szegö’s limit theorem.

A. Non-Bloch band theory for class-AII† systems

Systems in class AII† are characterized by the following
Z2 topological invariant [13]:

(−1)ν(E) = sgn
[
Pf[(E − hB(π))T ]

Pf[(E − hB(0))T ]

× exp

{
−1

2

∫ π

0

dk ∂k ln det[(E − hB(k))T ]

}]
. (18)

The sign function, sgn(x), takes the value 1 for x > 0
and −1 for x < 0, and Pf[A] corresponds to the Pfaffian



4

of the skew-symmetric matrix A. T is a unitary operator
fulfilling TRS† symmetry defined as

T−1hB(k)T = hB(−k)⊤, TT ∗ = −1. (19)

When expressed in terms of the non-Bloch Hamiltonian,
this symmetry takes the form:

T−1hnB(β)T = hnB(β
−1)⊤. (20)

Consequently, the characteristic polynomial remains in-
variant under the transformation β → β−1:

ChP(β,E) = ChP(β−1, E). (21)

This symmetry ensures that for each root β(E), there
exist its conjugate root β−1(E). Furthermore, the roots
can be ordered as,∣∣β−1

2p

∣∣ ≤ · · · ≤
∣∣β−1

1

∣∣ < 1 < |β1| ≤ · · · ≤ |β2p|, (22)

resulting in a modified GBZ condition [30]:

GBZσ = {β ∈ C; |β1 ◦ Eσ(β)| = |β2 ◦ Eσ(β)|}. (23)

These mathematical properties reflect the existence of
Kramers pairs in the spectrum.

B. Breakdown of the Amoeba formulation and
band-resolved Ronkin function

The symmetry properties of class-AII† systems neces-
sitate a modification of the conventional Amoeba formu-
lation in Eq. (12).

Since the Ronkin function becomes even [59], µ∗ = 0
always minimizes the Ronkin function. This seemingly
implies that all bulk modes are delocalized, and the
NHSE is absent in class-AII† systems. However, this con-
clusion contradicts both theoretical analyses and numer-
ical results, which consistently demonstrate the existence
of localized bulk modes and the NHSE in such systems
[13, 30, 59].

For class AII† systems, we can calculate the Ronkin
function in Eq. (13) as

RE(µ) = ln |CE | − 2pµ+

2p∑
j=1

(µ+ µj) · θ(µ+ µj)

+

2p∑
j=1

(µ− µj) · θ(µ− µj), (24)

where µj = ln |βj(E)|. Note that all µj are positive as
required by Eq. (22). By combining Eq. (24) with the
GBZ condition Eq. (23), we find that when E lies within
the spectrum, regions where the derivative of the Ronkin
function equals ±1 disappear. This observation indicates
that µ∗ must be explicitly determined by these regions.

However, merely replacing µ∗ in Eq. (12) with the
value determined by the jump of the derivative from −2

to 0 and the jump from 0 to +2, proves insufficient for
accurately representing the true potential. The source of
this inaccuracy lies in the fact that the Ronkin function
integrates contributions from both bands of the system:

RE(µ) =
∑

σ=+,−

∮
ln |β|=µ

dβ

2πiβ
ln |E − Eσ(β)|. (25)

Since this µ∗ does not simultaneously minimize both
bands, the obtained value for the potential differs from
the true potential that would correctly include the con-
tributions of both bands at their respective minima.

To address this issue, we can define band-resolved
Ronkin functions for each band separately as

R
(σ)
E (µ) =

∮
ln |β|=µ

dβ

2πiβ
ln |E − Eσ(β)|. (26)

We can expect that optimizing each function yields ap-
propriate values for the potentials Φσ(E) and localization
lengths µσ for each band.

