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Layer-by-layer assembly of multilayer optical lattices: Application to displaced dice lattice
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We propose methods for synthesizing multilayer optical lattices of cold atoms in a layer-by-layer manner, to
unlock the potential of optical lattices in simulating the fascinating physics of multilayer systems. Central to
the approach is to compress the beam profile of a red-detuned Gaussian laser beam from disklike to a thin line
by a telescope with two cylindrical lenses. A highly tunable multilayer optical lattice is obtained by passing the
compressed Gaussian beam through an optical device consisting of beam splitters, mirrors, and glass plates. We
illustrate the proposal with the displaced dice lattice, which is a trilayer lattice that maps to the dice lattice when
projected to the same layer. Both the dice model and its interesting variants may be realized. For a model of
fermionic cold atoms, featuring an isolated flat band between two dispersive bands, we find valley-contrasting
interband transitions involving the flat band.

I. INTRODUCTION

Optical lattices of cold atoms have become a fertile ground
to simulate novel quantum systems and to explore fundamen-
tal open problems in physics [1–5]. In the past 30 years, a
great variety of optical lattices, ranging from zero dimensional
quantum dots to three dimensional (3D) lattices, have been
studied both theoretically and experimentally [6–9]. Moti-
vated partly by the keen interest from the condensed matter
community, the two-dimensional (2D) optical lattices have at-
tracted special attention. Besides purely 2D materials con-
taining a single atomic layer, such as graphene and its ana-
logue [10, 11], the majority of 2D systems studied in con-
densed matter physics consist of several atomic layers and are
actually multilayer (or, few-layer) quasi-2D (q-2D) materials.
They host properties determined not only by the constituent
layers but also by their stacking arrangement, thereby breed-
ing a field rich in novel phases and striking phenomena. A
notable example is the bilayer graphene, which opens a tun-
able band gap under a vertical electric field [12–14], and turns
into a Mott insulator or unconventional superconductor after
twisting the two layers by a magic angle [15, 16]. With the su-
perior controllability of the optical lattices, it seems promising
to fabricate multilayer optical lattices with cold atoms to ex-
plore physics far beyond the reach of present-day solid state
physics. In reality, however, multilayer optical lattices are sel-
dom studied [17–28].

Most existing studies of multilayer optical lattices rely on
restricting the number of layers of a 3D optical lattice in one
direction (e.g., along the z axis) [17–22]. The geometry of
individual layers and the stacking of consecutive layers are
both fixed by the 3D optical dipole potential and not free to
tune. This approach, extracting a q-2D multilayer lattice from
a 3D lattice, is analogous to the mechanical exfoliation in con-
densed matter physics [10, 29]. Another powerful technique
in condensed matter physics is the molecular-beam epitaxy
(MBE), in which a multilayer lattice is synthesized layer by
layer. The MBE does not require the existence of a bulk ma-
terial consisting of weakly coupled 2D or q-2D units and is
suitable for producing multilayers of both single crystals and
complicated heterostructures [30–32].

The above comparison inspires us to explore an MBE-type
layer-by-layer scheme of fabricating multilayer optical lat-

tices. We illustrate in what follows that the layer-by-layer
scheme for a multilayer optical lattice can be implemented
through a combination of three sets of optical elements: The
beam shapers to compress the beam profile (i.e., cross section)
of the input Gaussian beam from disklike to a thin line, the
beam splitters to split a single laser beam into several beams,
and the path locators to guide different laser beams to the spot
of the optical lattice along appropriate paths. The beam split-
ters and path locators also produce relative phase shifts and
play the role of phase shifters. Fig. 1(a) is a schematic plot of
the proposal.

The remaining part of the paper is organized as follows. In
Sec.II, we explain the essential factors to materialize this pro-
posal. Then, in Sec.III, we expound the proposal in more de-
tails in terms of a trilayer optical lattice, the displaced dice (or,
T3) lattice. In Sec. IV we continue to show that the dice model
and its close variants may be simulated by fermionic cold
atoms in the displaced dice lattice. In a symmetrically biased
dice model, which has an isolated flat band in between two
dispersive bands, we find valley-contrasting interband transi-
tions between the flat band and one dispersive band. The main
results of the study are summarized in Sec. V. We also discuss
in this section possible generalizations of the scheme to other
novel multilayer lattices, such as the twisted multilayers. In
order to focus on elucidating the physical pictures in the main
text, we have put some relevant mathematical details to the
Appendices (A through F).

II. GENERAL IDEA OF THE LAYER-BY-LAYER SCHEME

The key prerequisite of realizing the layer-by-layer assem-
bling of multilayer optical lattices, in analogy to the MBE for
condensed matter systems, is to generate individual purely 2D
optical lattices. Usually, a 2D optical lattice is formed either
by enhancing the depth of a 3D optical potential (or, by adding
an additional trapping potential) along the third direction to
pinch off the interlayer couplings and focus on a single layer
of the 3D lattice [33], or by strongly constraining the atoms
only in the in-plane directions and obtain a 2D lattice of tube-
like quasi-1D units which extend much longer than the in-
plane lattice constant [34]. These approaches to a 2D optical
lattice are clearly inapplicable to the layer-by-layer scheme
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FIG. 1: (a) Schematic of an optical device transforming the incoming
Gaussian laser beam into the multilayer optical lattice, in a layer-by-
layer manner. (b) The beam shaper in terms of a cylindrical Keple-
rian telescope consisting of two cylindrical thin lenses. It compresses
the incoming laser beam along the z direction. (c) Path locators that
cause a lateral shift to the laser beam. The left is a glass plate whose
normal is tilted from the propagation direction of the laser beam. The
middle consists of two narrow mirrors parallel to each other. The
right is a special Fresnel bimirror whose intersection angle is π

2
. The

propagation direction of the laser beam is unchanged (reversed) in
the left and middle (right).

for the multilayer optical lattices.

Therefore, the beam shaper in Fig. 1(b), which compresses
the input Gaussian laser beam to the output beam with a
straight filamentary beam profile, plays a central role in real-
izing truly 2D optical lattices of point-like lattice sites and in
implementing the layer-by-layer assembling of multilayer op-
tical lattices. The beam shaper in Fig.1(b) is a cylindrical Ke-
plerian telescope consisting of a pair of cylindrical thin lenses.
A cylindrical Galilean telescope applies equally well. We as-
sume an incident laser beam propagating along the telescope’s
optical axis, which is parallel to the x axis of the coordinates
defined in Fig. 1(b). This beam shaper does not change the y-
axis distribution of the input laser beam, but compresses its z-
axis distribution [35, 36]. Defining the focal lengths of the left
(L1) and right (L2) cylindrical lenses as f1 and f2 (f1 > f2),
the waist size for the z-axis amplitude distribution is reduced
from the original value ρ0 to ρ0z = ρ0f2/f1 (see Appendix A
for relevant formulas). f1/f2 is the telescope’s magnification
along z direction. The larger the magnification is, the thinner
the slab-like outgoing laser beam.

The waist radius ρ0 of the input Gaussian beam is in the
order of 1 mm [35]. To get the 2D limit, while it appears nec-
essary to reduce the thickness of the slab-like output beam to
approximately 1 µm, comparable to the in-plane lattice pa-
rameters, a thickness of about 10 µm is actually small enough
for sufficiently deep optical potentials (see Appendix B). This
amounts to reducing ρ0z of the output laser beam to about 5

µm. When line beams of this thickness are used to make a
realistically deep 2D optical lattice, the energy level spacing
between the ground state and the first excited state of a sin-
gle potential well can be made larger than the recoil energy
ER = h2/(2mλ2) (see Appendix B). In the low-temperature
limit [37, 38] and without strong driving, the resulting optical
lattice can safely be considered as a truly 2D lattice. Com-
pressing an input Gaussian beam with ρ0 ≈ 1 mm to ρ0z ≈ 5
µm requires f1/f2 ≈ 200. Besides using a single cylindrical
Keplerian telescope with f1/f2 ≈ 200, we may also cascade
two cylindrical Keplerian (or, Galilean) telescopes with mag-
nifications around 10 to 20. In the cascaded configuration, the
whole device is much more compact.

After accomplishing the above step, the multilayer optical
lattices may in principle be realized by passing the line beam
through a proper combination of standard optical elements,
such as beam splitters, glass plates, and mirrors. In Fig. 1(a),
these are listed separately as Beam Splitter and Path Locator.
They will usually be intertwined with each other in actual de-
vices. According to the geometries of various layers and the
number of layers, we split the line beam into several beams
with equal or unequal intensities, by using beam splitters with
suitable splitting ratios. For example, a triangular optical lat-
tice may be formed by three traveling wave laser beams [7].
To synthesize a q-2D optical lattice containing N triangular
layers, we split the single line beam into 3N beams. Guiding
the various laser beams to a designated interference region,
the multilayer optical lattice is created therein. The distances
between consecutive layers may be controlled by the path lo-
cators listed in Fig. 1(c).

To ensure the stability and accuracy of the whole optical
device, it is advantageous to integrate the optical components
therein within a single platform that allows precise control
over both the positions and the orientations of all components.
In addition, it is preferable to have all the optical surfaces in
the device superpolished. Although technically demanding,
there is no fundamental restriction preventing the realization
of the proposal.

Loading precooled cold atoms to the multilayer optical lat-
tice may follow either of two procedures. Firstly, we may pro-
duce the different layers of the optical lattice in sequence, and
also load precooled cold atoms to these layers in a sequential
manner, fully analogous to the MBE. Secondly, we may pro-
duce all the layers of the optical lattice at the same time but
distant enough from each other. Then we load cold atoms to
the detached layers and move them towards each other along
the vertical direction. In both approaches, the distances be-
tween neighboring layers and their relative orientations should
be controlled precisely in concord. The atoms loaded to differ-
ent layers could be the same or different, fermionic or bosonic.
When the same species of cold atoms are loaded to all layers,
we may directly bring all the layers in place and then load the
cold atoms to them simultaneously.

It is now imperative to demonstrate through a concrete ex-
ample the feasibility and fine details of the proposal and the
promised tunability of the model parameters for the target sys-
tem. For this purpose, we consider the displaced dice (or, T3)
lattice. The dice lattice and its variants (e.g., the α-T3 lat-
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FIG. 2: The dice (T3) lattice. The A, B, and C sublattices are marked
by red upward triangles, black circles, and blue downward triangles.
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are the primitive lattice vectors. In the displaced lattice, the plane of
the A (C) sublattice is above (below) the plane of the B sublattice.

tice) have been extensively studied theoretically in both the
cold atoms community and condensed matter physics [39–
46]. While the dice lattice has been fabricated in supercon-
ducting networks [47, 48] and normal metal networks [49],
the dice model may not be realized in them. Hopefully, the
present proposal will facilitate the experimental study of the
pure and the generalized dice models. The following analysis
for the displaced dice lattice may easily be adjusted to apply
to other multilayer optical lattices.

III. DISPLACED DICE LATTICE: THE OPTICAL

LATTICE

As shown in Fig.2, the (displaced) dice lattice consists of
three sublattices (A, B, and C) which separately form a tri-
angular lattice [39–42]. In the limit that the dice model or
its close variants (e.g., the α-T3 model) are applicable, only
the bonds connecting the atoms on the A and C sublattices
(the rim sublattices) and the nearest-neighboring (NN) atoms
of the B sublattice (the hub sublattice) are retained. Here,
we propose to stagger the three sublattices along the direction
perpendicular to the layer planes, so that the A and C layers
are separately above and below the B layer, at the same or
different distances from the B layer.

