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Recent experimental breakthroughs in non-Hermitian ultracold atomic lattices have dangled tantalizing prospects in realizing exotic, hitherto unreported many-body non-Hermitian quantum phenomena. In this work, we discover and propose an experimental platform for a radically new
non-Hermitian phenomenon dubbed polaron squeezing. It is marked by a dipole-like accumulation
of fermions arising from an interacting impurity in a background of non-Hermitian reciprocitybreaking hoppings. Unlike Hermitian polarons which are symmetrically localized around impurities,
non-Hermitian squeezed polarons localize asymmetrically in the direction opposite to conventional
non-Hermitian pumping, and non-perturbatively modify the entire spectrum, despite having a manifestly local profile. Also, unlike well-known topological or skin localized states, squeezed polarons
exist in the bulk, independently of boundary conditions. We base our calculations on a proposed ultracold atomic setup where a squeezed polaron can be readily detected and characterized by imaging
the spatial fermionic density.

In this work, we discover a totally new non-Hermitian
many-body phenomenon dubbed “polaron squeezing”,
which is a directional dipole-like accumulation effect arising from the triple interplay of impurity interactions,
fermionic statistics and non-Hermitian flux. In conventional Hermitian settings, polarons are many-body states
dressed by the environment-impurity interaction, as observed in ultracold-atom experiments [93–103]. By providing an unique angle for understanding strong interactions in solid-state and cold-atom systems, they are
valuable probes for detecting quantum phase transitions
in interacting topological settings [104–108].
Going beyond well-understood Hermitian polarons [109–144] , we found that with non-Hermiticity
and flux, polarons can acquire interesting new aggregate
behavior, with chiral delocalizing tendencies competing
with impurity localization. Fermion degeneracy pressure
introduces another level of intrigue by enforcing a special
type of equilibrium among these competing influences.
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Introduction.– Rapid recent experimental progress in
metamaterial [1–8], circuit [9–15], photonic [16–22] and
ultracold atomic [23–26] realizations of non-Hermitian
models have made unconventional features such as exceptional branch points [3, 27–36] and non-Hermitian topological windings [37–46] experimental realities. However,
till date, their exploration have mostly been confined
to the single-body paradigm, with associated phenomena such as gapped topological transitions [47, 48], unconventional criticality [49], negative entanglement entropy [50–52] and the breakdown of bulk-boundary correspondences [53–71]. But even more intriguing manybody phenomena have come within the horizon ever
since the very recent experimental breakthroughs in nonHermitian ultracold atomic setups [23–26]. The interplay
of non-Hermiticity with many-body effects has now become a distinct possibility, as captured by emerging directions such as non-Hermitian many-body localization,
superconductivity and Fermi liquids [72–92].
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FIG. 1. Non-Hermitian polaron squeezing is distinct from
other mechanisms for localized states, such as (a) topological localization and (b) the non-Hermitian skin effect, both
single-body mechanisms requiring open boundaries. By contrast, squeezed polarons (c) are special asymmetric dipolelike accumulations across either side of an interacting impurity. They are many-body dressed states in the bulk, with
charge density “squeezed” in the opposite direction from nonHermitian pumping. Illustrative numerics from Ĥmin of Eq. 1.

The result is an unique real-space “squeezed” fermionic
density profile that, as we show, can be feasibly imaged
in a realistic ultracold atomic demonstration.
Arising from predominantly many-body mechanisms,
squeezed polaron states are distinct from other existing
well-known types robust states in related physical settings. Chiral topological states [145, 146] (Fig. 1(a)),
for instance, are edge-localized and asymmetrically
propagating, but they originate from nontrivial Chern
topology, which is already completely well-defined in
the single-particle context. Non-Hermitian boundarylocalized skin states [53–70] (Fig. 1(b)) are also essentially single-particle phenomena, with their robustness
stemming from the directed non-Hermitian “pumping”
in non-reciprocal lattices. In contrast, squeezed polarons
(Fig. 1(c)) are bone fide many-body states localized beside an impurity interacting with the fermions, and can
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exist without nontrivial topology or physical boundaries.
Due to their many-body nature, squeezed polarons also
exhibit very different spatial profiles from topological or
skin states.
Squeezed polarons from interactions and non-reciprocal
gain/loss.– To understand the primary mechanism behind polaron squeezing, we first examine a minimal toy
model Ĥmin where fermions interact with a single impurity with strength g, and hop asymmetrically with amplitudes e±α around a ring with circumference L that gives
periodic boundary conditions (PBCs):
Ĥmin = g b̂†x0 b̂x0 ĉ†x0 ĉx0 +

X

(eα ĉ†x ĉx+1 +e−α ĉ†x+1 ĉx ). (1)

x

Here ĉ and b̂ are respectively the second-quantized operators for the fermions and the impurity, which is fixed at
an arbitrary site x0 . They experience a density-density
interaction of strength g. The fermions also experience
asymmetric hoppings e±α , which are the simplest possible terms that represent the simultaneous breaking of
Hermiticity and reciprocity [147]. Importantly, due to
the PBCs, these asymmetric hoppings cannot be “gauged
away” as in conventional literature on the boundary accumulation of non-Hermitian skin states [53, 55]. This
independence from boundary accumulation is the first
hint of the fundamental distinction between squeezed polarons and topological as well as skin states.
Squeezed polarons arise when the two parameters g
and α of Ĥmin are both are nonzero and sufficiently large.
To elucidate their behavior, we turn on g and α under PBCs, and observe how the energy spectrum and
thermal-weighted spatial density
PCLN
ρ(x) =

