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Time reflection and refraction are temporal analogies of the spatial boundary effects derived from
Fermat’s principle. They occur when classical waves strike a time boundary where an abrupt change
in the properties of the medium is introduced. The main features of time-reflected and refracted
waves are the shift of frequency and conservation of momentum, which offer a new degree of freedom
for steering extreme waves and controlling phases of matter. The concept was originally proposed for
manipulating optical waves more than five decades ago. However, due to the extreme challenges in
the ultrafast engineering of the optical materials, the experimental realization of the time boundary
effects remains elusive. Here, we introduce a time boundary into a momentum lattice of ultracold
atoms and simultaneously demonstrate the time reflection and refraction experimentally. Through
launching a Gaussian-superposed state into the Su-Schrieffer-Heeger (SSH) atomic chain, we observe
the time-reflected and refracted waves when the input state strikes a time boundary. Furthermore,
we detect a transition from time reflection/refraction to localization with increasing strength of
disorder and show that the time boundary effects are robust against considerable disorder. Our
work opens a new avenue for future exploration of time boundaries and spatiotemporal lattices, and
their interplay with non-Hermiticity and many-body interactions.

Introduction. Laws of reflection and refraction de-
rived from Fermat’s principle have governed the classi-
cal waves striking spatial boundaries for centuries. The
space-time duality suggests that there exist temporal
analogs of the spatial boundary effects [1–5] and these
time boundary effects have raised burgeoning interest re-
cently [6–8]. Generally, a wave propagating through a
time boundary where an abrupt change in the proper-
ties of the medium occurs uniformly experiences time re-
flection and refraction. In stark contrast to the spatial
boundary effects, the frequency of the time reflected and
refracted waves is shifted and the wavevector remains un-
changed, as required by the causality relationship which
unravels waves can not move backward in time. Direct
manipulations of the time boundaries may lead to many
opportunities, such as photonic time crystals [7, 9–12]
and Floquet metamaterials [13, 14]. Despite the intrigu-
ing directions, the observation of time boundary effects
requires a large and rapid enough change in the refractive
index, which is extremely challenging in optical materi-
als [15, 16]. Until recently, the time refraction has been
observed at the optical frequency [6, 15] and the time
reflection has only been reported in the classical water-
wave [17] and transmission-line systems [18]. The lack of
experimental realization leaves the investigation of vari-
ous temporal boundary effects largely unexplored.

On the other hand, a quantum platform based on ul-
tracold atoms is of great importance to modern quantum
technology, with applications ranging from quantum sim-
ulation to quantum computation [19–22]. In the past
decade, another boundary effect- the topological bound-
ary effect has drawn a lot of attention and has been ex-
plored with ultracold atoms [23–25]. For example, the

Haldane model and quantum Hall effect were experimen-
tally realized in ultracold atom systems [26–28] and the
chiral edge currents were detected by exploiting the syn-
thetic dimension in trapped cold atoms [27, 28]. The SSH
model supporting topological interface states has been
reported with ultracold atoms in both optical superlat-
tice [29, 30] and momentum-space lattice [31, 32]. Mov-
ing from Hermitian to non-Hermitian [33, 34] systems,
our group has reported the non-Hermitian skin effect by
utilizing a lossy SSH atomic chain [35, 36]. Intuitively,
these advances lead us to the question of whether the
aforementioned time boundary effects can be realized in
a quantum system and easily controlled. The flexible
controllability and excellent quantum nature of ultracold
atoms provide a new avenue for addressing these issues
and future exploration of various time boundary effects.

In this work, we experimentally engineer an SSH chain
to study the time reflection and refraction effects in a
momentum lattice of ultracold atoms [37, 38]. With an
abrupt change in the SSH chain’s couplings, we can in-
troduce a time boundary. An initial wave packet with
a definite wave vector is prepared in our system and its
evolution dynamics are recorded when striking the time
boundary. The time-reflected and refracted wave packets
are observed and well governed by the laws of time reflec-
tion and refraction. Furthermore, by introducing quasi-
periodic disorder into our lattice after the time boundary,
we unravel that the time reflection and refraction are ro-
bust against considerable disorder. Our results introduce
the concept of time boundary into quantum gases beyond
the scope of adiabatic approximation and offer oppor-
tunities for further exploring various time boundary ef-
fects such as momentum gaps and spatiotemporal optical
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FIG. 1. Schematic of time reflection and refraction. a. Time reflection and refraction in the SSH model in an ultracold-
atom system. The time boundary is implemented by introducing uniformly an abrupt change of the coupling amplitudes. b.
The band structures before and after the time boundary. The coupling amplitudes are w0 = v0/2 before the time boundary while
w1 = −1.1v0 after the time boundary. And the numerical simulation of the time boundary dynamics with M = 500 unit cells
(N = 1000 lattice sites) is shown in c. The initial Gaussian wave packet is determined by Eq. (2) with k0 = π/2,m0 = −120
and σ = 12.5.