Each triangular layer may be formed by superimposing
three traveling wave laser beams [6, 7, 50]. Therefore, we
need nine laser beams to construct the displaced dice lat-
tice. We denote the wave vectors of the three laser beams
for the i-th layer as k

(j)
i (i, j = 1, 2, 3). Since the three

triangular layers of the displaced dice lattice have the same

primitive lattice vectors a1 and a2, we choose k
(1)
i =

k(
√
3/2,−1/2, 0) = k1, k

(2)
i = k(0, 1, 0) = k2, and

k
(3)
i = k(−

√
3/2,−1/2, 0) = k3 for i = 1, 2, 3. For a laser

of wavelength λ, the wave number k = 2π/λ. The electric
fields of the nine laser beams are written as

E
(j)
i (r, t) = Eiǫ̂j cos(kj · r− ωt+ φ

(j)
i )g

(j)
i (r). (1)

g
(j)
i (r) describes the beam profile of the compressed Gaus-

sian beams [35]. We assume that the cold atoms are loaded
to the middle of the whole optical lattice, in a region charac-
terized by ρ0z (i.e., 2πρ20z/λ ≃ 10πρ0z for ρ0z ≃ 5λ) and
much narrower than the width of the line beam (i.e., ∼ 2ρ0)

(see Appendix A). In this case, the variation of g(j)i (r) along
the width of the line beam is negligible. It is then a good ap-
proximation to take

g
(j)
i (r) → gi(z) ≈ e−(z−zi)

2/ρ2
0z , (2)

suppose the region is also centering around the waist of the
z-axis amplitude distribution. zi is the center of the i-th layer
along the z axis. To be specific, we label the A, B, and C
layers in sequence by i =1, 2, and 3.

Setting the polarizations ǫ̂j = ẑ (j = 1, 2, 3), the optical
dipole potential for the ith layer is [6, 7, 50]

Ui(r) = − ǫ0
4
α′
0E

2
i (r), (3)

where

E2
i (r) = E2

i g
2
i (z){3 + 2[cos(k12 · r+ φ

(12)
i )

+ cos(k23 · r+ φ
(23)
i ) + cos(k13 · r+ φ

(13)
i )]}. (4)

kij = ki − kj , φ(mn)
i = φ

(m)
i − φ

(n)
i . α′

0 is the real part of
the polarizability. For red-detuned laser, α′

0 > 0, the minima
of the optical dipole potential reside at the maxima of E2

i (r)
[7]. For 40K [51], red-detuned lasers with wavelength at 1064
nm [52–54] and 1030 nm [55, 56] were used in experiments.

When the three layers are isolated (i.e., z1 − z2 ≫ ρ0z
and z2 − z3 ≫ ρ0z), the full optical potential V (r) is the
sum of Eq.(3) over the three layers. As we move the three
layers closer so that laser beams for NN layers start to over-
lap, interference between the laser beams of NN layers adds
new interlayer interference terms to V (r). While these inter-
layer interference terms are interesting, we will neglect them
in the following analysis and defer more serious considera-
tion of their effects to later studies. In experiments, these in-
terlayer interference terms may be eliminated by making the
laser frequencies for different layers slightly different [53, 57],
through nonlinear optical effects such as the stimulated Ra-
man scattering or optical parametric oscillation [58]. In this
way, while the interlayer interference terms average out with
time, the slight difference in frequency does not lead to appre-
ciable differences in the lattice parameters of different layers.
The full optical potential is therefore adequately described
as the sum of the three single-layer components defined by
Eqs.(3) and (4) [53, 57].

By finely adjusting the phase parametersφ
(j)
i , we may align

the projections of the three triangular layers to the xy plane

according to Fig.2. One way is to set φ(1)i = φ1 + 2(i −
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1)θ, φ(2)i = φ2 + (i − 1)θ, and φ(3)i = φ3. φi (i = 1, 2, 3)
are arbitrary constants. θ determines the successive shift of
the three triangular layers along the x direction. When θ =
2π/3, we get the displaced dice lattice shown in Fig. 2. Of
course, each phase may be different from the above value by
an integral multiple of 2π. The two reciprocal lattice vectors
are b1 = k12 and b2 = k23. The lattice constant is related
to the wavelength by k = 2π/λ = 4π/(3a), which gives
a = 2λ/3.
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FIG. 3: (a) One possible combination of the beam splitters and path
locators, for the displaced dice lattice. MMI is the shorthand for the
modified Michelson interferometer. The circle in the middle of three
MMIs surrounds the optical lattice. (b) The structure of the MMI,
which splits one input laser beam into three output beams and shifts
them along the z direction (i.e., perpendicular to the lattice planes).
For clarity of illustration, the two bimirrors BM1 and BM2 have
been rotated by π/2 from the actual configurations, with respect to
the propagation direction of the corresponding incident laser beams.
Correspondingly, the three outgoing beams are actually shifted along
the z direction rather than in the xy plane. In the MMI, we assume
the coating layer of BS3 (BS5) is on the right (left) surface. The
splitting ratios may vary from BS1 to BS5, to control the relative
amplitudes of different beams.

To realize the displaced dice lattice defined above, we pass
the line beam output from the cylindrical Keplerian telescope
through the optical device in Fig. 3 (see also Appendix D
for another optical device). After splitting the line beam into
three beams by the beam splitters BS1 and BS2 in Fig. 3(a),
we inject each of the three beams into a compound optical
element that we call the modified Michelson interferometer
(MMI). The MMI shown in Fig.3(b) splits the incident laser
beam into three parallel beams that are separated along the z
direction but coincide with each other when projected along
the z direction onto the xy plane. The vertical distances be-
tween consecutive layers are controlled by the special Fresnel
bimirrors with 90◦ intersection angle between the two mirrors,

see also Fig.1(c). These bimirrors may also be replaced by
right-angle prisms made of glass with a high refractive index
(see Appendix C). Three glass plates (P1 to P3) are inserted to
the light paths, to act as phase shifters. Besides using plates
of varying thickness, we may also tilt the plates to control the
phase shifts. If frequency modulation is required, we insert a
suitable nonlinear optical element to the corresponding light
path [58].

IV. TIGHT-BINDING MODELS FOR FERMIONIC COLD

ATOMS IN THE DISPLACED DICE LATTICE

Instead of exploring the full parameter ranges of the dis-

placed dice lattice, we fix k
(j)
i and φ(j)i (i, j = 1, 2, 3) to the

ideal values defined in the previous section. We also consider
loading the same fermionic cold atoms, such as 40K or 6Li,
to all three layers. The polarizations of the laser beams will
be fixed to ǫ̂j = ẑ (j = 1, 2, 3). In addition, the laser beam
output from the cylindrical telescope has a fixed waist size
ρ0z along the z axis. Under these restrictions, the remain-
ing tunable parameters of the optical lattice include Ei and zi
(i = 1, 2, 3). Taking E2 and z2 = 0 for the B layer as refer-
ences, and the remaining four parameters as free parameters,
we are able to simulate a rich family of interesting models.

Assuming all three layers have attained the 2D limit, and
the ultracold atoms only occupy the lowest energy levels of
the various potential wells. This justifies a tight-binding de-
scription, since these orbitals are deeply localized in the po-
tential wells. For our displaced dice lattice, the single-orbital
tight-binding model up to NN hopping has nine parameters,
including three on-site energies, three intralayer NN hopping
amplitudes, and three interlayer NN hopping amplitudes. A
qualitative estimation of the parameters follows by making
the harmonic approximation to the potential wells and taking
the lowest eigenstates as the local Wannier orbitals (see Ap-
pendix E). The dice model and its variants require the AB and
BC interlayer hopping amplitudes to dominate over the three
intralayer and the AC interlayer hopping amplitudes [39, 40].
This is achieved in the present layer-by-layer scheme through
the exponential decay of the NN hopping amplitudes with the
relevant inter-site distances [1, 2]. Namely, according to Fig.2,
the AB and BC interlayer hopping amplitudes may dominate
over the intralayer hopping amplitudes because the xy pro-
jection of the NN distance is a/

√
3 for the former versus a

for the latter. The AB and BC NN interlayer hopping am-
plitudes may dominate over the AC NN interlayer hopping
amplitude because the projection of the NN bonds to the z
direction for AC, z1 − z3, is about twice as large as z1 − z2
and z2 − z3 for AB and BC (i.e., in most cases of interest
we have z1 − z2 ≃ z2 − z3). Therefore, by finely tuning the
z coordinates of the three layers, we may make the AB and
BC NN interlayer hopping amplitudes dominate over the oth-
ers (see Appendix E). Together with the control over E1/E2

and E3/E2, we may arrive at the desired dice model and its
variants.

In conclusion, by tuning four free parameters (E1/E2,
E3/E2, z1, z3), we may realize the following family of four-
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parameter tight-binding models

Ĥ =
∑

〈i,j〉,σ
(tbab

†
iσajσ + tbcb

†
iσcjσ + H.c.)

+
∑

i,σ

(εaba
†
iσaiσ + εcbc

†
iσciσ). (5)

The summation 〈i, j〉 runs over NN intersublattice sites. The
index σ denotes the two spin states of the fermionic cold
atoms. H.c. means the Hermitian conjugate of the terms ex-
plicitly written out. We have taken the on-site energy for the
B layer as reference, so εab = εa − εb and εcb = εc − εb.
For εab = εcb = 0 and tbc = tba, we get the dice (T3) model
[39]. For εab = εcb = 0 and tbc = αtba (0 < α < 1)
we get the α-T3 model [46]. These two families of models
both have a flat band connecting linearly to one upper and one
lower dispersive bands. For εab = εcb 6= 0 and tbc = αtba
(0 < α ≤ 1), the flat band connects quadratically only to one
dispersive band [43]. We define the displaced dice lattice as
biased if εabεcb < 0, in analogy to a semiconductor slab under
an electric field perpendicular to the slab, i.e. an electric bias
[12–14]. The inversion symmetry is broken in the biased dice
lattice. In previous proposals for the dice lattice [41, 42], the
symmetry of the optical potential allows only the parameters
for the pure dice model or εab = εcb 6= 0 and tbc = tba. This
comparison highlights the flexibility of the multilayer optical
lattices obtained by the layer-by-layer approach.

To further motivate the above highly tunable model, we
study the interband transitions in a biased dice model for
tba = tbc = t0 and εab = −εcb = ∆. Fermionic cold
atoms in this model features a band structure with a flat
band at E0(k) = 0 isolated from two dispersive bands at
Eν(k) = νE(k) (ν = ±), with E(k) =

√

∆2 + 2|ξ(k)|2
and ξ(k) = t0(1 + eik·a1 + eik·a2) [44, 45]. In the hexagonal
first Brillouin zone, the flat band approaches the two disper-

sive bands at K = (
√
3
2 ,− 1

2 )
4π
3a and K′ = (

√
3
2 ,

1
2 )

4π
3a . Refer-

ring to the valley-contrasting optical excitations in inversion-
broken graphene and transition metal dichalcogenide mono-
layers [59–61], it is natural to ask if the present model also
shows valley-contrasting interband excitations.

To trigger the interband transitions in the neutral fermionic
cold atoms confined in the optical lattice, we exert a weak
harmonic stimulus by sinusoidally shaking the lattice, which
amounts to periodically modulating the phases of the laser
beams [62–67]. We consider a resonant circular driving to
explore possible valley-contrasting excitations [65–67]. The
strength of the vertical interband transition at k is proportional
to (see Appendix F)

〈ψf (k)|[
∂h(k)

∂kx
+ iη

∂h(k)

∂ky
]|ψi(k)〉, (6)

where |ψi(k)〉 and |ψf (k)〉 are the initial and final states of
the interband transition at k, η = ± marks the chirality of
the circularly polarized stimulus. We consider 1/3-filled and
2/3-filled bands, for which the band edges situate at the two
K points of the Brillouin zone. For circular modulations res-
onant with the transitions between the highest occupied states

and the lowest empty states, that is for ~ω0 ≃ |∆| with ω0

being the angular frequency of the shaking, only states close
to the K points contribute. We thus concentrate on these
states and introduce the relative momenta q = k−Kτ , where
τ = ±, K+ = K′, and K− = K.

For 1/3-filled bands, ψi = ψ− and ψf = ψ0. For 2/3-
filled bands, ψi = ψ0 and ψf = ψ+. For both cases and to the
leading order of q, the matrix element defined by Eq.(6) turns
out to be (see Appendix F)

√
3a

2
|t0|[sgn(∆) − ητ ]

qx + iηqy
q

, (7)

where the sign function sgn(x) = x/|x| for x 6= 0. For
fixed ∆, the transition is nonvanishing only for the circu-
lar driving satisfying ητ=−sgn(∆). The chirality η changes
sign as the valley index τ changes sign. Therefore, the inter-
band transitions involving the flat band are valley contrasting.
It is interesting to explore the valley-contrasting physics in
this displaced dice model with an isolated flat band, in anal-
ogy to that in monolayer transition metal dichalcogenides and
gapped graphene [59–61].

V. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

We have illustrated a general scheme of assembling multi-
layer optical lattices of cold atoms in a layer-by-layer manner.
This allows us to simulate the properties of novel multilayer
systems both from and beyond the condensed matter systems.
As an example, we propose the optical devices to synthesize
the displaced dice lattice that may realize the pure and gen-
eralized dice models, which have not been realized in exper-
iment despite intensive theoretical studies. For a symmetri-
cally biased dice model, we find valley-contrasting interband
transitions associated with a flat band. Hopefully, because all
the involved optical elements are standard, experimental real-
ization of the proposal will come true soon.

The optical device in Figure 3 for the displaced dice lat-
tice can easily be adjusted to apply to other novel multilayer
optical lattices. Firstly, by controlling the orientations of the
MMIs and so the propagation directions of the output laser
beams, we may realize multilayer optical lattices with other
lattice geometries, such as the square lattice, the Kagome lat-
tice, and so on. In addition, by combining more than one
sets of MMIs, we may realize multilayer optical lattices in
which the constituent layers have hybrid lattice geometries
(e.g., a multilayer of alternate square lattices and triangular
lattices) [24]. By removing the triad of BS5, P2 and BM1

from Fig.3(b), the ensuing reduced MMIs may be used to cre-
ate bilayer optical lattices. By inserting more triads of beam-
splitters, plates, and bimirrors to the MMIs of Fig.3(b), on
the other hand, we can make optical lattices with more than 3
layers. Secondly, by controlling the phase parameters of the
laser beams, we may achieve relative slipping between differ-
ent layers along the layer plane. For the displaced dice lattice,
this can be seen from the discussions in Sec.III and Eq.(F20)
of Appendix F. Thirdly, which is of great current interest, we
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may twist the layers of the multilayer optical lattice by a con-
tinuously tunable angle. Referring to Fig.3 for the displaced
dice lattice, by rotating the intersection edge of the bimirror
in the xy plane off the direction perpendicular to the prop-
agation direction of the incoming laser beam, we may twist
the reflected laser beam by an in-plane angle (see Appendix
C). In this manner, we may twist a layer by rotating the prop-
agation directions of the three laser beams for this layer to
the same amount in the xy plane, and consequently control
the relative orientations between consecutive layers. Here, the
twisting between consecutive layers may be implemented in-
dependently and up to a large twisting angle, which seem to
be difficult in conventional solid state multilayer systems such
as the bilayer graphene and thin films of the transition metal
dichalcogenides.

Exploration of the above extensions to other multilayer op-
tical lattices, and incorporation of many-body correlations,
constitute highly intriguing future studies.

Appendix A: Transformation of the Gaussian beam by the

cylindrical Keplerian telescope

The beam shaper in our scheme is a cylindrical Keplerian
telescope. In this section, we provide explicit mathemati-
cal definitions for the parameters characterizing the Gaussian
beam input to and output from the cylindrical Keplerian tele-
scope. This is done by summarizing well-known formulae for
the transformations of the Gaussian beams by conventional
(paraxial) optical elements [35, 36].

We refer to Figure 1(b) in the main text for the setup. The
apertures of L1 and L2 are commonly much larger than the di-
ameter of the input Gaussian laser beam, which is determined
by the output aperture of the laser device and typically in the
order of 1 mm [35]. Therefore, the diffraction of the laser
beam by the lenses L1 and L2 should be minor effects and is
ignored in the analysis of this work.

We consider the propagation of the laser beam parallel to
the x axis, according to Fig. 1(b) of the main text. Before
entering the beam shaper, the complex amplitude of the elec-
tric field of standard TEM00 mode Gaussian laser beam can
be written as [35]

E(x, y, z) =
A0

ρ(x)
exp{−ik[x+ y2 + z2

2q1(x)
] + iφ(x)}, (A1)

where k = 2π/λ is the wave number, A0/ρ(x) is the am-
plitude of the electric field along the x axis (y = z = 0),

ρ(x) = ρ0
√

1 + ( λx
πρ2

0
)2 is the x-coordinate dependent radius

of the disklike laser beam profile. ρ0 is the waist radius at the
waist plane (x0 = 0 here) of the input Gaussian beam. Usu-
ally, ρ0 is much larger than the wavelength of the laser (i.e.,
ρ0 ≫ λ), so that ρ(x) increases slowly as x departs from the
waist of the beam. A parameter characterizing the increase
of ρ(x) is the Rayleigh range zR, which is the distance from
the waist at which ρ(x0 + zR) =

√
2ρ(x0). From the above

definition of ρ(x), we see that

zR = πρ20/λ. (A2)

A section of the beam centering at the waist and with a length
2zR is usually taken as the range over which the expansion
of the Gaussian beam is small and negligible. In terms of the

Rayleigh range, ρ(x) = ρ0
√

1 + ( x
zR

)2. The phase factor

φ(x) = arctan( λx
πρ2

0
) = arctan( x

zR
). Twice of the Rayleigh

range (i.e., 2zR), or sometimes the Rayleigh range zR itself,
is also called the confocal parameter of the Gaussian beam
[36].

Being neither plane wave nor spherical wave, the Gaussian
beam is characterized by the q1(x) parameter defined as [35]

1

q1(x)
=

1

R(x)
− i

λ

πρ(x)2
. (A3)

R(x) = x[1 + ( zRx )2] is the x-dependent curvature radius of
the equiphase surface. The waist of the Gaussian beam at the
x = x0 = 0 plane is special and has an infinite curvature,
namely R(0) = ∞ and q1(0) = izR. The beam profile deter-
mined by Eq.(A1) on the x plane is related to the beam profile
on the x = 0 waist plane, through a free propagation of x
distance in the free space. Namely, the field amplitude on the
x = 0 plane,

E(0, y, z) =
A0

ρ0
exp{−ik y

2 + z2

2q1(0)
} =

A0

ρ0
exp{−y

2 + z2

ρ20
},

(A4)
is transformed to

E(x, y, z)eikx =
A0

ρ0

1

A+ [B/q1(0)]
exp{−ik y

2 + z2

2q1(x)
},
(A5)

where

q1(x) =
Aq1(0) +B

Cq1(0) +D
. (A6)

The four coefficients are the components of the ABCD matrix
for a free-space propagation of distance x, which is known to
be [35, 36]

(

A B
C D

)

=

(

1 x
0 1

)

. (A7)

Substituting the above coefficients into Eqs.(A5) and (A6),
and defining the phase factor φ(x) = arctan( x

zR
), we repro-

duce Eq.(A1).
The free space as an optical medium is isotropic and trans-

forms the Gaussian beam identically in both the y direction
and the z direction. In an anisotropic medium (i.e., an astig-
matic medium), however, the transformation matrix may be
different along different directions. In this case, we treat the
two directions independently and get two independent factors
of the electric field amplitude, which are then multiplied to-
gether to give the overall electric field amplitude of the trans-
formed laser beam [36].

The cylindrical Keplerian telescope defined by Fig.1(b) of
the main text, the beam shaper in our proposal, happens to be
an astigmatic optical device. It reshapes only the z axis ampli-
tude distribution of the input Gaussian beam. The transforma-
tion of the y axis amplitude distribution of the input Gaussian
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beam is just like the transformation in the free space. This
anisotropic reshaping is conveniently represented by introduc-
ing two new q parameters, q2 and q3, so that the electric field
amplitude of the output laser beam becomes

A′
0

√

ρ2(x)ρ3(x)
exp{−ik[x+ y2

2q2(x)
+

z2

2q3(x)
] + iφ23(x)},

(A8)
If the loss of the laser in passing through the telescope is neg-
ligible, we may set A′

0 = A0. ρ2(x) and ρ3(x) are associated
to q2 and q3, just as ρ(x) is related to q1 according to Eq.(A3).
Before passing the beam shaper, we have q2(x) = q3(x) =
q1(x). After passing the beam shaper, q2(x) = q1(x) still
holds. However, q3(x) is different from q1(x) and transforms
from q1(0) according to the overall ABCD matrix of the tele-
scope system in the z direction. The phase factor φ23(x) is
the average of the phase factors related to the transformations
in the y and the z directions,

φ23(x) =
φ2(x) + φ3(x)

2
. (A9)

φ2(x) = arctan( λx
πρ2

0
). φ3(x) is related to the components

of the overall ABCD matrix of the cylindrical Keplerian tele-
scope in the z direction through [36]

e−iφ3(x) =
A+ [B/q3(0)]

|A+ [B/q3(0)]|
, (A10)

where q3(0) = q2(0) = q1(0) = izR.
The overall ABCD matrix of a composite optical system is

the matrix multiplication of the ABCD matrices of the optical
elements therein in sequence. We consider an input Gaussian
laser beam with the waist at the x = 0 plane at a distance l1 to
the left of L1, and consider the output laser beam at a distance
l2 to the right of L2. The telescope system is equivalent to a
composition of five optical elements: a free space of length l1,
L1 of focal length f1, a free space of length f1 + f2 ≡ L, L2

of focal length f2, and a free space of length l2. The ABCD
matrix for a thin lens whose focal length is f is known as
[35, 36]

(

1 0
− 1

f 1

)

. (A11)

Together with the ABCD matrix for a free-space propagation
for a length of l, defined by setting x = l in Eq.(A7), we get
the overall ABCD matrix for the z-axis transformation of the
cylindrical Keplerian telescope by multiplying the five ABCD
matrices together in sequence as

(

A B
C D

)

=

(

− 1
M L− l1

M −Ml2
0 −M

)

, (A12)

where M = f1/f2 is the magnification of the telescope in
the z direction. The q parameter at the waist of the incoming
laser beam is q1(0) = iπρ20/λ = izR. After passing through
the cylindrical Keplerian telescope, the q parameter in the z
direction becomes

q3(l2) =
Aq1(0) +B

Cq1(0) +D
=
q1(0) + l1 +M2l2 −ML

M2
.

(A13)

By writing

1

q3(l2)
=

1

R3(l2)
− i

λ

πρ23(l2)
, (A14)

and comparing the two sides of Eq.(A14), we get

R3(l2) =
A2z2R +B2

BD
, (A15)

πρ23(l2)

λ
=
A2z2R +B2

ADzR
. (A16)

For fixed l1, the waist for the z-axis amplitude distribution of
the output laser beam is determined by R3(l̃2) = ∞, which
gives

l̃2 =
L− l1

M

M
. (A17)

Substituting into the expression for ρ3(l2), we get the waist
size ρ0z for the amplitude distribution along the z axis for the
output laser beam as

ρ0z = ρ3(l̃2) =
ρ(0)

M
=
ρ0
M
. (A18)

Taking the two waist size parameters ρ0 and ρ0z as refer-
ences, the laser beam is compressed by M times in the z di-
rection. Therefore, the cylindrical Keplerian telescope trans-
forms the disklike beam profile of the input Gaussian beam
to the straight filamentary beam profile of the output beam.
Equivalently, the rod-like input Gaussian laser beam becomes
the slab-like output laser beam.

Note that, the waist of the amplitude distribution along the
y direction is not changed by the telescope system and is still
located at the plane l1 to the left of L1. We may want to change
the waist position for the amplitude distribution of the output
laser beam along y to the same position as that along z. Or al-
ternatively, we may want to make the output laser beam have
a uniform distribution along the y direction. This objective
can be realized by replacing the simple cylindrical telescope
used in Fig.1(b) of the main text by more sophisticated optical
systems [68, 69]. However, because of the excellent unidirec-
tionality of laser, one may take as a very good approximation
to ignore the departure from the unidirectional propagation
along y. This should be allowed in particular in the laboratory
where the optical distances are of limited range. Therefore, we
adhere in this work to the simple cylindrical telescope shown
in Fig.1(b) of the main text. The waist size parameters ρ0 and
ρ0z are taken to measure the width and thickness of the beam
profile of the output laser beam.