−βEj
hψjR |n̂x |ψjR i
j=1 e
PCLN −βE
j hψ R |ψ R i
j=1 e
j
j

(2)

changes.
Here n̂x = ĉ†x ĉx , the sum is over the
N
CL = L!/[N !(L − N )!] N -fermion right eigenstates
|ψjR (x1 , x2 , · · · , xN )i which are thermal-weighted by the
Boltzmann factor e−βEj , with Ej the eigenenergy and an
inverse temperature β −1 chosen such as to approximate
a realistic occupancy function at half filling.
When α = g = 0 (Figs. 2(a1) and (a2)), we trivially
have Hermitian nearest-neighbor hoppings with real gapless spectrum. Due to translation invariance from PBCs,
ρ(x) = 0.5 everywhere. Turning on the impurity interaction such that α = 0 and g = −100 (Figs. 2(b1) and
(b2)), we realize a minimal Hermitian polaron bound
state, with ρ(x) peaking at the impurity x0 . It is the
polaron bound by the gap which opens up. When we
turn on the non-Hermiticity and non-reciprocity instead
of the interaction, such that α = 2 and g = 0 (Figs. 2(c1)
and (c2)), ρ(x) = 0.5 is still uniform, but the spectrum
becomes complex with L star-like spikes [148]. Note that

j

FIG. 2. PBC spectrum E (a1-d1) and spatial density ρ(x)
(a2-d2) for Ĥmin (Eq. 1) with different non-reciprocity α and
impurity interaction strengths g: (a1,a2) α = g = 0; (b1,b2)
α = 0, g = −100; (c1,c2) α = 2, g = 0; (d1,d2) α = 2,
g = −100. Energy eigenstates are colored by the squeezing
asymmetric parameter Γj , which captures polaron squeezing
- saliently, only with both non-reciprocity and impurity interaction is Γj large (d1). While the spatial polaron density ρ(x)
is symmetrically peaked about the impurity at x0 = 1 when
Hermitian (b2), it is asymmetrically squeezed in the nonHermitian case (d2). Polaron squeezing occurs for all states,
but is slightly suppressed(enhanced) by attractive(repulsive)
interactions g = ∓100 (e1,e2). Computations are performed
with N = 6 fermions in L = 12 sites, with t2 β = 20.

it is not a superposition of the energies of N HatanoNelson chains, since Pauli exclusion constraints certain
asymmetric hoppings.
Finally, turning on both the interaction and nonHermticity such that α = 2 and g = −100 (Figs. 2(d1)
and (d2)), we observe a peculiar state with asymmetric
profile ρ(x) around x0 , which we name a “squeezed polaron”. The density to the left of x0 = 1 (sites 11-12)
appears to be “squeezed” towards the right (sites 2-3) by
the impurity interaction, even though naively, we would
have expected the asymmetric e±α ψ̂x ψx±1 couplings to
pump the states from right to left instead. Notably, the
ρ(x) peak is not exponentially high like topological or
non-Hermitian skin states, but instead resembles a finite
local dipole within the Fermi sea. The spectrum is complex, and a gap separates two almost identical star-like
“bands”, the one with negative Re(E) containing states
bounded by the attractive (g < 0) impurity interaction.
Interestingly, even though the impurity interaction
acts locally, its presence affects the entire spectrum
(Fig. 2(d1)), not just states localized around the impurity. This is most saliently revealed through the squeezing asymmetry parameter Γj of each N -fermion right
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eigenstate |ψjR i, which we define as
Γj =

L
X

2

(x − x0 )e−(x−x0 ) |hψjR |n̂x |ψjR i|2 /N.

| ⟩

impurity

(3)

0

x=1

Containing the derivative of a Gaussian kernel, it measures the odd extent of state localization around the impurity x0 , unlike the more commonly used inverse participation ratio (IPR) parameter [149], which is agnostic
to the localization asymmetry and position. In particular, it distinguishes our squeezed polarons from ordinary polarons in Hermitian settings, which are symmetric
about the impurity. Saliently, in Fig. 2(d1), the squeezing
asymmetry Γj is nonzero and positive for all states, not
just the lower band of bound states (which has slightly
lower asymmetry, being tightly bound, see Fig. 2(e)).
This implies that the squeezed polaron is distributed
across all bound states, and not particular lowest-energy
states as in the case with ordinary polarons. Physically,
this is because the impurity interaction has become effectively non-local in the background of non-reciprocal
gain/loss pumping; but contrary to a simple pumping
of states, what we observe is an interaction-facilitated
“squeezing” in the opposite direction that results in a
dipole-like density profile.
Ultracold atomic model for observing squeezed polarons.–
Having discussed the essential though simplified mechanism behind squeezed polarons, we now turn to a more realistic setup without asymmetric physical couplings, and
can be feasibly implemented in an ultracold atomic setup.
The key ingredients for squeezed polarons are (1) impurity interaction, (2) non-reciprocity and (3) loss. To
incorporate them all, we consider a 1D fermionic array
of N fermionic 40 K atoms, with the majority being spin
↑, and the minority being spin ↓ impurities.
To implement the impurity interaction (1), we apply
an external magnetic field B that causes the atoms to
experience strong Feshbach resonance [152–160] that corresponds to a density-density S-wave interaction
Ĥint = gn̂(b)
x0 ,s n̂x0 ,s

(4)

between unlike (majority and impurity) spins, where
(b)
n̂x0 ,s = b̂†x0 ,s b̂x0 ,s is the number density operator of the
spin-↓ impurity atom, which is situated at site s of the
x0 -th unit cell, and n̂x0 ,s = ĉ†x0 ,s ĉx0 ,s is the corresponding density operator of spin-↑ majority atoms at the same
position. The interaction strength g ∼ g0 (B − Bc )−1 becomes very strong and saturates at a large value near
a resonant magnetic field [161] B = Bc , as numerically
computed [153–157] and plotted in Fig. 3(a2), and can be
tuned to any desired strength between −1000t2 to ≈ 6t2
by appropriately adjusting the field strength [148].
A non-reciprocal lattice with loss ((2),(3)) can be
achieved by coupling a two-photon dissipative Raman
process to the discrete hyperfine ground states |Ai and
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FIG. 3. (a1) Our effective interacting Hamiltonian for
squeezed polarons (Eq. 5) is based on a two-photon dissipative Raman process [81, 150] with impurity interactions g
from Feshbach resonance. The Rabi frequency is Ω0 between
hyperfine ground states |Ai, |Bi and the excited state |ei for
40
K atoms; a phase difference φ0 introduces non-reciprocity.
∆ is the single-photon detuning of the excited state |ei, whose
non-Hermitian decay rate γ can be laser controlled. (a2) The
impurity interaction g is highly tunable through the magnetic
field, with parameters given by Refs. [151–153]. (b1,b2) g
non-perturbatively modifies the PBC spectrum E at half filling N = 6 and 2L = 12, such that all states become squeezed
with elevated Γj when |g| =
6 0.

|Bi [26, 81, 150, 162–168] of each degenerate 40 K atom,
and subjecting the atoms to a strong periodic optical
potential [150, 169, 170], as schematically illustrated in
Fig. 3(a1). Non-reciprocity is introduced through the
phase difference φ0 between the optical fields exciting
each hyperfine state; for maximum time-reversal breaking, we set φ0 = π/2. By adiabatically eliminating [148]
the excited state |ei, one obtains an effective spin-orbit
coupling in the pseudospin basis of |Ai and |Bi. If the
excited state additionally experiences laser-induced decay of rate γ, the coupling becomes effectively complex,
leading to an effective tight-binding Hamiltonian (~ = 1)
Ĥ =