This approach would seemingly resolve the optimiza-
tion problems described above. However, this straightfor-
ward definition of band-resolved Ronkin functions proves
challenging. The problem arises from the following criti-
cal issues: These band-resolved Ronkin functions exhibit
an explicit dependence on the branch cuts of the EBB.
Although Eq. (26) can be used to calculate band-resolved
Ronkin functions, it remains unclear which energy corre-
sponds to each band-wise Ronkin function. Simply using
the eigenvalues of hnB(β) results in a loss of essential
mathematical properties. The resulting band-resolved
Ronkin functions are neither convex nor piecewise linear,
as demonstrated in Appendix A.

These limitations necessitate an alternative approach
to defining band-resolved Ronkin functions. The follow-
ing section presents a modified formulation that preserves
the crucial mathematical properties while adequately ac-
counting for the band structure.

C. Constructing band-resolved Ronkin functions

Szegö’s limit theorem, Eq. (10), holds when ν(E) is
trivial. Therefore, we focus here on the case where ν(E)
is topologically nontrivial.

First, we outline the mathematical properties that the
band-resolved Ronkin function R

(±)
E must have. The

band-resolved Ronkin functions should inherit the math-
ematical properties of the total Ronkin function RE :
they must be convex, piece-wise linear, and have integer-
quantized derivatives. Furthermore, we require that R(±)

E
exhibit hole closing if E is in the OBC spectrum, anal-
ogous to the class A case. Considering Eq. (23), we as-
sume that R(+)

E [R
(−)
E ] remains constant in the domain

µ1 ≤ µ ≤ µ2 [−µ2 ≤ µ ≤ −µ1].
Next, we discuss how the TRS† constrains the band

resolved functions. When a system satisfies TRS†,
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each state is doubly degenerate, forming Kramers pairs,
and the states in each pair exhibit opposite localiza-
tion lengths. Consequently, we require the band-resolved
Ronkin functions to have the same optimal value and to
satisfy the following relation:

RE(µ) = R
(+)
E (µ) +R

(−)
E (µ), R

(+)
E (µ) = R

(−)
E (−µ).

(27)

To construct such proper band-resolved Ronkin func-
tions, we use Eq. (24), which shows that the total Ronkin
function is determined by the β-roots and the poles en-
closed by the circle |β| = eµ. Therefore, we divide the
roots and the order of the pole into two groups. We as-
sume that R(+)

E [R(−)
E ] contains the roots whose moduli

are larger [smaller] than 1. From the above assumption,
we can deduce that the R(+)

E [R
(−)
E ] must remain constant

in the domain µ1 ≤ µ ≤ µ2[−µ2 ≤ µ ≤ −µ1]. Thus, the
order of poles must be divided into 1 and 2p− 1.

Accordingly, the band-resolved Ronkin functions are
given by,

R
(+)
E (µ) =

1

2
ln |CE | −

1

2

2p∑
j=1

µj − µ

+

2p∑
j=1

(µ− µj) · θ(µ− µj),

R
(−)
E (µ) =

1

2
ln |CE |+

1

2

2p∑
j=1

µj − (2p− 1)µ

+

2p∑
j=1

(µ+ µj) · θ(µ+ µj) (28)

Here, the second term provides a constant shift, en-
suring that the band-resolved Ronkin functions satisfy
Eq. (27). The band-resolved Ronkin functions introduced
here maintain the symmetry between bands while pre-
serving the piecewise linearity and integer-valued deriva-
tives of the Ronkin functions. One can readily verify that
the sum of these band-resolved Ronkin functions repro-
duces the total Ronkin function in Eq. (24).

D. Reconstruction of the total Ronkin function
and generalized Szegö’s limit theorem

We reconstruct the total Ronkin function using this
decomposition and demonstrate that the extrapolation
of the total Ronkin function optimizes the band-resolved
Ronkin functions, leading to a generalized Szegö’s limit
theorem for two-band class AII† systems.