Besides technical limitations, and to facilitate the accurate
control over the interlayer distances of the multilayer optical
lattices, the reduced Rayleigh range for the amplitude distri-
bution along the z axis also requires us to relax the restric-
tion in the thickness of the slab-like output laser beam. Be-
cause as ρ0z decreases, the far-field divergence angle of the
beam along z increases as 1/ρ0z [35], the unidirectionality of



8

the laser beam is weakened. As a result, the spatial extent,
over which the thickness in the z-axis amplitude distribution
of the laser beam could be regarded approximately constant,
decreases monotonically with ρ0z . Quantitatively, the range
(along x, centering at the waist) over which the thickness of
the laser along the z direction may be regarded as constant is
approximately twice the Rayleigh range, 2zR = 2πρ20z/λ. If
ρ0z ≃ λ is achieved, the spatial region over which a uniform
2D optical lattice may be defined hosts only about 100 unit
cells of the optical lattice. For ρ0z ≃ 5λ, on the other hand,
the approximately uniform region of the resulting multilayer
optical lattice may have more than 6 × 104 unit cells. This
should be enough for most quantum simulations.

Finally, we comment on the position of the z-axis waist of
the compressed Gaussian beam. According to Eq.(A17), we
have l̃2 ≃ f2 for l1 ≃ 0 and M ≫ 1. In the layer-by-layer
scheme for the multilayer optical lattices, we wish to have
the z-axis waist positions of the various beams approximately
coincide with each other at the center of the designated lo-
cation for the optical lattice. To be able to insert the optical
elements in Figs. 3(a) and 3(b) in between L2 of the cylin-
drical telescope and the location for the optical lattice, l̃2 and
thus f2 should be large enough. For practical reasons, f1 can-
not be too large. Therefore, the magnification M cannot be
large. This means that, to achieve the desired compression ra-
tio along the z axis (i.e., about 200), we have to cascade two
or more telescopes. In the last telescope, we can choose its f2
larger than the preceding telescopes and a smaller magnifica-
tion factor. For example, we can cascade two cylindrical tele-
scopes of magnification 10 and a third cylindrical telescope
with a magnification of 2 to achieve a total magnification of
200. In the last telescope, we may choose f2 ≃ 10 cm, which
gives l̃2 ≃ 15 cm for l1 ≃ 0. By minimizing the sizes of
the optical elements in the device, we should be able to bring
the z-axis waist positions of the various thin-line beams to the
center of the designated spatial region [e.g., within the circle
of Fig.3(a)]. Besides increasing f2, another method is to add a
proper cylindrical lens to each MMI and refocus the outgoing
beams, so that their z-axis waists are at or close to the cen-
ter of the optical lattice. Still another, more radical, strategy
is to use diffractionless laser beams (in particular, the Bessel
beams [70–72]) with a thin-line beam profile. This strategy
not only resolves the issue of small l̃2 but may also enlarge
the area of the ensuing multilayer optical lattice. It however
requires more analysis as regards how to achieve this novel
non-diffracting thin-line beam with sufficient intensity, which
we leave to future studies.

Appendix B: The 2D limit of an individual layer

In terms of the line beam output from the beam shaper in-
troduced in Fig.1(b) of the main text, we may form a quasi-2D
optical lattice with reduced thickness characterized by ρ0z . In
applying to our layer-by-layer assembling of multilayer opti-
cal lattices, it is crucial to know the upper limit of ρ0z required
for bringing the thickness of the resulting optical lattice down
to the 2D limit.

Physically, if the input Gaussian laser beam is not com-
pressed in the z axis, each 2D site of the ensuing 2D optical
lattice is in fact a quasi one-dimensional (q-1D) tube [34], for
which the spectrum is a quasi-continuous 1D spectrum. As
we compress the z-axis breadth (i.e., ρ0z) of the laser beam,
the q-1D spectrum becomes more and more discrete. Let us
label the bound states in each site (i.e., potential well) of the
2D optical lattice by ǫ0, ǫ1, ǫ2, . . ., in an order of increas-
ing with the subscript. Then the site should be considered as
a real zero-dimensional point rather than a q-1D tube when
ǫ1 − ǫ0 > ER = h2/(2mλ2). ER is the recoil energy of
the optical lattice. If this condition is satisfied, only the lowest
bound state of each quantum well is occupied. A tight-binding
model for the cold atoms loaded to the optical lattice may be
constructed by retaining only the lowest bound state for each
site of the 2D lattice.

To be concrete, let us consider the optical dipole potential
defined in Eqs.(1)-(4) of the main text for a single layer of the
displaced dice lattice, which is a triangular lattice. By redefin-
ing the origin of coordinates, we may set the phase factors to
zero. The optical dipole potential is written as

U(x, y, z) = −V0{1 + 4 cos
bx

2
[cos

bx

2
+ cos

√
3by

2
]}g2(z),

(B1)
where b = 4π/(

√
3a) is the magnitude of the reciprocal lattice

vector, g(z) = exp(−z2/ρ20z). We consider a red-detuned
laser, so that [7]

V0 =
ǫ0
4
α′
0E

2
0 > 0. (B2)

(x, y, z) = (0, 0, 0) is clearly the bottom of one potential
well. For simplicity, we focus on this potential well. Since we
are interested in the 2D limit of the optical potential, we as-
sume sufficiently deep potential wells and that the low-lying
bound states are confined close to the bottom of the poten-
tial well. According to this assumption, we expand U(x, y, z)
to the leading order polynomials of x, y, and z close to
(x, y, z) = (0, 0, 0). We get

U(x, y, z) ≃ −9V0 +
8π2V0
a2

(x2 + y2) +
18V0
ρ20z

z2

= −9V0 + U(x) + U(y) + U(z). (B3)

The above potential energy term plus the kinetic energy term
of the cold atom define an anisotropic 3D harmonic oscillator.
We choose {Ĥx, Ĥy, Ĥz} as the complete set of commuting
observables, where

Ĥα =
p2α
2m

+ U(α), (B4)

α = x, y, z, m is the mass of the cold atoms in the optical
lattice. The eigen-spectrum of the above anisotropic harmonic
oscillator is

Enxnynz
= −9V0+(nx+ny+1)~ωxy+(nz+

1

2
)~ωz, (B5)

where nα (α = x, y, z) are nonnegative integers quantifying

the quantization of the energy spectrum. ωxy = 4π
a

√

V0

m and
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ωz = 6
ρ0z

√

V0

m are separately the angular frequencies for the

center-of-mass motion of the cold atom in the xy plane and
along the z direction.

In order for the single layer to be in the 2D limit, the sepa-
ration between the lowest energy bound state and the second
lowest energy bound state should be larger than the recoil en-
ergy of the optical lattice. We therefore require ~ωxy > ER

and ~ωz > ER. For our purpose, considering the continu-
ous compression of ρ0z from ρ0, we originally have ρ0z ≫ a
and correspondingly ωz/ωxy = 3

2π
a

ρ0z
≪ 1. We assume

the ~ωxy > ER condition is always satisfied for all ρ0z . As
we compress ρ0z continuously, the 2D limit is attained when
~ωz > ER. Suppose ~ωxy = γER (γ ≫ 1), the condition
~ωz > ER amounts to

ρ0z <
3γ

2π
a. (B6)

For our triangular lattice, a = 2
3λ. For γ > 5π ≃ 15.71,

ρ0z = 5λ satisfies the above constraint and the 2D limit is
attained. For 40K cold atoms, red-detuned laser with a wave-
length 1064 nm or 1030 nm were used in experiments [52–
56]. Correspondingly, ρ0z = 5λ amounts to ρ0z ≈ 5 µm.

From the definition of the angular frequency, ~ωxy =

γER > 15.71ER is equivalent to V0 = γ2

18ER > 13.71ER.
This is an intermediate value for the lattice depth. However,
it is 9V0 from the minima to the maxima of the optical dipole
potential defined by Eq.(B1). Therefore, 9V0 is the overall
lattice depth, which should satisfy 9V0 > 123.39ER. As a
result, we need to work with a very deep optical lattice to at-
tain the 2D limit for an individual triangular optical lattice.
Luckily, this depth is within the reach of experiments [7, 73].
Clearly, for even deeper optical dipole potential, ρ0z larger
than 5λmay also lead to the 2D limit. Conversely, if we com-
press the Gaussian beam thinner, with ρ0z < 5λ, a shallower
optical potential may also attain the 2D limit. For example, if
we consider ρ0z = 3λ, 9V0 > 44.5ER is enough to get the
2D limit for the triangular optical lattice.

Finally, we should emphasize that the analysis in this sec-
tion is based on the optical dipole potential of a single layer.
In a multilayer optical lattice containing several contiguous
layers, such as the displaced dice lattice consisting of three
consecutive layers, the superposition of the optical potentials
for the various layers may possibly change the actual depth of
the resulting multilayer optical dipole potential. From Figure
2 of the main text for the lattice geometry and the expressions
of the optical dipole potentials of the various layers, this su-
perposition tends to reduce the actual depth of the optical po-
tential for the displaced dice lattice. From the analysis carried
out later in Appendix E, the superposition does not change ωz

in the leading order approximation. Therefore, the above cri-
terion for the 2D limit is still applicable. However, the overall
trilayer optical dipole potential confining the cold atoms in
the displaced dice lattice is actually shallower than the poten-
tial of a single layer. The shorter the distances between the
three layers, the shallower the trilayer optical dipole poten-
tial becomes. For other multilayer optical lattices synthesized
through the layer-by-layer approach, the depth of the overall

multilayer optical dipole potential may also be larger than the
depth of a single layer. At the same time, the critical depth of
the lattice for attaining the 2D limit may also change quanti-
tatively.

Appendix C: Reflection of a ray by the Fresnel bimirror with

about 90◦ intersection angle

In what follows, we call the special Fresnel bimirror with a
90◦ intersection angle as the right-angle bimirror. In Fig. 3 of
the main text, the reflection plane of the ray of light is assumed
to be perpendicular to the intersection edge of the right-angle
bimirror. In this case, the retroreflected light propagates along
the direction which is exactly opposite to the incident ray of
light. This is always the case once the intersection edge of
the right-angle bimirror is perpendicular to the incident ray of
light, because by default the intersection edge is always per-
pendicular to the normal of the two mirrors. The lateral shift
(i.e., the distance) between the incident and the retroreflected
rays of light depends on the incident angle and the distance
from the point of incidence to the intersection edge. As the
orientation of the intersection edge has an additional 2π rota-
tional freedom in the plane perpendicular to the incident ray
of light, the lateral shift of the retroreflected ray can also occur
at any direction away from the incident ray of light.

By twisting the intersection edge of the right-angle bimirror
away from the plane perpendicular to the incident ray of light
by a small angle θ, the reflection plane of the incident ray of
light is also slightly deviated from perpendicular to the inter-
section edge. In this case, we may twist the propagation di-
rection of the retroreflected ray away from exactly the reverse
direction of the incident ray. Here, the intersection edge at an
angle θ to the plane perpendicular to the incident ray of light
also has a 2π rotational freedom, which may be characterized
by an angle ϕ. As regards the retroreflected ray of light, we
expect there to be a corresponding freedom in the deviation of
its propagation direction with respect to the direction exactly
opposite to the incident ray.

Instead of plotting the full optical path, which is clumsy and
not easy to show clearly the various interesting situations, we
will express the reflection off the bimirror in terms of vector
algebra. Because of the simplicity of the reflection by plane
mirrors, exact analytical expressions for the outgoing reflected
ray may be obtained.

For generality, we consider a Fresnel bimirror whose inter-
section angle α is close to but may be slightly different from
90◦. We notice that the reflected ray is uniquely determined
by the position and orientation of the α-angle bimirror, and
the propagation direction and point of incidence of the inci-
dent ray. In terms of vector algebra, these conditions are con-
tained in the two equations for the two mirror planes and the
equation for the incident ray.

To proceed, we firstly define the coordinate system in refer-
ence to the bimirror shown in Figure 4 of this section. We
consider a 3D Cartesian coordinate. We assume the inter-
section edge of the bimirror is along the y axis, so that the
planes perpendicular to the intersection edge are parallel to
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FIG. 4: The Fresnel bimirror with an intersection angle α between
the two mirrors M1 and M2. The Cartesian coordinate is defined by
taking the center of the intersection edge as the origin O, and the
intersection edge as the y axis. The xy plane bisects the bimirror.

the xz plane. An arbitrary perpendicular plane of the inter-
section edge crosses with the two mirrors at two lines, which
join each other at a point of the intersection edge and subtend
an angle of α. We assume that the bimirror is divided equally
by the xy plane containing the intersection edge. We define
the x axis to run opposite to the open-mouth direction of the
α-angle bimirror, so that the incident ray propagates along a
direction very close to the positive x direction (i.e., close to
x̂, the unit vector along the +x direction). We set the origin
O of the coordinate, (0, 0, 0), at the middle of the intersection
edge. The two mirrors are assumed to be large enough so that
the interesting incident rays are all reflected twice by the α-
angle bimirror before leaving it. Finally, we assume that the
crossing point between the incident ray and the first mirror
(e.g., M1) is close to the intersection edge.