L h
X

(t1 + γ̃) ĉ†x,A ĉx,B + (t1 − γ̃) ĉ†x,B ĉx,A

x
L
i
X
+ t2 (ĉ†x+1,A ĉx,B + H.c.) + gn̂(b)
n̂
−
iγ̃
n̂x,s ,
x0 ,s x0 ,s
x,s

(5)
where t1 , t2 depend on the optical potential [148], and
γ̃ =

Ω20
γ + i∆

(6)
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is the effective decay rate, where Ω0 and ∆ are the
single-photon Rabi frequency and detuning respectively.
The effective intra-cell hoppings t1 ± γ̃ have become
asymmetric and complex due to the combination of the
reciprocity-breaking and dissipation, even though the
physical optical lattice couplings are all symmetric.
Before presenting the numerical results on this model,
we briefly outline the experimental specifications for the
parameters used. Firstly, a tiny fraction of spin-↓ “impurity” atoms can be created by exciting a spin-polarized
(spin-↑) cloud of 40 K atoms in the two lowest hyperfine
states [93, 96] via a two-photon Landau-Zener sweep, and
subsequently cooling it down. The resultant Fermi gas is
then loaded onto a one-dimensional optical superlattice
potential V (x) [169, 170], which is formed by superimposing two standing optical lasers with wavelengths λ2 = 767
nm (short lattice) and λ1 = 2λ2 (long lattice) [169, 170],
such that V (x) = V1 sin2 (k1 x+φ0 /2)+V2 sin2 (k2 x+π/2),
where k1 = 2π/λ1 and k2 = 2k1 , corresponding to a unit
cell of size d = 767 nm [169]. By adjusting the laser amplitudes V1 and V2 , the effective lattice couplings t1 , t2
can be tuned within (2π) × [60, 1000] Hz [148, 169]; in
this work, we set t2 = (2π) × 1000 Hz [169] as the reference energy unit, and fix t1 /t2 = 1. For the two photon
dissipative Raman process, we used Ω0 = (2π) × 0.03
MHz [171] and ∆ = (2π) × 1 MHz for the single photon
Rabi frequency and detuning, and fix the adjustible decay
rate from the excited state |ei as γ = (2π) × 6 MHz [171–
173], such that the effective decay rate takes the value
γ̃ ∼ (0.92 − 0.15i)t2 = (2π) × (0.92 − 0.15i) kHz [148].
We furthermore fix the temperature at a typical T = 75
nK [174], such that t2 β = 0.64, and let the impurity
take site s = A of the x0 -th cell. In all, lasers are employed for various distinct purposes: defining the optical
lattice potential, sweeping to produce the impurities, as
well as Raman transitions and laser-induced dissipation
as shown in Fig. 3(a1).
As evident in Figs. 3(b1,b2), the effective ultracoldatomic Hamiltonian Ĥ of Eq. 5 captures the essential polaron behavior already present in the minimal
single-component model Ĥmin of Eq. 1, with qualitatively similar many-body spectra. At a relatively modest interaction strength of g = −10t2 , corresponding to
B ≈ 203.5G, the spectrum separates into two distinct
“bands”, both which correspond to squeezed eigenstates.
Their squeezed profile ρ(x) (Fig. S5(a-d) [148]) also retains the characteristic asymmetrically squeezed shape,
although it also exhibits step-like kinks due to the symmetry breaking from odd(even) |Ai(|Bi) sites [148].
Attractive vs. repulsive polaron squeezing.– To characterize the polaron squeezing extent in our proposed setup,

(a)

(b)

(c)

FIG. 4. (a) Squeezing expectation Γ in the g-|γ̃| parameter
space; note the vanishing squeezing at zero impurity interaction g, and enhanced polaron squeezing at large effective
decay rate γ̃ and very attractive (g < 0) or repulsive (g > 0)
interactions. (b) Spatial density ρ(x) as a function of x and
g under PBCs. Note the very pronounced asymmetric profile
across the impurity position x0 = 6, particularly in the repulsive (g > 0) case where ρ(x0 ) is essentially vanishing. Data
plotted at γ̃/t2 = 0.92 − 0.15i, as indicated by the dashed
red line in (a). (c) Simulated spatial density measurements
for PBCs and OBCs, with and without interactions: Even
though the boundary density differs across PBCs vs. OBCs,
the density around the impurity (x0 = 6) exhibits robust and
almost identical asymmetric profiles when there are squeezed
polaron states (g/t2 6= 0), as indicated by the red dashed
box. We used t1 /t2 = 1, T = 75nK [174], i.e., t2 β = 0.64, and
N = 6 fermions in 2L = 12 sites for all subfigures.