The band-resolved Ronkin functions defined in

Eq. (28) can be expanded around their minima as

R
(+)
E (µ) = a+


−(µ− µ1) −∞ ≤ µ ≤ µ1

0 µ1 ≤ µ ≤ µ2

µ− µ2 µ2 ≤ µ ≤ µ3

(29)

R
(−)
E (µ) = a+


−(µ+ µ2) −µ3 ≤ µ ≤ −µ2

0 −µ2 ≤ µ ≤ −µ1

µ+ µ1 −µ1 ≤ µ ≤ ∞
. (30)

Here a denotes the minimum of the band-resolved Ronkin
functions,

a =
1

2
ln |CE | −

1

2
µ1 +

1

2

2p∑
j=2

µj , (31)

which corresponds to the potential of each band.
Because the total Ronkin function is symmetric, we fo-

cus on µ ≥ 0 and can easily reconstruct the total Ronkin
function as

RE(µ) = 2a+


2µ1 0 ≤ µ ≤ µ1

µ+ µ1 µ1 ≤ µ ≤ µ2

2µ− (µ2 − µ1) µ2 ≤ µ ≤ µ3

. (32)

We observe that the minimum of the Ronkin function
is shifted by 2µ1 from the optimal value 2a. Therefore,
we can obtain the true potential by correcting this error.
However, merely correcting this shift would result in the
loss of hole-closing information, which plays a crucial role
in the spectral detection for class A systems. Thus, we
focus on µ2−µ1, which represents the length of the region
with a slope of 1, as this region vanishes when E belongs
to the OBC spectrum.

With this knowledge, we can now extrapolate the full
Ronkin function to obtain the correct potential. By ex-
trapolating the region with a slope of 2, we obtain the

FIG. 1: PBC and OBC (N = 400) spectrum: The
Hamiltonian is defined in Eq. (37). Parameters are set
to t1 = 0.3, t2 = 0.8, g1,x = 0.3, g1,z = 0.5i, g2,x = 0.2.
The topologically nontrivial area is filled in gray. The
reference points are E = −0.3 + 0.3i, 0.5 + 0.265i, 0.8.
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(a) (b) (c)

FIG. 2: Band-resolved Ronkin functions for (a)E = −0.3 + 0.3i, (b)E = 0.5 + 0.265i, and (c)E = 0.8: The
Hamiltonian and parameters are identical to those in Fig. 1. The red, blue and black lines represent R(+)

E , R(−)
E and

RE , respectively. The black dashed lines indicate the region with slope ±1. The total Ronkin function is symmetric,
and the band-resolved Ronkin functions R(±) satisfy the symmetry relation in Eq. (27). For points not inside the
OBC spectrum [(a)], the regions with slope ±1 remain. For points inside the OBC spectrum [(b) and (c)], the
regions with slope ±1 of the total Ronkin function vanish, which corresponds to the hole closing in the
band-resolved Ronkin functions.

correct potential:

Φ(E) = R̃
(2)
E (0) + (µ2 − µ1), (33)

where R̃(2)
E (µ) = 2µ + 2a − (µ2 − µ1). Combining the

GBZ condition Eq. (23), the extrapolated value yields
the appropriate potential for the OBC spectrum, and the
localization length is obtained by µ1(= µ2).

Notably, this extrapolation method works even when
the region with a slope of 2 vanishes. If µ2 = µ3 holds, we
can consider the tangent line with a slope of 2 at µ = µ2.
This condition motivates us to reformulate Eq. (33) in
terms of the Legendre transformation.

We introduce the Legendre transformation of the
Ronkin function, which takes the form

QE(m) = min
µ

[RE(µ)−mµ]. (34)

In this framework, we can define the correct potential of
the generalized Szegö’s limit theorem for two-band class
AII† systems using

Φ(E) = QE(2)− (Q′
E(1 + ϵ)−Q′

E(1− ϵ)) (35)

where Q′
E denotes the derivative of QE , and ϵ represents

an infinitesimal positive parameter [65].
We can finally include the trivial case and summarize

our conjecture to compute the OBC potential Eq. (9) as

Φ(E) =

{
QE(0) ν(E) = 0

QE(2)− (Q′
E(1 + ϵ)−Q′

E(1− ϵ)) ν(E) = 1
.