lattices [9–11], and their interplay with non-Hermiticity
[33, 34] and many-body interactions [39, 40].

Theoretical model. The schematic of our model is
shown in Fig. 1a. We start from the SSH model with the
Hamiltonian

H =
∑
n

[vâ†nb̂n + w(t)â†nb̂n+1] + h.c. (1)

where v (w) is the coupling strength between nearest-

neighbor sites, ân, b̂n (â†n, b̂
†
n) are the annihilation (cre-

ation) operators for particles at the A, B sites of the nth
unit cell. To realize the time boundary, we set the cou-
pling strength v to be a constant v = v0, and w(t) to be
a time-dependent variable. It can be easily obtained that
the SSH model is a two-band system and the dispersion
relationship is E±(k) = ±

√
w2 + v2 + 2wv cos k, where

the corresponding eigenstates are φ±(k) = 1√
2
[1,±eiθk ],

and tan θk = w sin k/(v + w cos k). Inspired by the Ref.
[16], we set an abrupt change on the coupling strength of
w(t) at tc in order to introduce a time boundary into the
ultracold-atom system. Figure 1b shows the typical band
structures of the SSH model before (w(t) = w0 = v0/2,
red curves) and after (w(t) = w1 = −1.1v0, purple
curves) the time boundary.

Before the time boundary with t < tc, an initial
wavepacket that is a superposition of the eigenstates
around the red dot in Fig. 1b corresponding to the wave

vector of k0 is excited. The wavepacket will propagate to
the right with a positive group velocity of (∂E+/∂k)k=k0 .
After the time boundary with t > tc, the band structure
is abruptly switched to the purple curves and the initial
state will be projected to the new eigenstates. Because
the abrupt change of the coupling strength at the time
boundary is spatially uniform, the momentum is a con-
served quantity. Therefore, at t = tc, the initial state
will split into two propagating wave packets correspond-
ing to opposite energies (indicated by the purple dots in
Fig. 1b) and group velocities with the same amplitude
but opposite signs. The wave packet with the same sign
of the group velocity as the initial state is called the time-
refracted wave, while the one with the opposite sign of
the group velocity is called the time-reflected wave, as
depicted in Fig. 1a.

Based on the above model, we show the numerical re-
sults of the time boundary effects in Fig. 1c. The initial
Gaussian wave packet obeys

|ψm0 (k0)〉 =
1√
σ 4
√
π
e−(m−m0)

2/2σ2

eik0m |φ+(k0)〉 , (2)

where |ψm0 (k0)〉 stands for the initial state of mth unit
cell, m0 is the central cell number of the wave packet
and σ represents the width of the wave packet. As we
can see clearly, the initial wave packet first propagates
to the right, strikes at the time boundary, and then
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FIG. 2. Experimental observation of time reflection and refraction. a. Time boundary effects in the momentum
lattice. The initial superposed state is Ψ0 = 0.12e(−iπ/2)| − 2〉 + 0.38| − 1〉 + 0.38|0〉 + 0.12e(iπ/2)|1〉 [41]. The red and blue
curves are the Double Gaussian fitting before and after the time boundary. b. Central positions of the original incident wave
(red dashed curve), time-reflected (green dashed line), and time-refracted (blue dashed line) waves. Insert line shows n2/n1

with different k, and the dot shows the experimental data for k = π/2. c. The ratio of time refraction as a function of the
coupling rate w1/v0. The red dots indicate the experimental results. The purple curve represents the numerical result based
on the four-site initial Gaussian wave packet.

splits into the time-refracted and time-reflected waves
with opposite-signed group velocities, which agrees well
with the above discussion.