Under the above conditions, the equations for the two mir-
ror planes are

r · n̂i = 0, (C1)

where i = 1, 2 labels the two mirrors, n̂1 = (sin α
2 , 0, cos

α
2 )

and n̂2 = (sin α
2 , 0,− cos α

2 ) are unit normal vectors for M1

and M2.
In the application of the main text, we fixed α = π/2 and

the incident ray propagates along the positive x direction (i.e.,
x̂). In this case, the incident ray is exactly retroreflected, up to
a lateral shift in the z direction. Here, we assume the propa-
gation direction of the incident ray may be slightly away from
the x̂ direction by a small angle θ. To characterize this direc-
tion, we introduce a spherical polar coordinate taking x̂ as the
polar axis, θ as the polar angle, and define the azimuthal angle
ϕ as the angle with respect to the ŷ direction in the yz plane.
In this polar coordinate, the propagation of the incident ray is

along the unit vector

û = (cos θ, sin θ cosϕ, sin θ sinϕ). (C2)

Without losing generality, we assume that the incident ray
shines at a point P on M1 of a distance d > 0 away from
the intersection edge. The coordinate of P is written as

r1 = (−d cos α
2
, y1, d sin

α

2
). (C3)

For simplicity, we set y1 = 0. The equation of the incident
ray is thus

(r− r1)× û = 0. (C4)

The reflected ray leaves M1 also at P. Assuming the unit vector
along its propagation direction to be û1, the law of reflection
dictates that

{

û · n̂1 = −û1 · n̂1,

û1 · (û× n̂1) = 0,
(C5)

where the first equation ensures the reflection angle to be
equal to the incident angle, and the second equation says that
the reflected ray lies in the same plane containing the incident
ray and the unit normal vector of M1 passing P. Solution to
Eq.(C5) gives

û1 = û− 2(û · n̂1)n̂1. (C6)

From û · û = n̂1 · n̂1 = 1, we have û1 · û1 = 1. So û1

is the unit vector along the propagation direction of the first
reflected ray. The equation for the first reflected ray leaving
M1 at P is thus

(r− r1)× û1 = 0. (C7)

The coordinate r2 of the crossing point between the first
reflected ray and M2 is determined by solving the following
simultaneous equations

{

(r− r1)× û1 = 0,

r · n̂2 = 0.
(C8)

The solution r = r2 = (x2, y2, z2) to the above equations is
also the point at which the second reflected ray leaves M2 and
the whole bimirror. Similar to the first reflection, the unit vec-
tor û2 along the propagation direction of the second reflected
ray is determined by

{

û1 · n̂2 = −û2 · n̂2,

û2 · (û1 × n̂2) = 0,
(C9)

which gives

û2 = û1 − 2(û1 · n̂2)n̂2. (C10)

The equation for the second (i.e., final) reflected ray outgoing
from the bimirror is

(r− r2)× û2 = 0. (C11)
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The explicit expressions for r2 = (x2, y2, z2) and û2 =
(u2x, u2y, u2z) are















x2 = − cos θ sin α
2 +sin θ sinϕ cos α

2

cos θ sin 3α
2 +sin θ sinϕ cos 3α

2

d cos α
2 ,

y2 = sin θ cosϕ sinα
cos θ sin 3α

2 +sin θ sinϕ cos 3α
2

d,

z2 = − cos θ sin α
2 +sin θ sinϕ cos α

2

cos θ sin 3α
2 +sin θ sinϕ cos 3α

2

d sin α
2 ,

(C12)

and










u2x = cos θ cos(2α)− sin θ sinϕ sin(2α),

u2y = sin θ cosϕ,

u2z = cos θ sin(2α) + sin θ sinϕ cos(2α).

(C13)

The lateral shift related to r2−r1 is linearly proportional to
d and could be tuned continuously. To characterize the change
in the propagation direction, we study the direction cosines of
û2 with regards to the direction of û and û × ŷ, which turn
out to be

û2 · û = −1 + 2[1− sin2 α(1 − sin2 θ cos2 ϕ)], (C14)

and

û2 · (û× ŷ) = sin(2α)(sin2 θ sin2 ϕ+ cos2 θ). (C15)

From these formulae we uncover the conditions for the fol-
lowing two especially interesting cases.

In the first case, which is the case we focused on in the
main text, the reflected ray propagates in exactly the opposite
direction to the incident ray. This is satisfied if

û2 · û = −1, (C16)

which leads to α = π/2 and ϕ = ±π/2. That is, the ray
incident on an α = π/2 right-angle bimirror propagates along
a direction parallel to the xz plane and close to x̂ (i.e., θ is
small so that the incident ray undergoes two reflections off the
bimirror).

In the second case, the reflected ray propagates almost op-
posite to the direction of the incident ray but deflected a little
bit away from that opposite direction in the plane perpendicu-
lar to û× ŷ. This case is determined by

{

û2 · û+ 1 = ǫ,

û2 · (û× ŷ) = 0,
(C17)

where 0 < ǫ ≪ 1. For θ ≃ 0 that we focus on, the only
solution to the second equation of Eq.(C17) for 0 < α < π is
α = π/2. Substituting α = π/2 into Eq.(C14), we have

û2 · û+ 1 = 2 sin2 θ cos2 ϕ. (C18)

Then the first equation of Eq.(C17) is satisfied once θ is small
but nonzero and ϕ 6= ±π/2. For our purpose of using the
bimirror, it is enough to fix ϕ = 0 or ϕ = π, so that û is
parallel to the xy plane. In this case, suppose the rotation
angle from û to û2 is π + θ̃, we have

û2 · û = cos(π + θ̃) = − cos θ̃ = 2 sin2 θ − 1 = − cos(2θ).
(C19)

Therefore, rotating the incident ray in the xy plane by an angle
of θ away from x̂ leads to a rotation of the reflected ray by an
angle of 2θ in the xy plane, compared to the direction of exact
retroreflection. This rotation is also easy to see by substituting
α = π/2 and sinϕ = 0 into the explicit expression for û2 in
Eq.(C13) and comparing it with the definition of û. The angle
θ̃ = 2θ may be called as the twist angle. The twist angle θ̃
enables a continuous control over the twisting angle between
consecutive layers of the multilayer optical lattice constructed
in the layer-by-layer manner.

For both of the two cases considered above, the right-angle
bimirror may be replaced by an isosceles right-angle triangu-
lar prism (in brief, a right-angle prism) made of low-loss glass
with a high refractive index. To see this, notice that the above
analyses may be considered as corresponding to the two total
internal reflections inside the interior of the right-angle prism.
M1 and M2 of the right-angle bimirror are interpreted here as
the two mutually perpendicular rectangular faces of the prism,
and the incident ray enters the right-angle prism through the
rectangular bevel face in between the two perpendicular faces.
The actual incident ray is connected to the ray incident on the
M1 face at P by a refraction at the bevel face of the right-angle
prism. The actual outgoing ray is connected to the ray leaving
the M2 face at r2 by another refraction at the bevel face of the
right-angle prism. For the first case studied above, it is easy to
see that the retroreflected ray still reverses the direction of the
incident ray. In simple words, two parallel rays are still par-
allel rays upon refraction by a planar dielectric interface. For
the second case, the actual twisting angle is changed from 2θ
to 2θ′. The actual twisting angle 2θ′ is related to the twisting
angle 2θ within the right-angle prism by Snell’s law

sin θ′ = n sin θ, (C20)

where n is the refractive index of the glass making up the
right-angle prism. The refractive index for the air has been
taken as 1.

The above analyses deal with a single ray of light. In con-
sidering the reflection of a laser beam, we regard it as an as-
sembly of nearly parallel rays. The reflection of a line beam,
whose long axis of the beam profile is within the xy plane, by
a right-angle bimirror or a right-angle prism follows the same
rules explained above.

Finally, we notice that, rotating the incident ray (or, the in-
cident line beam) in the xy plane with respect to the x̂ direc-
tion is equivalent to fixing the incident ray to propagate along
x̂ and rotating the intersection edge of the right-angle bimir-
ror in the xy plane by the same angle in the opposite sense
(i.e., clockwise versus counterclockwise, and vice versa). In
experimental implementations, it seems more convenient to
control the bimirrors. Therefore, it is preferable to perform
the rotations by acting upon the bimirrors, rather than upon
the incident rays.

Appendix D: Another optical device for the displaced dice lattice

In application to the displaced dice lattice, the optical de-
vice in Fig. 3 of the main text firstly splits the single com-
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FIG. 5: Another optical device that transforms the compressed Gaus-
sian beam into the displaced dice lattice. The biapiculate vertical
dotted line separates the device into two parts. The left part splits
the input line beam into three co-propagating beams displaced from
each other along the z direction. For clarity of illustration, the three
beams have been drawn as shifted in the xy plane. The distance be-
tween the three beams (solid, dashed, and dotted) are controlled by
the thicknesses and tilting angles of the three glass plates, P1 through
P3. These three co-propagating beams output from the left part of the
device are represented by a single thick arrowed line on the right part
of the device. The right part of the device splits this compound beam
again into three compound beams, propagating with intersection an-
gle 2

3
π between any two of the three compound beams, according

to the three-beam protocol for the triangular optical lattice. GRIN is
the shorthand for the gradient-index optical element. Another GRIN
may be inserted to the compound beam on the right of BS6.

pressed Gaussian beam (i.e., the line beam) into three beams
of equal intensities, and secondly splits each of the three
beams again into three beams of equal or unequal intensities
(but with the relative intensities the same for all three triplet
sets) that are displaced from each other in the z direction.

The optical device in Fig. 3 of the main text permits inde-
pendent manipulation over all the nine laser beams. However,
our interest in this work has been restricted to the displaced
dice lattices where the lattice vectors of all the three layers are
parallel to each other. In this ‘simple’ configuration, we may
split the single line beam into nine beams following the re-
verse sequence. Namely, we firstly split the line beam output
from the beam shaper into three beams that have equal or un-
equal intensities and are displaced from each other along the
z direction but aligned in their projection in the xy plane, and
then split this compound beam into three compound beams of
equal intensities. By guiding the three compound beams to
the designated spot for the optical lattice, we again obtain a
trilayer optical lattice. An MMI defined in Fig. 3(b) of the
main text is certainly capable of implementing the first step.
Figure 5 of this section has taken an alternative combination
that shifts the laser beams in terms of tilted glass plates (i.e.,
according to the left of Fig. 1(c) of the main text).

One drawback of this alternative setup lies in the difficulty
in adjusting the relative phase shifts of consecutive layers,
which is crucial to lining up the three triangular lattices in
the correct relative positions in the xy plane. This is because,
according to the analysis in the main text, the phase shifts
should be implemented differently for the three beams inside
a single compound beam. To implement such phase shifts, as
shown on the right part of Fig. 5 of this section, we suggest
to use two glass plates with a gradient in the refractive in-

dex. This kind of optical elements, although unconventional
in comparison to the other optical elements employed (i.e.,
cylindrical thin lenses, beam splitters, mirrors, glass plates),
are also standard optical elements in the subject of gradient-
index (GRIN) optics [74]. According to the gradient-index
optics, GRIN1 and GRIN2 in Fig.2 of this section belong to
the GRIN medium with an axial gradient [74]. With finely
tuned gradient in the refractive index, hopefully these GRIN
optical elements are able to introduce the desired phase shifts.
In even simpler multilayer optical lattices where no relative
in-plane shifts between the consecutive layers are required,
we do not need these GRIN optical elements and the scheme
similar to that of Fig. 5 of this section may find more applica-
tions.

Appendix E: Estimation of tight-binding parameters for the

displaced dice lattice

We show in this section that, by tuning the relative strength
of the electric field vectors of the laser beams and the rela-
tive z-axis coordinates, we may realize the following family
of tight-binding models for cold atoms on the displaced dice
lattice

Ĥ =
∑

<i,j>,σ

(tbab
†
iσajσ + H.c.) +

∑

<i,j>,σ

(tbcb
†
iσcjσ + H.c.)