(36)

The information about hole closing is inherited as the
jump in the derivativeQ′

E atm = 1. Thus, the absence of
such a jump serves as an indicator of the OBC spectrum.

IV. NUMERICAL VERIFICATION

Finally, in this section, we numerically demonstrate
the correctness of our assumptions by calculating the po-
tential and DOS using Eq. (36).

We use the following Bloch Hamiltonian in class AII†,

hB(k) = [2t1 cos k + 2t2 cos 2k]σ0

− [2g1 sin k + 2g2 sin 2k] · σ (37)

where σ0 is the unit matrix, and σx,y,z are the Pauli ma-
trices. The operator T defined in Eq. (19) is given by σy.
The Hamiltonian can be diagonalized straightforwardly
as,

E±(k) = 2t1 cos k + 2t2 cos 2k ± 2∥g1 sin k + g2 sin 2k∥.
(38)

We set the parameters as t1 = 0.3, t2 = 0.8, g1 =
(0.3, 0.0, 0.5i), g2 = (0.2, 0.0, 0.0).

Figure 1 shows the spectrum obtained by diagonalizing
the finite-size Hamiltonian on a chain with 400 sites. The
blue and orange lines represent the spectra under PBC
and OBC, respectively. The complex plane contains a
region with a nontrivial Z2 topological invariant, as de-
fined in Eq. (18) (shaded in gray). The OBC spectrum
coincides with the PBC spectrum along the real axis.
Both spectra match for ReE > 1 but differ for ReE < 1.
While the PBC spectrum is gapless, the OBC spectrum
appears to exhibit a line gap at E = 0.8. However, this
gap arises due to finite-size effects and vanishes in the
thermodynamic limit.

We show the total Ronkin functions and the band-
resolved Ronkin functions in Fig. 2. The reference points
are set as −0.3 + 0.3i [(a)], E = 0.5 + 0.265i [(b)],
and 0.8 [(c)]. In each figure, the red, blue, and black
lines represent R(+)

E , R(−)
E and RE , respectively. Due to

TRS† constraints, the total Ronkin function is symmetric
around µ = 0. The band-resolved Ronkin functions R(±)
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(a)

(b)

FIG. 3: Spectral potential (a) and DOS given by this
potential using Eq. (8) in (b): The Hamiltonian and
parameters are identical to those in Fig. 1. The direct
diagonalization shows a ψ-shaped spectral distribution
[Fig. (1)], which is successfully reproduced by our
conjecture proposed in Eq. (36).

inherit the mathematical properties of the total func-
tion, i.e., they are convex, piece-wise linear, and have
integer-quantized derivatives. Furthermore, they satisfy
the symmetry relation in Eq. (27). For points outside
the OBC spectrum [Fig. 2(a)], the regions with slope ±1,
indicated by black dashed lines, remain. For points in-
side the OBC spectrum [Fig. 2(b), (c)], the regions with
slope ±1 in the total Ronkin function vanish, which cor-
responds to the hole closing in the band-resolved Ronkin
functions. These results are consistent with the GBZ
condition in Eq. (23).

Figure 3 shows the potential and the DOS using
Eq. (36). Our modified Amoeba formulation works in
topologically nontrivial domains and successfully predicts
the ψ-shaped spectral distribution, consistent with nu-
merical diagonalization results [Fig. 1].

Finally, to examine the generalized Szegö’s limit the-
orem, we perform finite-size analysis and calculate the
maximum difference between the exact potential ϕ(E)
(calculated by Eq. (9)) and our proposed potential Φ(E)
using Eq. (33), shown in Fig. 4. The difference converges
to zero in the thermodynamic limit (N → ∞) with scal-
ing O

(
N−1

)
, which shows the validity of our conjecture.