In our quantum system, laws of the time reflection and
refraction are not as straightforward as those in optics
[3, 6, 42], since there exists no well-defined velocity or re-
fractive index for quantum gases in the time dimension.
Fortunately, with the help of the group velocity defined
by (∂E+/∂k)k=k0 , we can introduce the effective refrac-
tive index and generalize the laws of the time refraction
as (see more details in [41]):

n2/n1 = cos θ2/cos θ1, (3)

where n1 (n2) is the effective refractive index for t < tc
(t > tc), θ1,2 are the incidence and refraction angles de-
fined in Fig.1c. Therefore, the effective refractive index
for the time boundary effects can be retrieved from the
above equation and n2/n1 = 0.89 for k = π/2. For the
time reflection in our system, it is easy to obtain that
the reflection angle is θr = θ2 due to the symmetric
band structure with respect to zero energy. Details of
the derivations are shown in [41].

Experimental observation of time boundary ef-
fects. In experiments, we start with a BEC of about
2 × 105 87Rb atoms in a dipole trap [43–45]. Multiple
Bragg laser pairs (λ= 1064 nm) couple the 21 discrete
momentum states (labeled as |n〉 (n ∈ Z)) to form the
SSH chain with the typical coupling rate in the energy
scale of kHz. In our experiment, the time boundary is
realized by changing the Bragg lasers with the Acoustic-
optical modulators, whose speed can reach as fast as
MHz, which is much larger than the energy scale (∼ kHz)
of the system. Therefore, it ensures that the time bound-
ary effect can be observed in our ultracold atom system.
More details about the experiment can be found in [41].

To observe the time boundary effects, an initial su-
perposed state according to Eq.(2) with k0 = π/2 [41] is
launched on four sites at the center of the momentum lat-
tice. The coupling amplitudes are choosen v0 = 3.47(3)
kHz, w0 = 1.75(1) kHz. The time evolution of the ini-
tial state is shown as red curves in Fig. 2a. At the
time of tc=0.33 ms, an abrupt change of the coupling
to w1 = −3.50(2) kHz imposes a boundary in the time
dimension. At t > tc, the evolution of the waves is shown
as blue curves in Fig. 2a. The wave packet is clearly split
into two parts: a time-refracted wave and a time-reflected
wave. To further characterize the evolution features, we
use the double-Gaussian fitting to extract the central po-
sitions from the envelopes of the wave packets. Figure 2b
shows the center positions of the incident, time-reflected,
and time-refracted waves as a function of time. The ef-
fective index is extracted to be n2/n1 = (0.75 ± 0.11),
which is close to the theoretic calculation as shown in
the insert of Fig. 2b. Note that the deviations from the
numerical results stem from the four-site excitation and
finite-size effect [41]. The central observation of these ex-
periments is that the initial wave packet propagates to
the right, strikes the time boundary, and then divides into
time-refracted and time-reflected waves, which provides
a direct observation of the time boundary effects.

With the experimental observations, the time refrac-
tion ratio can be easily calculated [41]. We next sweep
w1/v0 and the ratio of the time refraction as a function
of w1/v0 is shown in Fig. 2c. The time refraction ratio
varies from about 0.1 to 0.4 when w1/v0 is within the
accessible range of [−0.5,−1.1] in the experiment. The
experimental result agrees well with numerical simula-
tions [41]. Along this vein, the ratio of the time reflection
is extracted by 1 − T and within the range from 0.6 to
0.9. The triumph of the time reflection in our system is
because of the relatively large amplitude of the projec-



4

FIG. 3. Varying time boundary. a. Different varying
waveforms of w(t) with the parameters δ =3 and α = 0.5.
b. Time refraction ratio as a function of Ω. The red dots
indicate the experimental results. The purple curve represents
the result from the numerical simulation.

tion probability of the upper eigenstate before tc and the
one after tc. This distinct feature of our model makes it
easier for observing time reflections than in optical ma-
terials. Note that the total time reflection of the incident
wave can be obtained when we change the Hamiltonian
by a negative sign [41], which is dubbed ’Loschmidt echo’
that is nowadays a standard method in quantum control
[46, 47].

Varying time boundary. In the above experiments,
the abrupt change of the coupling strength is a step func-
tion. If w(t) is changed slowly enough, the band struc-
ture of the system will adiabatically be deformed from
the red to blue lines in Fig. 1b, which includes an op-
posite change of the group velocity. Consequently, only
the time reflection will be left. Naturally, this raises the
question of what if the time boundary doesn’t change so
fast or so slowly?

