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Abstract

As one indispensable type of nonreciprocal mechanism, a system with temporal modulations
is intrinsically open in the physical sense and inevitably non-Hermitian, but the space and time
degrees of freedom are nonseparable in a large variety of circumstances, which restrains the
non-Bloch band theory to apply. Here, we investigate the spatially photonic crystals (PhCs)
composed of spatiotemporal modulation materials (STMs) and homogeneous media, dubbed
as the STM-PhC, wherein the spatial and temporal modulations are deliberately designed to be
correlated. To bypass the difficulty of the spatiotemporal correlation, we first employ the
effective medium theory to account for the dispersion of fundamental bands under the influence
of Floquet sidebands. Based on the dynamical degeneracy splitting viewpoint and continuum
generalized Brillouin zone condition, we then analytically give the criteria for the existence of
the non-Hermitian skin effect in the STM. Assisted by developing a numerical method that
embeds the plane wave expansion in the transfer matrix, we establish the non-Bloch band
theory for the low-frequency Floquet bands in the STM-PhCs, in which the central is the
identification of the generalized Brillouin zone. We finally delve into the topological properties,
including non-Bloch Zak phases and delocalization of topologically edge states. Our work
validates that effective medium assists the non-Bloch band theory applied to the STM-PhCs,

which delivers a prescription to broaden the horizons of non-Bloch theory.
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Section I. Introduction

Recent growing efforts have been devoted to a myriad of physically open systems, ranging
from condensed matter to classical waves, thus leading to non-Hermitian physics [1-6]. The
allure of non-Hermitian physics lies in its complex spectrum, although the non-Hermitian
systems with pseudo-Hermiticity can still possess real spectra [7-12]. The complexification
immediately gives rise to two intriguing spectral features unique to non-Hermitian systems,
known as exceptional degeneracy and point gaps [3,4,13-16]. The former handles an abundance
of geometry formed by exceptional points and corresponding properties, including higher-
order exceptional lines [17,18], eigenvalue braidings [19,20], non-Abelian conservation rule
[21], and so on [3.,4,13,15,22-25]. The latter indicates the non-zero eigenvalue winding
numbers and further implies the wavefunction localization to the system boundary under open
boundary conditions (OBCs), dubbed as the non-Hermitian skin effect (NHSE) [26-30]. The
emergence of NHSE has led to the failure of the bulk-boundary correspondence based on the
Hermitian Bloch band theory [26-28]. For restoring it, one prevailing approach is employing
the generalized Brillouin zone (GBZ) to build up a comprehensive non-Bloch band theory,
which works excellently in one-dimensional (1D) systems [26,31-33]. In higher dimensions,
the non-Bloch band theory and the GBZs still have the same role as in 1D, although how to
acquire the OBC spectra and wavefunctions from the non-Bloch band theory for a particular
class of higher-dimensional systems is still under exploration [34-40].

Aiming to investigate the non-Hermitian photonic crystals (PhCs), the fact that the non-
Bloch band theory is concomitant with the NHSE requires nonreciprocal electromagnetic
materials [41] since the NHSE in lattice models has been achieved mainly by using
nonreciprocal hoppings [26-28]. Besides using external fields or nonlinearity, time modulation
is another way to break reciprocity [41,42], and by using it, a plethora of schemes have then
been proposed to realize the phenomena unique in nonreciprocity, such as temporal double-slit
interference [43], Fresnel drag effect [44], axion responses [45], time crystals [46-48], and so
on [49-54]. As a spontaneously nonreciprocal material, the spatiotemporal modulation
materials (STMs) are excellent candidates for the component in non-Hermitian PhCs, wherein
the existence of exceptional points has been revealed [55-58]. The occurrence of NHSE is then
seemingly apparent, and so is the non-Bloch band theory, but establishing it in the STMs is not
straightforward because of the inherently (d + 1)-dimensional problem herein (d is spatial
dimensionality). Moreover, most studies on spatiotemporal modulated systems nowadays deal

with cases where space and time are separable or possess a uniform modulation speed in the
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space-time domain, certainly not fully leveraging the role of temporal degrees of freedom in
non-Hermitian physics [44,45,54-58].

By targeting the establishment of non-Bloch band theory for the (1 + 1)-dimensional
PhCs, we spatially stack the STM possessing a traveling-wave modulation in its permittivity
and permeability with other homogeneous media, constituting the so-called STM-PhCs. Firstly,
we in Sec. II deploy the effective medium theory (EMT) to represent the fundamental Floquet
band of the STM influenced by the Floquet sidebands, which are benchmarked with the plane
wave expansion (PWE). By further using the dynamical degeneracy splitting (DDS) viewpoint,
we analytically work out the criterion for the existence of NHSE in STM without evoking the
OBC:s (Sec. IT). To be precise, we then dwell on the OBC spectra and electromagnetic fields of
the STM under different boundary conditions (BCs), and the continuum GBZ condition for the
STM has validated both the criterion from DDS and the OBC results (Sec. III). With the recipe
for STM in hand and by generalizing the transfer matrix method (TMM) through embedding
the PWE, we establish the non-Bloch band theory for the STM-PhCs by identifying the GBZ
and the OBC spectra and electromagnetic fields (Sec. IV). To validate the established non-
Bloch band theory, we explore the non-Hermitian topological behaviors from non-Bloch bulk-
boundary correspondence to delocalization of topological edge states (TESs) in Sec. V. The

discussions and conclusions are drawn in Sec. V1.