+
∑

i,σ

(εaa
†
iσaiσ + εbb

†
iσbiσ + εcc

†
iσciσ). (E1)

By taking εb as the reference energy, and defining εab =
εa − εb and εcb = εc − εb, it is the same as Eq.(5) of the
main text. The parameters in the model follow the same defi-
nitions for Eq.(5) of the main text. To validate this model, the
intralayer (i.e., intrasublattice) nearest-neighboring (NN) hop-
ping amplitudes and the NN hopping amplitudes between the
A layer and the C layer should be negligible as compared to
the BA interlayer and BC interlayer NN hopping amplitudes.
Put it another way, the retained BA interlayer NN hopping am-
plitudes and the BC interlayer NN hopping amplitudes should
dominate among the six kinds of NN hopping amplitudes.

To justify the above approximation, we have to make a rea-
sonable estimation over the magnitudes of these relevant NN
hopping amplitudes (6 in total). We suppose all three layers
of the displaced dice lattice have reached the 2D limit and
the on-site interactions have been tuned to zero by the Fesh-
bach resonance. We also assume that fermionic cold atoms
occupy only the lowest-energy bound states of the potential
wells. In this case, a reasonable order of magnitude estima-
tion over the relevant hopping amplitudes follows by taking
the ground state eigenvectors of the approximate harmonic
models for each quantum well as the local Wannier orbitals
and substitute them into the definition of the hopping ampli-
tudes. A merit of this approach, despite less accurate, is that
all hopping amplitudes may be evaluated in a fully analyti-
cal manner. Having an explicit analytical expression for the
hopping amplitudes in terms of the parameters of the optical
lattice greatly facilitates a qualitative understanding over the
model parameters of the tight-binding model.
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For the displaced dice lattice defined in the main text, the
single-body Hamiltonian is

Ĥ0 = − ~
2

2m
∇

2 + V (x, y, z), (E2)

where m is the mass of the cold fermionic alkali-metal ele-
ment such as 40K or 6Li. V is the sum of the optical dipole
potentials of all three layers

V (x, y, z) = UA(x, y, z)+UB(x, y, z)+UC(x, y, z), (E3)

where the subindices A, B, and C indicate the three triangu-
lar layers. Here, following the discussions of the main text,
we do not include the interlayer interference terms in the opti-
cal potential. Analyses for their effects are deferred to future
more quantitative calculations of the band structures. Taking
the minimum of one potential well of the B layer as the origin
of coordinate, (x, y, z) = (0, 0, 0), we have

UB(x, y, z) = −VB[1+4 cos
bx

2
(cos

bx

2
+cos

√
3by

2
)]g2(z),

(E4a)

UA(x, y, z) = UB(x, y, z)|x→x− a√
3
,y→y,z→z−zA;VB→VA

,

(E4b)

UC(x, y, z) = UB(x, y, z)|x→x+ a√
3
,y→y,z→z−zC ;VB→VC

,

(E4c)
where the Gaussian factor g(z) = exp (−z2/ρ20z), the length
of the reciprocal lattice vector b = 4π/(

√
3a).

Generally, the hopping amplitude between two NN sites
(i.e., two NN minima of the optical potential) located at
r0 = (x0, y0, z0) and r1 = (x1, y1, z1) is [1, 75, 76]

tNN (r0r1) =

∫

d3rψ∗
0(r− r0)Ĥ0ψ0(r− r1). (E5)

In this definition, the layer (sublattice) index is implicitly in-
cluded in the reference coordinates r0 and r1. ψ0(r − r0) is
the Wannier function for the local orbital at r0.

For a qualitative estimation of the hopping amplitudes, we
take ψ0 as the ground-state wave function for a quantum well
in the harmonic approximation. In Section II analyzing the
condition for attaining the 2D limit, we focused on the optical
dipole potential for a single layer. In the present displaced dice
lattice containing three layers, the bottom of the potential well
in one layer is also influenced by the optical potentials of the
other two layers. Therefore, the approximate harmonic oscil-
lator model for the quantum well in each layer should also be
supplemented with the contribution from the other two layers.
For the B-layer, we consider the potential well whose minima
is at (0, 0, 0). For the A-layer, we consider the potential well
whose minima is at (a/

√
3, 0, zA). For the C-layer, we con-

sider the potential well whose minima is at (−a/
√
3, 0, zC).

First, we consider the potential well of the A-layer at
(a/

√
3, 0, zA). It is easy to see that UA(a/

√
3, 0, zA) =

−9VA and UB(a/
√
3, 0, zA) = UC(a/

√
3, 0, zA) = 0.

Therefore, in contrast to UA which attains its minimum, UB

and UC both attain their maxima at (a/
√
3, 0, zA). To get

an approximate model close to (a/
√
3, 0, zA), we expand the

optical dipole potentials of all three layers into the polynomi-
als of the relative coordinates x̃ = x − a/

√
3, ỹ = y, and

z̃ = z−zA. To the leading order of these relative coordinates,
we have










UA(x̃, ỹ, z̃) ≃ −9VA + 8π2VA

a2 (x̃2 + ỹ2) + 18VA

ρ2
0z
z̃2,

UB(x̃, ỹ, z̃) ≃ − 4π2VB

a2 e−2z2
A/ρ2

0z (x̃2 + ỹ2),

UC(x̃, ỹ, z̃) ≃ − 4π2VC

a2 e−2(zA−zC)2/ρ2
0z (x̃2 + ỹ2).

(E6)
Therefore, for a potential well of UA, the presence of UB and
UC reduces the strength of the harmonic oscillator in the xy

plane from 8π2VA

a2 to

8π2VA
a2

[1− VB
2VA

e−2z2
A/ρ2

0z− VC
2VA

e−2(zA−zC)2/ρ2
0z ] ≡ 8π2V̄A

a2
,

(E7)
where we have defined the reduced parameter V̄A. To the lead-
ing order of z̃, the harmonic oscillator along the z direction
is unchanged. Effectively, the presence of UB and UC en-
hances the relative strength of the approximate harmonic con-
finement along the z direction. The ground state energy of this
anisotropic harmonic oscillator model is

ε0A = −9VA + ~ωxyA +
1

2
~ωzA, (E8)

where the angular frequencies are

ωxyA =
4π

a

√

V̄A
m
, ωzA =

6

ρ0z

√

VA
m
. (E9)

The analysis for the B layer and the C layer are the same.
For the potential well of the B layer centering at (0, 0, 0), the
effective anisotropic harmonic oscillator potential is

UB(x̃, ỹ, z̃) ≃ −9VB +
8π2V̄B
a2

(x̃2+ ỹ2)+
18VB
ρ20z

z̃2, (E10)

where the relative coordinates are simply x̃ = x, ỹ = y, and
z̃ = z. The reduced oscillator strength in the xy plane is
characterized by

V̄B = VB[1−
VA
2VB

e−2z2
A/ρ2

0z − VC
2VB

e−2z2
C/ρ2

0z ]. (E11)

The ground state energy of this anisotropic harmonic oscilla-
tor model is

ε0B = −9VB + ~ωxyB +
1

2
~ωzB, (E12)

where the angular frequencies are

ωxyB =
4π

a

√

V̄B
m
, ωzB =

6

ρ0z

√

VB
m
. (E13)

For the potential well of the C layer centering at
(−a/

√
3, 0, zC), the effective anisotropic harmonic oscillator

potential is

UC(x̃, ỹ, z̃) ≃ −9VC +
8π2V̄C
a2

(x̃2 + ỹ2)+
18VC
ρ20z

z̃2, (E14)
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where the relative coordinates are x̃ = x+ a/
√
3, ỹ = y, and

z̃ = z− zC . The reduced oscillator strength in the xy plane is
characterized by

V̄C = VC [1−
VA
2VC

e−2(zC−zA)2/ρ2
0z − VB

2VC
e−2z2

C/ρ2
0z ].

(E15)
The ground state energy of this anisotropic harmonic oscilla-
tor model is

ε0C = −9VC + ~ωxyC +
1

2
~ωzC , (E16)

where the angular frequencies are

ωxyC =
4π

a

√

V̄C
m
, ωzC =

6

ρ0z

√

VC
m
. (E17)

The wave function of the lowest bound state is written gen-
erally as

ψ0(r− r0) = N0e
−

α2
xy
2 [(x−x0)

2+(y−y0)
2]−α2

z
2 (z−z0)

2

, (E18)

where αxy =
√

mωxy/~, αz =
√

mωz/~, and the normal-

ization factorN0 = αxy
√
αz/π

3
4 . m, a = 2λ

3 , and ρ0z are the
same for all three triangular layers. The angular frequencies
are however dependent on the layer index through the above
definitions. Correspondingly, according to the position of r0
and r1, we should put the layer index (A,B, orC) to ωxy, ωz ,
and other related quantities.

We are now ready to evaluate the hopping amplitudes. For
the single-body Hamiltonian defined by Eq.(E2) and the lo-
cal orbital defined by Eq.(E18), the NN hopping amplitudes
defined by Eq.(E5) may be calculated analytically. For the
displaced dice lattice, there are six independent NN hopping
amplitudes. For the intralayer NN hopping amplitude in the B

layer, we take r0 = (0, 0, 0) and r1 = (
√
3
2 ,

1
2 , 0)a. The result

for the integral is

tNN(BB) =

− ~
2

2m
(
1

4
α4
xyBa

2 − α2
xyB − 1

2
α2
zB) exp(−

1

4
α2
xyBa

2)

−3{[1− 2

3
exp(− b2

4α2
xyB

)]VB + [1 +
1

3
exp(− b2

4α2
xyB

)] ·

·[VA exp(− 2α2
zBρ

2
0z

2 + α2
zBρ

2
0z

z2A
ρ20z

)

+VC exp(− 2α2
zBρ

2
0z

2 + α2
zBρ

2
0z

z2C
ρ20z

)]} ·

·
√

α2
zBρ

2
0z

2 + α2
zBρ

2
0z

exp(−1

4
α2
xyBa

2). (E19)

A crucial qualitative feature of the result is the existence of
a common exponential factor with the exponent proportional
to the square of a, which is the distance between r0 and r1.
Because the three layers of the displaced dice lattice are all
triangular lattices and their relative positions are similar, we
could get the NN hopping amplitudes within the A layer and

those within the C layer by suitable substitutions of indices.
Without writing out the explicit expressions, the relevant sub-
stitutions are simply

tNN (AA) = tNN (BB)|B→A,A→C,C→B,zA→zC−zA,zC→−zA ,
(E20)

tNN (CC) = tNN (BB)|B→C,C→A,A→B,zA→−zC ,zC→zA−zC .
(E21)

Therefore, the NN intralayer hopping amplitudes in all three
layers have an exponential factor, whose negative exponent is
proportional to a2, the square of the distance between the NN
potential wells.

Now we calculate the three NN interlayer hopping ampli-
tudes. For the NN hopping amplitude between the B layer
and the A layer, we choose r0 = (0, 0, 0) on the B layer and
r1 = ( a√

3
, 0, zA) on the A layer. The complete expression for

the hopping amplitude is too lengthy and so we split it into
four parts

tNN (BA) = tKBA + tABA + tBBA + tCBA, (E22)

where the first term is the matrix element of the kinetic energy
term of Ĥ0, the remaining three terms are related separately
to the three components of the potential energy term of Ĥ0. In
addition, we define the following abbreviations for the com-
posite quantities























η21 =
2αxyBαxyA

α2
xyB

+α2
xyA

,

ζ21 = 2αzBαzA

α2
zB

+α2
zA

,

αxy21 = αxyBαxyA,

αz21 = αzBαzA.