we generalize Γj from Eq. 3 to the squeezing expectation
P2L
Γ=

x=1 (x

2 PC N
2L −βEj
− x0 )e−(x−x0 )
|hψjR |n̂x |ψjR i|2
j=1 e
,
N
PC2L
N j=1
e−βEj |hψjR |ψjR i|2
(7)

N
where the C2L
N -fermion Fock states are weighted by
their Boltzmann factors e−βEj . Here, x labels the spatial
positions of the 2L physical sites, not the L unit cells.
Fig. 4(a) shows the squeezing expectation Γ in the parameter space of g/t2 , the normalized impurity interaction strength, and |γ̃|/t2 , the normalized effects of reciprocity and dissipation. For Hermitian scenarios with
|γ̃| = 0 and g 6= 0, we indeed have vanishing Γ, as expected from ordinary polarons with symmetric impurity
localizations. In general, the squeezing expectation Γ increases with larger |γ̃| or |g|, consistent with the intuition
that polaron squeezing requires the combined interplay
of interactions, non-reciprocity and non-Hermiticity.
However, Fig. 4(a) also shows a marked asymmetry between attractive (g < 0) and repulsive (g > 0) squeezed
polarons. A stronger interaction is required to produce
an attractive squeezed polaron, relative to a compara-
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bly squeezed repulsive polaron. The reason behind this
is clear from the plot of spatial density ρ(x) vs. g/t2
Fig. 4b, evaluated at the value of γ̃2 = 0.92 − 0.15i used
in Fig. 3. For attractive polarons with g < 0, ρ(x) is
strongly localized at the impurity position x0 = 6. However, for repulsive polarons with g > 0, ρ(x) is strongly
localized at x0 + 1 next to the impurity, leaving a “hole”
at the impurity. That said, for both attractive and repulsive cases, the asymmetry in the ρ(x) profile is still
strongly contributed by the γ̃ asymmetry. In all, repulsive polarons generally possess a stronger combined
“dipole” moment and hence larger Γ.
Independence from boundary conditions.– While we have
emphasized that squeezed polarons, unlike skin or topological states, are interacting not boundary phenomena,
actual experimental lattices are usually bounded [175].
Fortunately, that is not a practical obstacle, because
squeezed polarons are largely unaffected by boundary
conditions, be it OBCs or PBCs. Shown in Fig. 4(c) are
simulated spatial DOS ρ(x) measurements with N = 6
fermions on 2L = 12 sites with the impurity at x0 = 6.
Without interactions i.e. g = 0 (Left), we observe
skin boundary accumulation under OBCs but not PBCs.
However, squeezed polaron physics dominate in the bulk
when the impurity interaction is turned on (Right). For
both PBCs and OBCs, approximately equal Fermi polaron squeezing (red highlighted) counteracts the background skin accumulation, if any. Despite finite size
effects, polaron squeezing is evidently a robust nonHermitian interaction effect distinguishable from competing single-body effects away from the boundaries.
Discussion.– With very recent breakthroughs in nonHermitian cold atom experiments [23–26], the physical
realization of interacting many-body effects is finally becoming a practical reality even in non-Hermitian settings.
We are hopeful that, through our proposal, squeezed polarons can be measured in the near future, thereby ushering the first realization of a form of emergent non-locality
distinct from non-Hermitian skin sensitivity.
While a squeezed polaron manifest as a local dipole-like
density asymmetry, not collossal exponential state localization, it non-perturbatively splits the entire spectrum
into two halves, a fascinating demonstration of how particle statistics can help encode non-local effects despite
seemingly local density effects. While we have largely
demonstrated polaron squeezing with PBCs, it occurs independently of boundaries, and remain robust in realistic
experimental setups subject to OBCs.
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Supplemental Online Material for “Non-Hermitian Squeezed Polarons”
This appendix contains the following material arranged by sections:
1. Derivation of the effective model
2. Additional data on the energy spectra, thermal-weighted spatial density, correlation functions and inverse participation
ratio

SI.

DERIVATION OF THE EFFECTIVE MODEL

Here, we rigorously derive the tight-binding model (Eq. 3 of the main text) representing our ultracold atomic
setup for non-Hermitian squeezed polarons, starting from its physical Hamiltonian. Starting from the Schrödinger’s
picture formulation for a single unit cell, we switch to the interaction picture to extract the rapidly oscillating phases
that can be eliminated via the rotating-wave approximation. Then we go to the rotating frame to eliminate the
remaining explicit time dependence. Next we perform adiabatic elimination to further simplify the Hamiltonian.
Next we consider a 1D array of such setups, and derive a tight-binding Hamiltonian that serves as the non-interacting
background of our non-Hermitian squeezed polaron setup.

A.

Schrödinger picture

In the Schrödinger picture, our Hamiltonian corresponding to the configuration in Fig S1 is given by [S81, S150]
ĤS =

~2 k̂ 2
(|AihA| + |BihB|) + ~ωA |AihA| + ~ωB |BihB| + ~(ωe − iγ)|eihe| + d · E,
2m

(S1)

where |Ai and |Bi are two ground states, |ei is the excited state, and the spontaneous decay of the excited state |ei
is treated phenomenologically by a decay rate γ. The interaction between the atom and light is the dipole interaction
d · E which is given by
d · E = (dAe |Aihe| + deA |eihA|)E1 (x, t) + (dBe |Bihe| + deB |eihB|)E2 (x, t),

(S2)

where dAe = −ehA|x̂|ei, deA = −ehe|x̂|Ai, dBe = −ehB|x̂|ei, deB = −ehe|x̂|Bi, and the electric field E = E1 + E2 is
given by
1 i(k1 x−ω1 t+φ1 )
[e
+ e−i(k1 x−ω1 t+φ1 ) ],
2
2
E2 (x, t) = 2 cos(k2 x − ω2 t + φ2 ) = [ei(k2 x−ω2 t+φ2 ) + e−i(k2 x−ω2 t+φ2 ) ],
2
E1 (x, t) = 1 cos(k1 x − ω1 t + φ1 ) =

(S3)
(S4)

in FIG.S1. Notice that the electric field is classical here.
Substituting Eqs. (S3) and (S4) into (S2), we obtain
1
~ΩR1 (|Aihe| + |eihA|)[ei(k1 x−ω1 t+φ1 ) + e−i(k1 x−ω1 t+φ1 ) ]
2
1
+ ~ΩR2 (|Bihe| + |eihB|)[ei(k2 x−ω2 t+φ2 ) + e−i(k2 x−ω2 t+φ2 ) ],
2

d·E=

(S5)

where the Rabi frequencies are given by the dipole energies
dAe 1
deA 1
=
,
~
~
dBe 1
deB 1
=
=
.
~
~

ΩR1 =

(S6)

ΩR2

(S7)
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FIG. S1. Schematic of one unit cell of the experimental setup for the dissipative Raman process, without impurity interaction,
with quantities in the derivation indicated.

B.

Interaction picture

We next perform the Born-Oppenheimer approximation, where we separate the kinetic energy in Eq. (S1), and
obtian
ĤS =

~2 k̂ 2
(|AihA| + |BihB|) + ĤS0 + d · E,
2m

(S8)

where
ĤS0 = ~ωA |AihA| + ~ωB |BihB| + ~(ωe − iγ)|eihe|.