To investigate this issue, we adopt different smooth
time boundaries with an analytical form of w(t) =
[−(δ/π) arctan(Ω(t− tc))− α]w0, where the parameter
δ and α are constants to ensure the changing function
has a definite beginning and end values, the parameter
Ω controls the sharpness of the waveform. As shown
in Fig. 3a, w(t) smoothly changed from w0/v0=0.5 to
w1/v0 = −1 with different speeds. Smaller Ω/v0 indi-
cates a slower varying waveform of w(t), and the infinite

FIG. 4. Robustness of the time boundary effect. a.
Population distributions measured at t=0.7 ms with disorder
strength of ∆/v0 = 0.6 (upper panel) and ∆/v0 = 1.3 (lower
panel), respectively. ϕ = 5π/8 and the other parameters are
the same as Fig. 2a. The solid lines are fitted lines with
function Pd = A1 exp[−(n − n1)2/2σ2

1 ] + A2 exp[−(n − n1 −
δn)2/2σ2

2 ]. b. The ratio of distance-to-width as a function of
disorder strength of ∆/v0. The critical point η = 1 indicates
the transition point where the double-peak curve changes into
a single-peak curve.

Ω/v0 corresponds to the step function.
By sweeping the parameter of Ω/v0 within the range

from 2.5 to 5000, the time refraction ratio T is quanti-
tatively controlled, as shown in Fig. 3b. When the time
boundary is sharp enough (Ω/v0 > 100), the time refrac-
tion ratio stays at the stable plateau of T=0.35, which in-
dicates that the time boundary effects observed in Fig. 2
are robust against considerable imperfection of the time
boundary. When the Ω is small enough (Ω/v0 < 10), the
time-refracted wave, as well as the time-reflected wave,
disappears in the experiments, which verifies the fact that
the time boundary effects require a fast enough switching
rate of the time boundary.

Robustness of time boundary effects. Having
shown the time boundary effects can survive imperfec-
tion of the time boundary, we expect that these effects
are also robust against disorder. To unveil the inter-
play between disorder and the time boundary effects, we
experimentally engineer the on-site quasiperiodic disor-
der in our system [48–51], the additional Hamitonian of

disorder is written as Hdis = −(∆
(a)
n â†nân + ∆

(b)
n b̂†nb̂n),
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where ∆
(i)
n = ∆ cos[2πα(2n + n0) + ϕ], n0 = 0 (when

i = a) or n0 = 1 (when i = b), ∆, ϕ are the amplitude
and phase of quasiperiodicity, and the irrational num-
ber α = (

√
5 − 1)/4. As shown in Fig. 4a, two evolu-

tion dynamics of the time boundary effects are displayed
with different disorder strengths. The time-reflected and
refracted waves (two peaks) still survive under the rela-
tively high disorder of ∆/v0 = 0.6, which shows strong
evidence of the robustness of time boundary effects. If
the disorder strength is large enough, the system will
eventually enter into the Anderson localization and only
one peak can be found in the lower panel of Fig. 4a, which
means the time boundary effects disappear.

To further characterize the robustness of the time
boundary effects, we have fitted the measured distribu-
tion using a double-Gaussian function. The results are
shown in the red curves of Fig. 4a. Specifically, we have
defined a distance-to-width ratio η = |∆n| /

√
σ2
1 + σ2

2 to
describe this transition. The measured η values with dif-
ferent disorder strengths are shown in Fig. 4b, which in-
dicates that the double-peak curve can be preserved with
a considerable range of the disorder strength. The tran-
sition from double to single peak appears at ∆/v0 ' 0.7,
which is consistent with the numerical result of about 0.8
(more details see [41]).

Conclusion. We have experimentally demonstrated
the time boundary effects in a momentum lattice of ul-
tracold atoms. The time reflection and refraction of ul-
tracold atoms have been observed simultaneously and
manipulated by controlling the coupling amplitudes and
sharpness of the time boundary. Furthermore, we have
shown that the time boundary effects are robust against
considerable disorder. Our results pave the way for the
future exploration of the time and spatiotemporal crys-
tals [9, 11] in the ultracold momentum-lattice system,
especially for the topics about the amplification in the
momentum gaps [52], and their interplay with topolog-
ical phases [9], non-Hermiticity [33, 34] and many-body
interactions [40, 53].
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