(E23)

When VA and VB are at most slightly different (i.e., VA ≃
VB), which is the case that we focus on, η21 ≃ 1, ζ21 ≃ 1,
αxy21 ≃ α2

xyB , and αz21 ≃ α2
zB . The results for the four

terms of tNN (BA) are

tKBA = − ~
2

2m
η21

√

ζ21{
(η21αxy21)

2

4
(
a√
3
)2

+
(ζ21αz21)

2

4
z2A − η21αxy21 −

ζ21αz21

2
} ·

· exp[−η21αxy21

4
(
a√
3
)2 − ζ21αz21

4
z2A]. (E24)

tABA = −3VAη21

√

2αz21ρ20z
4 + (α2

zB + α2
zA)ρ

2
0z

·

·{1 + 2

3
e

−b2

2(α2
xyB

+α2
xyA

) [cos
4πα2

xyB

3(α2
xyB + α2

xyA)

+2 cos
2πα2

xyB

3(α2
xyB + α2

xyA)
]} · (E25)

· exp[−η21αxy21

4
(
a√
3
)2 − (4 + α2

zAρ
2
0z)α

2
zB

8 + 2(α2
zB + α2

zA)ρ
2
0z

z2A].
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tBBA = tABA|VA→VB ,αxyA↔αxyB ,αzA↔αzB
. (E26)

tCBA = −3VCη21

√

2αz21ρ20z
4 + (α2

zB + α2
zA)ρ

2
0z

·

·{1 + 2

3
e

−b2

2(α2
xyB

+α2
xyA

) [cos
2π(α2

xyB − α2
xyA)

3(α2
xyB + α2

xyA)

+2 cos
2π(α2

xyB + 2α2
xyA)

3(α2
xyB + α2

xyA)
]} ·

· exp[−η21αxy21

4
(
a√
3
)2 (E27)

− (αz21ρ0zzA)
2 + 4(αzBzC)

2 + 4α2
zA(zC − zA)

2

8 + 2(α2
zB + α2

zA)ρ
2
0z

].

In comparison to the three NN intralayer hopping amplitudes,
the exponential factors have two changes. Firstly, the in-plane
exponent is now proportional to ( a√

3
)2 instead of a2. Sec-

ondly, there is additional exponential decay associated with
the difference in the z-coordinates (i.e., depending on zA and
zC).

For the NN hopping amplitude between the B layer and the
C layer, we choose r0 = (0, 0, 0) on the B layer and r1 =
(− a√

3
, 0, zC) on the C layer. The complete expression for the

hopping amplitude is again split into four parts

tNN(BC) = tKBC + tABC + tBBC + tCBC , (E28)

where the first term is the matrix element of the kinetic energy
term of Ĥ0, the remaining three terms are related separately
to the three components of the potential energy term of Ĥ0.
The four terms of tNN (BC) turn out to be very similar in ex-
pression to the four terms of tNN (BA), and could be obtained
from the expressions shown above by the following substitu-
tions



















tKBC = tKBA|A→C ,

tABC = tCBA|A→C,C→A,

tBBC = tBBA|A→C ,

tCBC = tABA|A→C .

(E29)

From this similarity, tNN(BC) show similar dependencies as
tNN (BA) on the parameters of the optical dipole potential.

Finally, for the NN hopping amplitude between the A layer
and the C layer, we choose r0 = ( a√

3
, 0, zA) on the A layer

and r1 = ( a
2
√
3
, a2 , zC) on the C layer. The complete expres-

sion for the hopping amplitude is also split into four parts

tNN (AC) = tKAC + tAAC + tBAC + tCAC , (E30)

where the first term is the matrix element of the kinetic energy
term of Ĥ0, the remaining three terms are related separately
to the three components of the potential energy term of Ĥ0.
These four terms may also be obtained from the four terms

for tNN (BA) by substitution of parameters as follows



















tKAC = tKBA|B→C,zA→zA−zC ,

tAAC = tABA|B→C,zA→zA−zC ,

tCAC = tAAC |A↔C = tABA|B→A,A→C,zA→zA−zC ,

tBAC = tCBA|VC→VB ,αxyB→αxyC ,αzB→αzC ,zA↔zA−zC .
(E31)

In comparison with tNN (BA) and tNN(BC) whose domi-
nant terms have an exponent proportional to −z2A and −z2C ,
tNN (AC) is exponentially smaller because the dominant
terms have an exponent proportional to −(zA − zC)

2. For
example, (zA − zC)

2 = 4z2A in the special case zA = −zC ,
which amount to a fourth-power decay in the hopping am-
plitude. On the other hand, we have shown that the inter-
layer NN hopping amplitudes have an exponent proportional
to ( a√

3
)2 which is 1

3 of the corresponding exponent for the

three intralayer NN hopping amplitudes. This shows that the
intralayer NN hopping amplitudes have a component that is
third power smaller than the corresponding factor for the in-
terlayer NN hopping amplitudes. Combining these two trends,
it is possible to tune zA and −zC to certain medium values, so
that all the four kinds of hopping amplitudes that are neglected
in the tight-binding model are much smaller (e.g., smaller by
about one to two orders of magnitude) than tNN(BA) and
tNN (BC) that are retained in the model.

As an order-of-magnitude comparison among the six NN
hopping amplitudes, let us set VA = VB = VC and zA =
−zC = z0. For simplicity, we also suppress the layer indices
on αxy and αz . The magnitudes of the various hopping am-
plitudes are determined by the dominant exponential factors
therein. From the above explicit expressions, the dominant
exponential factors are exp[−(αxya)

2/4] for tNN (αα) (α =
A,B,C), are exp[−(αxya)

2/12− (αzz0)
2/4] for tNN (BA)

and tNN (BC), and is exp[−(αxya)
2/12 − (αzz0)

2] for
tNN (AC). To justify the tight-binding model of Eq.(E1), we
require the exponents for tNN (BA) and tNN (BC) to be at
least two orders of magnitude larger than those for the other
four NN hopping amplitudes. This amounts to

exp[− (αxya)
2

6
+

(αzz0)
2

4
] < 10−2, (E32)

and

exp[−3(αzz0)
2

4
] < 10−2. (E33)

Eq.(E33) leads to exp[− (αzz0)
2

4 ] < (0.01)1/3 ≃ 0.2154,

and correspondingly exp[ (αzz0)
2

4 ] > (100)1/3 ≃ 4.642.

Substituting exp[ (αzz0)
2

4 ] = 5 into Eq.(E32), we get

exp[− (αxya)
2

12 ] <
√
0.002 ≃ 0.0447. This inequality sets

a lower bound to the strength of the optical dipole poten-
tial, which turns out to be V̄α > 1.004ER or equivalently
~ωxyα > 4.251ER (α = A,B,C). This constraint is weaker
than that inferred in Sec.II for the 2D limit. It should al-
ways be satisfied for the considered deep lattices. For known
strengths of the optical dipole potential and the ρ0z parameter,
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exp[ (αzz0)
2

4 ] ≃ 5 or larger may easily be fulfilled by tuning
z0.

Suppose we have tuned the parameters so that the BA and
BC NN interlayer hopping amplitudes dominate among the
six NN hopping amplitudes. The tight-binding model has four
parameters [εab, εcb, tba = tNN (BA), and tbc = tNN (BC)].
Correspondingly, we also have control over four parameters of
the optical dipole potential (VA/VB , VC/VB , zA − zB = zA,
zC − zB = zC). Therefore, we may tune the four parameters
in the tight-binding model freely within the scope of applica-
bility of the model.

We mention in passing that, all the tight-binding parameters
obtained above may be reexpressed in terms of strengths of
the optical potential (i.e., Vi, i = A,B,C), the geometric
parameters (i.e., ρ0z and zi, i = A,B,C) measured in units
of the wavelength λ, and the recoil energyER. In particular, it
is conventional to express all the energies in units of the recoil
energy. The conversion is easy to make through the following
relations































~ωxyi = 3
√
2ER

√

V̄i

ER
,

~ωzi =
3
√
2

πγ0
ER

√

Vi

ER
,

α2
xyiλ

2 = 6
√
2π2

√

V̄i

ER
,

α2
ziλ

2 = 6
√
2π

γ0

√

Vi

ER
,

(E34)

where γ0 = ρ0z/λ, i = A,B,C. We will not write out the
explicit expressions of the tight-binding parameters in terms
of this alternative parameter set.

Appendix F: Implementation of the lattice phase-modulation

spectroscopy for the interband transitions

The conventional stimulus for the interband transitions of
electronic systems in a crystal is the optical field, the elec-
tric field component of which causes parity-changing inter-
band excitations. Because the wave vector of the optical field
triggering the excitation is much smaller than the scale of the
wave vectors in the Brillouin zone (BZ) of the material, the
optical excitations are usually taken as vertical. That is, the
initial and final electronic states of the transition have the same
wave vector. For a light field with the electric field component
E(r, t), its interaction with the electronic system is written as

− qE(r, t) · r = −FEM (r, t) · r, (F1)

where q is the charge of the electron and FEM (r, t) is the
force acting on the electrons at the position r and time t. Only
the electric field component is retained because the effect of
the magnetic field component is negligible. For optical ex-
citations of a 2D or q-2D material, it is usually reasonable
to neglect the spatial dependence of the electric field and the
force in all directions, and thus FEM (r, t) = FEM (t).

For the neutral ultracold atoms on an optical lattice, a simi-
lar interaction may be constructed by virtue of the analogy be-
tween the electromagnetic Lorentz force and the inertial force
for the center-of-mass motion [62–64, 67, 77, 78]. By shaking

the optical lattice periodically, the optical dipole potential of
the optical lattice oscillate in space in a periodic manner. We
assume the modulation l(t) of the optical lattice (the optical
potential) in the laboratory frame is uniform and therefore in-
dependent of r. Turning to the reference frame comoving with
the optical lattice, all ultracold atoms in the optical lattice are
subjected to the following inertial force

Finertial(r, t) = Finertial(t) = −md2l(t)

dt2
≡ −ml̈. (F2)

This inertial force in turn amounts to adding the following po-
tential energy to the model for the cold atoms in the comoving
frame

Ĥd = −Finertial(t) · r. (F3)

For a sinusoidally shaken optical lattice, the above formula
has the same form as Eq.(F1) for the electronic systems.
When transformed to the tight-binding model, we replace r

by the position operator of the cold atoms. Therefore, si-
nusoidally shaking the optical lattice may excite the parity-
changing interband excitations in the cold atoms, just as the
optical field excites the same kind of excitations in electronic
systems [62–64, 67, 77, 78].

In addition to the above heuristic justifications, the inter-
action term may be derived from a more formal approach
[62, 77, 78]. For this purpose, we specify the explicit ex-
pression of the sinusoidal modulation l(t). For generality, we
consider an elliptical shaking in the xy plane of the optical
lattice. That is, in each period of revolution, l(t) traces out an
ellipse centering at l(t) = 0. We assume the major (minor)
axis of the ellipse is along ea (eb), with ea · ea = eb · eb = 1,
ea · eb = 0, and ea × eb = ẑ. We have

l(t) = a cos(ω0t)ea + bη sin(ω0t)eb, (F4)

where ω0 is the angular frequency of the shaking. a > b > 0
characterize the amplitude of the driving. η = ±1 charac-
terizes the rotating direction (i.e., chirality) of l(t). View-
ing against the ẑ direction, the rotation is counterclockwise
(clockwise) for η = 1 (η = −1). When b = 0, the modulation
is linear. When a = b, the modulation is circular. In terms of
the following basis set

{

e1 = 1√
2
(ea − eb),

e2 = 1√
2
(ea + eb),

(F5)

the sinusoidal modulation is reformulated as [65]

l(t) = c[cos(ω0t+ ϕ)e1 + cos(ω0t− ϕ)e2], (F6)

where










c =
√

(a2 + b2)/2,

sinϕ = bη/(
√
2c),

cosϕ = a/(
√
2c).

(F7)

Finally, we may of course express l(t) in terms of the basis
vectors of the Oxyz Cartesian coordinate system defined re-
ferring to the underlying optical lattice. Suppose the major
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axis (minor axis) of the ellipse is rotated from the x axis (y
axis) by an angle of α, we have

{

ea = x̂ cosα+ ŷ sinα,

eb = −x̂ sinα+ ŷ cosα.
(F8)

In the coordinate basis, we express the modulation as

l(t) = δx(t)x̂+ δy(t)ŷ. (F9)

In the special cases with sinα = 0 or cosα = 0, δx(t)
and δy(t) are very simply related to la(t) and lb(t) defined
in Eq.(F4). In other more general cases, we have

{

δx(t) = c1 cos(ω0t+ ϕ1),

δy(t) = c2 cos(ω0t+ ϕ2),
(F10)

where we have defined










c1 =
√

a2 cos2 α+ b2 sin2 α,

cosϕ1 = a cosα/c1,

sinϕ1 = bη sinα/c1,

(F11)

and










c2 =
√

a2 sin2 α+ b2 cos2 α,

cosϕ2 = a sinα/c2,

sinϕ2 = −bη cosα/c2.
(F12)

This general expression in the basis of x̂ and ŷ is clearly
more complex and less comprehensible than either Eq.(F4)
or Eq.(F6). Physically, however, all three expressions for l(t)
are completely equivalent.