(S9)

Next we go to the interaction picture, where the Hamiltonian is transformed as
ĤI = Û † (t)ĤS Û (t) − i~Û † (t)[∂t Û (t)]
(S10)




2 2
~ k̂
i
i
=
(|AihA| + |BihB|) + exp
ĤS0 t (d · E) exp − ĤS0 t
2m
~
~




~2 k̂ 2
i
1
i
=
(|AihA| + |BihB|) + ~ΩR1 exp
ĤS0 t (|Aihe| + |eihA|) exp − ĤS0 t [ei(k1 x−ω1 t+φ1 ) + e−i(k1 x−ω1 t+φ1 ) ]
2m
2
~
~




i
i
1
+ ~ΩR2 exp
ĤS0 t (|Bihe| + |eihB|) exp − ĤS0 t [ei(k2 x−ω2 t+φ2 ) + e−i(k2 x−ω2 t+φ2 ) ]
2
~
~
h
ih
i
2 2
~ k̂
1
=
(|AihA| + |BihB|) + ~ΩR1 ei(ωA −ωe )t |Aihe| + e−i(ωA −ωe )t |eihA| ei(k1 x−ω1 t+φ1 ) + e−i(k1 x−ω1 t+φ1 )
2m
2
h
ih
i
1
+ ~ΩR2 ei(ωB −ωe )t |Bihe| + e−i(ωB −ωe )t |eihB| ei(k2 x−ω2 t+φ2 ) + e−i(k2 x−ω2 t+φ2 )
2
i

h
~2 k̂ 2
1
(|AihA| + |BihB|) + ~ΩR1 e−iωeA t |Aihe| + eiωeA t |eihA| ei(k1 x−ω1 t+φ1 ) + e−i(k1 x−ω1 t+φ1 )
=
2m
2
i
 −iωeB t
h
1
iωeB t
+ ~ΩR2 e
|Bihe| + e
|eihB| ei(k2 x−ω2 t+φ2 ) + e−i(k2 x−ω2 t+φ2 )
2
nh
i
~2 k̂ 2
1
=
(|AihA| + |BihB|) + ~ΩR1 ei(k1 x−(ω1 +ωeA )t+φ1 ) + e−i(k1 x−(ω1 −ωeA )t+φ1 ) |Aihe|
2
h 2m
i
o
+ ei(k1 x−(ω1 −ωeA )t+φ1 ) + e−i(k1 x−(ω1 +ωeA )t+φ1 ) |eihA|
i
nh
1
+ ~ΩR2 ei(k2 x−(ω2 +ωeB )t+φ2 ) + e−i(k2 x−(ω2 −ωeB )t+φ2 ) |Bihe|
h2
i
o
+ ei(k2 x−(ω2 −ωeB )t+φ2 ) + e−i(k2 x−(ω2 +ωeB )t+φ2 ) |eihB| ,

(S11)

S3
where we set that ωeA = ωe − ωA > 0 and ωeB = ωe − ωB > 0,


i
Û (t) = exp − ĤS0 t ,
~




i
i
i~Û † (t)[∂t Û (t)] = i~ exp − ĤS0 t ∂t exp − ĤS0 t
= ĤS0 .
~
~

C.

(S12)
(S13)

Rotating-wave approximation

We next get rid of very rapidly oscillating phases by performing the rotating-wave approximation. Ignoring the
counter rotating terms porportional to e±i(ω1/2 +ωA/B )t , we obtain
h
i
1
~2 k̂ 2
(|AihA| + |BihB|) + ~ΩR1 e−i(k1 x−∆1A t+φ1 ) |Aihe| + ei(k1 x−∆1A t+φ1 ) |eihA|
2m
2
h
i
1
−i(k2 x−∆2B t+φ2 )
+ ~ΩR2 e
|Bihe| + ei(k2 x−∆2B t+φ2 ) |eihB| ,
2

ĤIRWA =

(S14)

where ∆1A = ω1 − ωeA and ∆2B = ω2 − ωeB are both single-photon detunings.
Then, we transfer the above Hamiltonian back to Schrödinger picture:
ĤSRWA = Û (t)ĤIRWA Û † (t) + i~[∂t Û (t)]Û † (t)

(S15)

†

= Û (t)(ĤI + ĤS0 )Û (t)
~2 k̂ 2
(|AihA| + |BihB|) + ~ωA |AihA| + ~ωB |BihB| + ~(ωe − iγ)|eihe|
2m
h
i
1
+ ~ΩR1 e−i(k1 x−(∆1A +ωeA )t+φ1 ) |Aihe| + ei(k1 x−(∆1A +ωeA )t+φ1 ) |eihA|
2
h
i
1
+ ~ΩR2 e−i(k2 x−(∆2B +ωeB )t+φ2 ) |Bihe| + ei(k2 x−(∆2B +ωeB )t+φ2 ) |eihB|
2
~2 k̂ 2
=
(|AihA| + |BihB|) + ~ωA |AihA| + ~ωB |BihB| + ~(ωe − iγ)|eihe|
2m
h
i
1
+ ~ΩR1 e−i(k1 x−ω1 t+φ1 ) |Aihe| + ei(k1 x−ω1 t+φ1 ) |eihA|
2
h
i
1
+ ~ΩR2 e−i(k2 x−ω2 t+φ2 ) |Bihe| + ei(k2 x−ω2 t+φ2 ) |eihB| .
2
=

D.

(S16)

Rotating frame to remove the time dependent terms

Since our goal is to obtain a time-independent Hamiltonian description, we introduce a time-dependent unitary
transformation Ûc (t) = eiω1 t|AihA|+iω2 t|BihB| , and transform the Hamiltonian (S16) as
Ĥ = Ûc† (t)ĤSRWA Ûc (t) − i~Ûc† (t)[∂t Ûc (t)]
~2 k̂ 2
(|AihA| + |BihB|) + ~(ωA + ω1 )|AihA| + ~(ωB + ω2 )|BihB| + ~(ωe − iγ)|eihe|
2m
h
i 1
h
i
1
+ ~ΩR1 e−i(k1 x+φ1 ) |Aihe| + ei(k1 x+φ1 ) |eihA| + ~ΩR2 e−i(k2 x+φ2 ) |Bihe| + ei(k2 x+φ2 ) |eihB| ,
2
2

(S17)

=

(S18)

where we have used
Ûc (t) = exp [i(ω1 t|AihA| + iω2 |BihB|)t] ,
i~Ûc† (t)[∂t Ûc (t)]

(S19)

= i~ exp [−i(ω1 t|AihA| + iω2 |BihB|)t] {∂t exp [i(ω1 t|AihA| + iω2 |BihB|)t]}
= −~ω1 |AihA| − ~ω2 |BihB|.

(S20)

S4
E.

Adiabatic elimination

By defining Ω0 = 21 ΩR1 = 12 ΩR2 , and also enforcing k1 = k2 , φ2 − φ1 = φ0 , and applying the gauge transformation
|ei → e−i(k1 x+φ1 ) |ei on S17, we get
~2 k̂ 2
(|AihA| + |BihB|) + ~(ωA + ω1 )|AihA| + ~(ωB + ω2 )|BihB| + ~(ωe − iγ)|eihe|
2m
+ Ω0 |eihA| + Ω0 |Aihe| + Ω0 eiφ0 |eihB| + Ω0 e−iφ0 |Bihe|,

Ĥ =

(S21)

where Ω0 is the strength of the laser-induced coupling between |Ai and |ei, and Ω0 eiφ0 is the strength of the laserinduced coupling between |Bi and |ei.
With that, we can express the Hamiltonian (S21) as
Ĥ = Ĥ0 + Ĥsoc ,
~2 k̂ 2
+ ~ω̃A
2m

Ĥ0 =

!