FIG. 4: The maximum difference, maxE |ϕ(E)− Φ(E)|,
between the OBC potential and the potential calculated
by the Ronkin function for various system sizes
N = 50, 100, . . . , 450. The Hamiltonian and parameters
are identical to those in Fig. 1. The difference converges
to zero in the limit N → ∞ with scaling O

(
N−1

)
.

V. CONCLUSIONS

The Amoeba formulation has opened a new path for
studying the GBZ in higher dimensions. However, the
multiband nature and symmetry-protected degeneracies
invalidate the conventional Amoeba formulation since the
optimization problem becomes invalid.

This paper partially solves this problem, focusing on
one-dimensional two-band class AII† systems. Due to
symmetry constraints based on TRS†, we can decom-
pose the Ronkin functions into band-resolved functions
and reconstruct the generalized Szegö’s limit theorem,
which can be calculated using the Legendre transforma-
tion. We finally numerically demonstrate the correctness
of our conjectures by calculating the spectrum of a two-
band class AII† system and showing the validness of the
modified Szegö’s limit by comparing with exact diagonal-
ization.

We note that a generalization of this extrapolation
method to higher-dimensional cases remains challenging.
In one-dimensional systems, both the total Ronkin func-
tion and band-resolved Ronkin functions are piecewise
linear, which helps recover the correct potential. How-
ever, the Ronkin function is no longer linear in higher-
dimensional systems, making the extrapolation problem-
atic.
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FIG. 5: Band-resolved Ronkin functions via EBB and
the total function for E = 0.5 + 0.3i with parameters
identical from Fig. 1: Branch cuts of the square root
extend from the origin at angles of 5π/7 (red/blue) and
0 (light red/light blue). While their sum yields the total
Ronkin function (black line), these band-resolved
functions are neither convex nor integer-quantized
derivatives.

APPENDIX

A. Band-resolved Ronkin functions using the
energy branch branches

In this appendix, we demonstrate that the band-
resolved Ronkin functions defined with the EBB
[Eq. (26)] break convexity and are not piece-wise linear.

We calculate the band-resolved Ronkin functions with
the EBBs defined in Eq. (38). Parameters are set as in
Fig. 1. We plot the total and the band-resolved Ronkin
functions for E = 0.5 + 0.3i in Fig. 5. The red and
blue lines represent R(+)

E and R
(−)
E , respectively, while

the black line shows the total function RE . The EBBs
include the square root of a complex number and, thus,
depend on the branch cut. We here consider two choices
of branch cuts for the square root: a half line from the ori-
gin to infinity at angles of 5π/7 (red and blue) and 0 (light
red and light blue). The partial functions R(+)

E and R(−)
E

have different minimal values, and their shapes strongly
depend on the choice of branch cuts. Furthermore, the
optimal value µ∗ varies with different branch cut config-
urations. Although the sum of the band-resolved Ronkin
functions yields RE for both branch cut choices, they
violate convexity and lack integer-quantized derivatives.

While we can expect that a well-designed branch cut
recovers the mathematical properties of the partial func-
tions, there are some cases where this is impossible. The
absence of convexity and integer-quantized derivatives
arises from the fact that the EBBs Eσ(β) are algebraic
functions rather than Laurent polynomials. If an EBB
is a Laurent polynomial, the function is analytical over
the complex plane except the origin. Consequently, the
contour along the circle |β| = eµ forms a closed curve.
Since the derivatives of the band-resolved Ronkin func-
tion count the winding number of this curve around E
[58], this closed curve induces the aforementioned math-
ematical characteristics. However, if the EBB is an alge-
braic function, it can have additional singularities, caus-
ing each branch to form arcs rather than a closed curve.
Such an arc structure results in non-integer winding num-
bers, thereby breaking the quantization of the deriva-
tives. Changing the branch cut is equivalent to cutting
and reconnecting these arcs. Thus, we can reconstruct
a closed curve for a single EBB using a well-designed
branch cut. However, when several arcs form a single
closed curve, called braiding, such a reconfiguration by
choosing branch cuts becomes impossible.
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