In the presence of the above elliptical modulation l(t), the
optical dipole potential V (r) becomes Ṽ (r, t) = V (r− l(t)).
The single-body Hamiltonian for the ultracold atoms in the
shaken optical lattice turns into

ˆ̃H =
p2

2m
+ Ṽ (r, t). (F13)

In terms of two successive unitary transformations to the
Schrödinger equation [77], the time dependence of the model
may be relegated from the potential energy term to a new term
of the same form as Eq.(F3). We start from the Schrödinger
equation,

i~
∂ψ̃(r, t)

∂t
= ˆ̃Hψ̃(r, t). (F14)

In the first transformation, we take

ψ̃(r, t) = e
i
~
(−l·p+m

4 l·l̇)ψ̃1(r, t) ≡ U1(r, t)ψ̃1(r, t). (F15)

The factor exp(−il · p/~) of U1 implements a spatial transla-
tion of distance l. The Hamiltonian becomes

ˆ̃H1 = U †
1
ˆ̃HU1 − i~U †

1

∂

∂t
U1

=
(p−ml̇)2

2m
+ V (r)− 1

2
mω2

0c
2, (F16)

where c =
√

(a2 + b2)/2 is defined in Eq.(F7). In the second
transformation, we take

ψ̃1(r, t) = e
i
~
ml̇·rψ̃2(r, t) ≡ U2(r, t)ψ̃2(r, t). (F17)

The Hamiltonian transforms into

ˆ̃H2 = U †
2
ˆ̃H1U2 − i~U †

2

∂

∂t
U2

=
p2

2m
+ V (r) +ml̈ · r− 1

2
mω2

0c
2. (F18)

It is easy to see that, the third term in the final expression of
ˆ̃H2 is exactly the same as Eq.(F3).

How could we realize the above sinusoidal modulation in
our displaced dice lattice, in experiments? Firstly, we ex-
press the general elliptical modulation defined above in terms
of the parameters defining our optical lattice. From Eq.(4)
of the main text, the positions of the potential minima of

the optical lattice are controlled by the phase parameters φ(j)i

(i, j = 1, 2, 3). Therefore, l(t) is expressed in terms of the

modulations of these phases (i.e., δφ(j)i ). Since all three layers
are modulated in the same manner, the modulations in these
phases are independent of the layer index i. We therefore de-
fine (i, j = 1, 2, 3)

δφ
(j)
i (t) = δφ(j)(t). (F19)

From Eq.(4) of the main text, the displacement of the optical
lattice in the xy plane is related to these phase modulations
through

{

δx(t) = −
√
3a
4π [δφ(1)(t)− δφ(3)(t)],

δy(t) = a
4π [δφ

(1)(t) + δφ(3)(t)− 2δφ(2)(t)],
(F20)

where a = 2λ/3 is the lattice constant of the displaced dice
lattice. We assume δφ(j)(t) ≪ 2π (j = 1, 2, 3). Therefore,
δx(t) and δy(t) are much smaller than the lattice constant a,
corresponding to a weak stimulus to the system. There are
infinitely many approaches of realizing the two displacements
δx(t) and δy(t) in terms of three phase modulations δφ(j)(t)
(j = 1, 2, 3). One implementation is by setting











δφ(1)(t) = 4π√
3a
[− 1

2δx(t) +
√
3
2 δy(t)],

δφ(2)(t) = 0,

δφ(3)(t) = 4π√
3a
[ 12δx(t) +

√
3
2 δy(t)].

(F21)

The coefficient 4π√
3a

is the magnitude of the reciprocal lattice

vector. In terms of Eqs.(F9)-(F12) and defining














Cζ = 1
2

√

c21 + 3c22 + 2
√
3ζc1c2 cos(ϕ1 − ϕ2),

cosϕζ = 1
2Cζ

(ζc1 cosϕ1 +
√
3c2 cosϕ2),

sinϕζ = 1
2Cζ

(ζc1 sinϕ1 +
√
3c2 sinϕ2),

(F22)

where ζ = ±, we can reformulate Eq.(F21) as










δφ(1)(t) = 4πC−√
3a

cos(ω0t+ ϕ−),

δφ(2)(t) = 0,

δφ(3)(t) = 4πC+√
3a

cos(ω0t+ ϕ+).

(F23)
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An efficient and successful method of implementing such
phase modulations is to attach piezoelectric actuators to cer-
tain optical elements related to the phase factors [65, 79]. Ac-
cording to Fig.3(a) of the main text, the δφ(1)(t) [δφ(3)(t)]
modulation may be realized by mounting the two mirrors M3

and M4 (M1 and M2) on piezoelectric actuators, and setting
the motion of the two in step with each other [65, 79].

Finally, we list the physical quantities relevant to the inter-
band transitions of fermionic cold atoms confined in the sym-
metrically biased displaced dice lattice. For the circular mod-
ulation that we considered in the main text, we have a = b
and

l(t) = a[cos(ω0t)x̂+ η sin(ω0t)ŷ]. (F24)

Similar to the polarized light field, it is more convenient to
express the harmonically varying field in the complex repre-
sentation, which brings the above expression to

l̃(t) = a(x̂+ ηei
π
2 ŷ)e−iω0t = a(x̂+ iηŷ)e−iω0t. (F25)

In the basis of x̂ and ŷ, this gives the standard polarization
vector (i.e., the Jones vector) nη = (1, iη)/

√
2 for the circu-

larly polarized modulation. This modulation exerts a parity-
changing perturbation that may trigger an interband transi-
tion. The strength of this transition is characterized by the
matrix element of the component of the current operator (for
the center-of-mass motion of the ultracold atoms) along l̇(t)

[˙̃l(t)]. According to Eq.(F16), l̇(t) [˙̃l(t)] plays the role of the
artificial vector potential. By transforming the Hamiltonian
to the wave vector space, the k-resolved current operator is
represented as

J(k) = ∇kh(k). (F26)

Therefore, the intensity of the vertical transition at k to a cir-
cular modulation characterized by nη = (1, iη)/

√
2 is pro-

portional to the matrix element of

Jη(k) = J(k) · nη =
1√
2
[
∂h(k)

∂kx
+ iη

∂h(k)

∂ky
]. (F27)

In the basis ψ†
kσ = [a†kσ, b

†
kσ, c

†
kσ], the tight-binding model in

the k space is

Ĥ =
∑

k,σ

ψ†
kσh(k)ψkσ . (F28)

The Hamiltonian matrix that is independent of the spin label
is

h(k) =





εab ξab(k) 0
ξ∗ab(k) 0 ξbc(k)

0 ξ∗bc(k) εcb



 , (F29)

where
{

ξab(k) = tba(1 + eik·a1 + eik·a2),

ξbc(k) = tbc(1 + eik·a1 + eik·a2).
(F30)

For εab = −εcb = ∆ and tba = tbc = t0, the above model
reduces to the biased and displaced dice lattice that we studied
in the main text. As was shown in the main text, the band
structure of this model has three bands. Each band is twofold
degenerate by spin. We suppress the spin label hereafter since
it is irrelevant to the present discussions and will only give a
factor of two to the final results.

We take the normalized eigenvector for the flat band at en-
ergy E0(k) = 0 as

〈ψ0(k)| =
1

E(k)

(

−ξ∗(k), ∆, ξ(k)
)

, (F31)

where ξ(k) = t0(1 + eik·a1 + eik·a2). For the two dispersive
bands with energiesEν(k) = νE(k) (ν = ±), we take

〈ψν(k)| =
|ξ(k)|
E(k)

(

ξ∗(k)
E(k)−ν∆ , ν,

ξ(k)
E(k)+ν∆

)

. (F32)

The three components of the eigenvectors are the amplitudes
of the eigenvectors on the three sublattices.

Substituting h(k) and its eigenvectors defined above to
Eq.(6) of the main text, we obtain the valley-contrasting in-
terband excitations shown in Eq.(7) of the main text.

It is interesting to compare the above valley-contrasting
interband transitions with the interband transitions for two
closely related situations. In the first case, the transitions are
still for the symmetrically biased dice model, but from the
lower dispersive band to the upper dispersive band. In terms of
Eq.(6) of the main text, now we have ψi = ψ− and ψf = ψ+.
The resonance frequency (i.e., ~ω′

0 = 2|∆|) for this transi-
tion is twice the resonance frequency (i.e., ~ω0 = |∆|) for the
transition between the flat band and one dispersive band. Sub-
stituting the above definitions to Eq.(6) of the main text, the
matrix element for this transition is

〈ψ+(k)|[
∂h(k)

∂kx
+ iη

∂h(k)

∂ky
]|ψ−(k)〉 = 0. (F33)

Therefore, the direct transitions between the two dispersive
bands are forbidden under a sinusoidal shaking of the optical
lattice.

In the second case, we consider the interband transitions for
the model with parameters εab = εcb = ∆ and tba = tbc = t0.
This variant of the dice model may also be realized by the
more conventional method for the optical lattice [41, 42].
Because this model has the inversion symmetry, the inter-
band transitions in this model are expected to be non-valley-
contrasting [59–61]. This model also has one flat band and
two dispersive bands. The flat band E′

0(k) = ∆. The disper-
sions of the other two bands are

E′
ν(k) =

1

2
[∆ + ν

√

∆2 + 8|ξ(k)|2], (F34)

where the band index ν = ±. In this model, the flat band is
not completely isolated. Instead, the flat band connects to the
νth dispersive band satisfying ν∆/|∆| = 1. The eigenvector
for the flat band is taken as

〈ψ′
0(k)| =

1√
2

(

ξ∗(k)
|ξ(k)| , 0, − ξ(k)

|ξ(k)|

)

, (F35)
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and for the two dispersive bands with energiesE′
ν(k) (ν = ±)

as

〈ψ′
ν(k)| =

√

E′2
ν (k)

E′2
ν (k) + 2|ξ(k)|2

(

ξ∗(k)
E′

ν(k)
, 1, ξ(k)

E′
ν(k)

)

.

(F36)
Again, we consider the vertical interband transitions under a
resonant circular driving. The amplitude of the transition at k
is determined by the following matrix element

〈ψ′
f (k)|Jη(k)|ψ′

i(k)〉, (F37)

where η = ±, the current operator for the present model is
the same as that for the symmetrically biased dice model. In-
troducing the relative momenta q = k −Kτ , where τ = ±,
K+ = K′, and K− = K, and expanding the matrix element
to the leading order of q, we have

〈ψ′
0(Kτ + q)|Jη(Kτ + q)|ψ′

ν(Kτ + q)〉

≃ −
√
3a

4
|t0|[1− νsgn(∆)]τ

qxη + iqy
q

, (F38)

where q =
√

q2x + q2y . There are two qualitative differences

from the corresponding transitions in the symmetrically bi-
ased dice model. Firstly, the transition between the flat band
and the band connecting to it vanishes close to the touch-
ing points Kτ (τ = ±). The nonvanishing transition at the
band edge is resonant when the modulation frequency satisfies
~ω0 = |∆|. Secondly, the transition is not valley contrasting,
in agreement with the presence of inversion symmetry.

Another difference compared to the symmetrically biased
dice model is that the interband transitions between the two
dispersive bands are nonvanishing. The corresponding matrix
element is

〈ψ′
+(Kτ + q)|Jη(Kτ + q)|ψ′

−(Kτ + q)〉

≃ −
√
3a

2
|t0|sgn(∆)

qx + iηqy
q

(1− i

√
3a

2
qxητ).(F39)

This transition is also not valley contrasting. In addition, same
as the above nonvanishing transition involving the flat band,
the present transition close to the band edge is also resonant
at the modulation frequency ~ω0 = |∆|. Therefore, two types
of interband transitions occur simultaneously in this model.
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