~2 k̂ 2
+ ~ω̃B
2m

|AihA| +

!
|BihB| + ~(ωe − iγ)|eihe|,

(S22)


Ĥsoc = (~Ω0 |eihA| + h.c.) + ~Ω0 eiφ0 |eihB| + h.c. ,

(S23)

where ω̃A = ωA + ω1 and ω̃B = ωB + ω2 .
Next, we apply second-order perturbation theory to eliminate the excited state |ei: [S180–S182]
hσ|Ĥsoc |eihe|Ĥsoc |σ 0 i

hσ|Ĥ|σ 0 i ≈ hσ|Ĥ0 |σ 0 i + hσ|Ĥsoc |σ 0 i +

E0 − he|Ĥ0 |ei

,

(S24)

2 2

k
where E0 = ~2m
+ ~ω̃σ is the eigenvalue of Ĥ0 in ground state, i.e., Ĥ0 |σi = E0 |σi with σ = A, B.
After adiabatic elimination of the exited state |ei, we obtain the effective Hamiltonian in the basis (hA|, hB|)T
~2 k 2
2m

Ĥeff =

+ ~ω0 −
Ω2

Ω20
∆a

− ∆0a e−iφ0

~Ω2

~2 k 2
2m

!

− ∆a0 eiφ0

~Ω20
∆a

+ ~ω0 −

,

(S25)

where we set that ω̃A = ω̃B = ω0 and ∆a = ωe − iγ − ω0 .
Further, by shifting the zero energy ~ω0 , we get the effective Hamiltonian as
2

Ĥeff =

~Ω0
~2 k 2
2m − ∆−iγ
2
~Ω0 −iφ0
− ∆−iγ
e

~Ω2

0
− ∆−iγ
eiφ0

~2 k 2
2m

−

!

~Ω20
∆−iγ

=

~∆Ω20
~γΩ20
~2 k 2
2m − ∆2 +γ 2 − i ∆2 +γ 2
~∆Ω2
~γΩ2
− ∆2 +γ02 e−iφ0 − i ∆2 +γ02 e−iφ0

~γΩ2

~∆Ω2

− ∆2 +γ02 eiφ0 − i ∆2 +γ02 eiφ0
~2 k 2
2m

−

~∆Ω20
∆2 +γ 2

~γΩ2

− i ∆2 +γ02

!
, (S26)

where we have set that ∆ = ωe − ω0 , which is the single-photon detuning of the exited state |ei.
Further, with φ0 = π/2, i.e., eiφ0 = i, we can get
Ĥeff =

~∆Ω20
~γΩ20
∆2 +γ 2 − i ∆2 +γ 2
~∆Ω2
~γΩ2
i ∆2 +γ02 − ∆2 +γ02

~2 k 2
2m

−

~∆Ω2

−i ∆2 +γ02 +
~2 k 2
2m

−

~∆Ω20
∆2 +γ 2

where Eq. (S27) is derived perturbatively, with the assumption that Ω0 
By setting
γ̃ = −i

~γΩ20
∆2 +γ 2
~γΩ2
− i ∆2 +γ02

p

∆Ω20
γΩ2
Ω20
,
+ 2 0 2 =
2
2
∆ +γ
∆ +γ
γ + i∆

!
,

(S27)

∆2 + γ 2 .

(S28)

we arrive at
Ĥeff =

~2 k 2
2m

− i~γ̃
−~γ̃

!
~γ̃
~2 k 2
2m − i~γ̃

.

(S29)

S5
(a)

(b)

FIG. S2. (a) Superimposing two optical lattice potentials of different periods creates a 1D array of double-well potentials shown here is when they differ by a factor of two [S169, S170]. Their Wannier function overlaps (Eq. S34) give the effective
intra and inter-cell tight-binding hoppings t1 and t2 , and the effective decay γ̃ modifies t1 to t1 ± γ̃. (b) For the special case of
t1 = t2 , only one optical lattice potential is required.

F.

Tight-binding model

To describe N such atoms subject to two-photon Raman processes in a background lattice potential with impurityatom interaction, we extend the single-particle effective Hamiltonian to the second-quantized form (~ = 1)

 2
Z
h
i
X Z
p̂x
†
†
†
Ĥsec =
− iγ̃ + V (x) ψ̂σ (x) + γ̃ dx ψ̂A
(x)ψ̂B (x) − ψ̂B
(x)ψ̂A (x) ,
(S30)
dxψ̂σ (x)
2m
σ=A,B

where ψ̂σ (x) denotes the field operator for annihilating an atom with state σ (σ = A, B) at position x, and the
background lattice potential is added. This lattice potential is formed by superimposing two standing optical waves
with wavelengths λ2 = 767 nm (short lattice) and λ1 = 2λ2 (long lattice) as [S169, S170]
V (x) = V1 sin2 (k1 x + φ/2) + V2 sin2 (k2 x + π/2),

(S31)

where k1 = 2π/λ1 , k2 = 2k1 , V1 and V2 are the corresponding strengths of the two standing waves. Phase control
between the two standing wave fields is realized by the controlling of φ.
When the Raman term is much smaller than the deep background lattice depth V1 and V2 , i.e., ∆, |γ̃|  V1 , V2 ,
the tight-binding approximation is applicable at low temperatures. When atoms experience ultra-low temperatures,
only the lowest band n = 0 will be populated. Therefore, we expand the field operator ψ̂σ (x) in terms of the lowest
energy level (n = 0 or S-band) Wannier functions Wn=0,σ (x − xj ) of the background lattice potential [S183–S186]:
P
ψ̂σ (x) = j ĉj,σ Wn=0,σ (x − xj ), where ĉj,σ (ĉ†j,σ ) is the operator annihilating (creating) an atom in the lowest band
(n = 0 or S band) at site j. Furthermore, we can write the single-band tight-binding Hamiltonian corresponding to
Eq. (S30) as
i
Xh
ĤTB =
−iγ̃(ĉ†j,A ĉj,A + ĉ†j,B ĉj,B ) + (t1 + γ̃) ĉ†j,A ĉj,B + (t1 − γ̃) ĉ†j,B ĉj,A + t2 (ĉ†j+1,A ĉj,B + H.c.) ,
(S32)
j

where


∂2
∗
dxWn=0,A
(x − xj ) − x + V1 sin2 (k1 x + φ/2) + V2 sin2 (k2 x + π/2)) Wn=0,B (x − xj ),
2m


Z
∂2
∗
t2 = dxWn=0,B
(x − xj ) − x + V1 sin2 (k1 x + φ/2) + V2 sin2 (k2 x + π/2)) Wn=0,A (x − xj+1 ).
2m
Z

t1 =

(S33)
(S34)

Here ĉj,A/B is the annihilation field operator for the state |A/Bi, the subscript j denotes the cell, the subscript A/B
denotes the site in a cell, t1 is the intra-cell hopping, and t2 is the inter-cell hopping.
p
In our proposed cold atom experiment, the Hamiltonian is in weak-coupling limit (Ω0 
∆2 + γ 2 , Ω0 =
−ehA|x̂|ei1 /2) corresponding to the configuration in Fig. 3a1 of the main text. We choose d = 767 nm [S169],
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FIG. S3. (a) Feshbach interaction strength g as a function of the magnetic field for 40 K atoms. (b) Three-dimensional s-wave
scattering length as as a function of the magnetic field for 40 K atoms. (c) Effective one-dimensional s-wave scattering length
a1D as a function of the magnetic field for 40 K atoms. The experimental parameters are given by t2 = (2π) × 1000 Hz [S169],
ω⊥ = (2π) × 2 × 105 Hz [S151] B0 = 202.1G, ∆B = 8G, abg = 174a0 [S152, S153] with the Bohr radius a0 .

t1 (t2 ) ∈ (2π) × [60, 1000] Hz [S169], Ω0 = (2π) × 0.03 MHz [S162–S167]. We also set the single-photon detuning of
the exited state |ei as ∆ = (2π) × 1 MHz with the spontaneous decay rate γ = 2π × 6 MHz [S171–S173] which create
effective decay rate γ̃ ∼ (2π) × (0.92 − 0.15i) kHz. We adjust the optical wave length to set dimensional parameters
to be t1 /t2 = 1 with t2 = (2π) × 1000 Hz [S169] as the energy unit (Fig. S2(b)). Then, other parameters take the
value γ/t2 = 0.92 − 0.15i and t2 β = 0.64 under a temperature T = 75 nK [S174]. Performing Fourier transformation,
we get
ĤTB (k) = −iγ̃Γ2×2 + (t1 + t2 cos k)σx + (t2 sin k + iγ̃) σy ,

(S35)

where Γ2×2 is the 2 × 2 identity matrix.
G.

Non-Hermitian interaction model

In order to investigate polaron physics in our setup, we consider Feshbach resonance interaction between majority
spin-↑ fermions and and a static impurity fermion with spin-↓ in s site of the x0 -th cell. Here, we choose s = A in the
main text, and there is analogous results if we had chosen s = B instead.
As a result, atoms with spin-↑ and spin-↓ interact via an on-site interaction Hamiltonian ĤInt in s site of the x0 -th
cell
ĤInt = g b̂†x0 ,s b̂x0 ,s ĉ†x0 ,s ĉx0 ,s ,

(S36)

where b̂x0 ,s with s = A/B is the annihilation field operator for the impurity atom in s site of the x0 -th cell. The
interaction coupling constant for a unit cell of size d takes
g = g1D /d,

(S37)

where
g1D = −

~2
,
mr a1D

(S38)

with the reduced mass mr = m/2. Olshanii first obtained the atom-atom scattering under transverse harmonic
confinement where the effective one-dimensional coupling strength g1D diverges at a particular ratio of the confinement
and scattering lengths as as shown in Eqs. (S37) and (S39). Hence the even-wave scattering length a1D in one
dimension is [S153–S157]
a1D = −

C`⊥
`2⊥
+
,
2as
2

(S39)
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p
where C = 1.4603, `⊥ = 2~/(mω⊥ ), and ω⊥ is the transverse trapping frequency with ω⊥ = (2π) × 2 × 105 Hz
in experiment [S151]. This gives C`⊥ /2 ≈ 690.74a0 - As shown in Fig. S3(b), near the resonance magnetic field
B0 = 202.1G, we have as  C`⊥ /2. as is the three-dimensional s-wave scattering length which is empirically fitted
to be [S152, S153]


∆B
as = abg 1 −
,
(S40)
B − B0
where abg is the background scattering length, B is the strength of the magnetic field, B0 is the position of the
Feshbach resonance, and ∆B is the three-dimensional resonance width. For 40 K, we have B0 = 202.1G, ∆B = 8G,
abg = 174a0 with the Bohr radius a0 [S152, S153]. As such, as shown in Fig. S3, when B → B0 , g does not diverge,
but saturates at a large ∼ −17.88t2 . When B → Bc ∼ 200G, g saturates at a minimum ∼ −1000t2 .
SII.

ADDITIONAL DATA
A.

Energy spectra

Our interacting Hamiltonian is given by
Ĥ =

L h
X

−iγ̃(ĉ†j,A ĉj,A + ĉ†j,B ĉj,B ) + (t1 + γ̃) ĉ†x,A ĉx,B + (t1 − γ̃) ĉ†x,B ĉx,A

i

x=1

+ t2

L−1
X

(ĉ†x+1,A ĉx,B + H.c.) + gn̂(b)
x0 ,s n̂x0 ,s ,

(S41)

x=1
(b)

where n̂x0 ,s = ĉ†x0 ,s ĉx0 ,s is the number operator at site s of cell x0 for environment atoms. n̂x0 ,s = b̂†x0 ,s b̂x0 ,s is the
number operator at site s of cell x0 for impurity atom. In our exact diagonalization calculations, we consider the
system with half filling condition (see FIG.S4).

FIG. S4. Energy spectra under OBCs with (a1): t1 /t2 = 1 and g = 0 (a2): t1 /t2 = 1 and g/t2 = −20. (b1): t1 /t2 = 0.2 and
g = 0. (b2) t1 /t2 = 0.2 and g/t2 = −20. The other parameters are t2 = (2π) × 1000 Hz [S169], the impurity position is x0 = 1
(A site), and γ̃/t2 = 0.92 − 0.15i at half filling N = 6 and 2L = 12. Noticeably, the effect of the local interaction g is non-local,
drastically affecting the entire spectrum whether under OBCs (shown here) or PBCs (see main text).

B.

Thermal-weighted spatial density

For our proposed cold atom experiments, we consider of the temperature in a typical range of T ∈ [75, 250] nK [S174],
which indicates that β/t2 ∈ [0.19, 0.64] with unit t2 = (2π) × 1000 Hz [S169].
N T
In the fock basis F̂ = (h1|, h2|, ..., hC2L
|) , the number density operator at site x is given by


N
h1|n̂x |1i
h1|n̂x |2i · · · h1|n̂x |C2L
i
N
 h2|n̂x |1i
h2|n̂x |2i · · · h2|n̂x |C2L
i 
,
n̂fock (x) = F̂ n̂x F̂ † = 
(S42)


···
···
···
···
N
N
N
N
hC2L |n̂x |1i hC2L |n̂x |2i · · · hC2L |n̂x |C2L i

S8

FIG. S5. (a-d) Thermal-weighted spatial density ρ(x) under PBCs for different impurity positions x0 = 1, 3, 5, 7 respectively;
note its translation invariant profile, be it the squeezed polaron (blue) with g/t2 = −10, or reference non-interacting case
(green) with g = 0. Parameters are t1 /t2 = 1 for (c1-c4) at half filling N = 6 and 2L = 12, and temperature T = 75 nK, i.e.,
t2 β = 0.64 [S174].

FIG. S6. Thermal-weighted spatial density under OBCs with (a): t1 /t2 = 0.2. (b): t1 /t2 = 1. The other parameters are
t2 = (2π) × 1000 Hz [S169], γ̃/t2 = 0.92 − 0.15i, t2 β = 0.64, g/t2 = −20, the impurity position is x0 = 6 (B site), at half filling
N = 6 and 2L = 12. Indeed, the attractive polaron at x0 = 6 shows up as a robust asymmetric kink in ρ(x ≈ x0 ) under OBCs
as well.

where n̂x = ĉ†x ĉx .
We define the thermal-weighted density as
N
PC2L

j=1

ρ(x) = PC N
2L

e−βEj ρj (x)

−βEj hψ R |ψ R i
j=1 e
j
j

N
PC2L

=

e−βEj hψjR |n̂fock (x)|ψjR i
,
N
PC2L
−βEj hψ R |ψ R i
e
j=1
j
j

j=1

(S43)

where |ψjR i is a right eigenstate. If the energy is not real, it is customary to take Ej as the real part of it. We have
hψjR |ψjR i = 1, ρj (x) = hψjR |n̂fock (x)|ψjR i is the spatial density of an N -fermion state |ψjR (x1 , x2 , ..., xN )i, Ej is the
N
energy of |ψjR i, the normalization factor is 1/C2L
, where N is the number of fermions, and 2L is the number of lattice
sites. For β → ∞, we obtain the ground-state spatial density ρ(x)(GS).

C.

Correlation function

We introduce the thermal-weighted two-point correlation matrix as
N
PC2L

Cij =

−βEn
hψnR |ĉ†i ĉj |ψnR i
n=1 e
.
N
PC2L
−βEn hψ R |ψ R i
n
n
n=1 e

(S44)

In Fig. S8(a)-(c), we have plotted the two-point correlation matrix with g/t2 = 0, −1, −10 under PBCs with the
impurity position x0 = 6 (B site). The migration of sites with high correlation in dark color indicates that the
thermal-weighted ground state becomes local at the position x0 with the increasing of the interaction g.
As the comparison in Fig. S9(a)-(c) with different boundary conditions, we find there also exists the similar behavior
of the migration to impurity for site with high correlation under increasing interaction.

S9

FIG. S7. Spectrum of Ĥmin for different number of fermions N and sites L. In general, the number of spikes is given by L.
(a1-c1) Different system sizes, all at half-filling. (a2-f2) Different number of fermions, at constant number of sites L.

FIG. S8. (a)-(c) Correlation function with g/t2 = 0, −1, −10 under PBCs. t2 β = 20 (to calculate the ground-state correlation
function as an approximation), the impurity position is x0 = 6 (B site), the other parameters are the same with Fig. 3. We
see that at sufficiently large attractive impurity interaction, the correlation increases significantly at x0 , as expected from its
2-body clustering tendency.

D.

Inverse participation ratio

In order to reveal the real space locality (but not antisymmetric “squeezed nature) of the polaron, we consider the
P2L
inverse participation ratio (IPR) [S83, S84, S187] defined as IPRj = x=1 |hψjR |n̂x |ψjR i|2 /N . Further, the thermal-
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FIG. S9. (a)-(c) Correlation function with g/t2 = 0, −1, −10 under OBCs. t2 β = 20 (to calculate the ground-state correlation
function as an approximation), the other parameters are t2 = (2π) × 1000 Hz [S169] as the energy unit, t1 /t2 = 1, γ̃/t2 = 0.92 −
0.15i [S171], the impurity position at x0 = 6 (B site), at half filling N = 6 and 2L = 12. Compared to the correlation function
results under PBCs from Fig. S8, we see additionally strong correlation peaks near x1 = x2 = 1 due to skin state accumulation.
However, at larger |g|/t2 , the correlation behavior near the impurity x0 is almost unaffected, thereby demonstration the
independence of polaron squeezing from the skin effect and boundary conditions.
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FIG. S10. Difference in the polaron localization for odd/even site impurity. Contour plot of the IPR in the g-t1 plane under
PBCs. Left) the impurity position is x0 = 1 (A site). Right) the impurity position is x0 = 6 (B site). The other parameters
are t2 β = 20 (to calculate the approximate ground-state IPR), γ̃/t2 = 0.92 − 0.15i, N = 6 fermion in 2L = 12 sites. We observe
that for t1 > t2 and sufficiently large g, the states become more localized, as expected. However, the localization is far from
perfect (IPR is far from unity), because the squeezed polaron is still a local “dipole” of a pair of suppressed and enhanced
density regions in close proximity, and does not involve all states unlike the non-Hermitian skin effect.

weighted IPR can be defined as
N
P2L PC2L

IPR =

x=1

N

−βEj
|hψjR |n̂x |ψjR i|2
j=1 e
,
N
PC2L
−βEj |hψ R |ψ R i|2
j=1 e
j
j

(S45)

where β → ∞ gives the ground-state IPR. For a state consisting of N fermions that are each perfectly localized on
a different site, we have IPR = N/N = 1. On the other hand, for a maximally delocalized N -fermion state with an
expected density of N/(2L) at each site, we have IPR = N/(2L) = 0.5 for N = L.