Section II. Manifestation of skin modes from effective medium theory

The non-Bloch band theory requires knowing the map f and its inverse f~! from the
complex frequency (energy) domain C to the complex wavenumber domain C%
[26,31,32,35], which is demanding to acquire fully in the STM-PhCs because of the interplay
between the wavenumber and Floquet quasi-energy. The EMT, a method only valid in the long-
wavelength limit, establishes the map f analytically, thereby mitigating the complexity of
using non-Bloch band theory [59,60]. Aiming to utilize such analyticity and convenience, we
establish the EMT for the STM with non-Hermitian modulations in this section, which embed
the influence of Floquet sidebands in the zeroth band analytically as the effective parameters.
This allows the analysis of NHSE from the wave propagation point of view firstly and
spontaneously links to non-Bloch band theory for the STM-PhCs, which will be established
later. For simplicity, the permittivity and permeability under investigation are of a traveling-

wave manner as

D(x,t) = gye(x, t)E(x, t), B(x,t) = pou(x,t)H(x,t), (1)
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e(x,t) = &[1+ 2a.cos(gx — Qt + ¢,)], (2)

u(x, t) = ur[l + Zaﬂcos(gx —Qt + gbu)], 3)
where &, (u,) represents the background permittivity (permeability), a, (a,) represents the
complex modulation of permittivity (permeability), ¢, (¢,) denotes the initial phase of the
modulation in permittivity (permeability), and g (1) is the spatial (temporal) frequency.
Figure 1(a) depicts a typical spatiotemporal modulation of material parameters and the
corresponding Floquet band structure (BS) calculated by the PWE for E, polarization is
shown in Fig. 1(b). We generalize the PWE algorithm established for the STM with a, and
a, being real numbers [44] to the PhCs with STM components included and a, and «,
being complex (see Appendix A for details). The leading three sets of bands, namely the
fundamental order and two sidebands of order +1, have been displayed in Fig. 1(b), wherein
several frequency gaps are from the interaction between the fundamental bands and sidebands.
If we focus on the long-wavelength limit that EMT works, the bands highlighted in the red
dashed box, which connect to two asymmetric band gaps stemming from sidebands, can
possess various features, including slopes and patterns, by tuning a, and «@,. When the
modulations a, and a, are real numbers, the energy bands lean to a particular k direction,
indicating the occurrence of the Fresnel drag effect [44]. Figure 1(c) intentionally shows the
long-wavelength bands with a, = a, = 0.2 (open circle markers)and a, = a, = 0 (red
dashed lines). The conical dispersion leans to the positive £, meaning spectral nonreciprocity
wP (+k) # wP (k) and k,(wf) # k_(w?), where the superscript P denotes the spectra
under periodic boundary conditions (PBCs) and the subscript + represents the wave
propagation direction. Viewing from the equal frequency contour (EFC), we can interpret such
an inclined dispersion as experiencing a gauge potential [top panel in Fig. 1(d)]. From the wave
propagation point of view, the two waves k,(w?) and k_(wP) still interfere to form the
solutions under OBC, resulting in the nonreciprocal response of the STM [bottom panel in Fig.
1(d)]. However, both viewpoints are limited to the real axis of w and k and do not imply the
NHSE, thus begging for a perception extended into the complex plane.

When the modulations a, and @, become complex numbers, the frequency w and
wavenumber k inevitably shall enter the complex plane. Without evoking non-Bloch band
theory, w and k cannot be simultaneously treated as independent complex variables because
the method in Bloch band theory is to vanish the determination of one matrix equation. Hence,
there are two alternative approaches: fixing k or w real. Setting k as real numbers (within

the BZ) leads to complex w, denoted as the PBC or Bloch BS. Setting w as real numbers
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leads to complex k, sometimes dubbed the complex-k BS [61,62], which is a crucial ingredient
in wave propagation. In the Hermitian scenario, these two complement each other and reflect
different aspects of a physical system, and so does the STM with complex a, and «a,.

Figure 1(e) shows the PBC BS when a, = 0.2i and a, = 0.2 calculated by PWE (open

circle markers). The real and imaginary parts of w? are displayed by the left (in blue) and
right (in red) y-axes. The PBC spectra are clearly nonreciprocity wf(k, = +k) #
wP (k_ = —k), which is the same as Fig. 1(c), but have an intriguing difference from Im(w?®)
[37]. If we still inspect the EFC, which now means the equal Re(w®) contour, besides the
asymmetry in k, what is more profound is the separated Im(w?), as shown in the top panel
of Fig. 1(f). The two PBC states on the EFC have disparate lifetimes [Im(w?)™1], as depicted
by the colors of the dots, hinting that these two Bloch waves under the OBC cannot interfere
to form a bulk state, and the NHSE can then occur. The bottom panel of Fig. 1(f) schematically
shows such two waves with the k, (k_) states having negative (positive) Im(w”), thus
leading to the tendency of left-going skin modes. This DDS perception successfully predicts
the existence of NHSE in higher-dimensional spatial crystals and also works well in the
spatiotemporal crystals here [37].

To see whether the complex-k BS also implies the tendency of NHSE, we now investigate
Fig. 1(g), showing the complex-k BS with the same parameters as Fig. 1(e). The real and
imaginary parts of k are displayed by the bottom (in blue) and upper (in red) x-axes. The
branches propagating towards +x (—x) are labeled by open squares (open circles), and the
Im(k) of both branches are non-zero and nearly identical in the long-wavelength limit. If we
plot the values of k at a fixed w in the complex wavenumber plane, the STM can be
effectively treated as experiencing an imaginary gauge potential instead of a real one [top panel
in Fig. 1(h)] [63]. This further indicates that all the waves, whatever the values of Re(k) are,
tend to concentrate towards the —x direction, also implying the left-going skin modes [bottom
panel in Fig. 1(h)]. Note that for the w within the band gap of a Hermitian system, the values
of k are also complex but symmetric about the origin, and no gauge potential exists [64].

The above two perceptions qualitatively imply the same tendency of NHSE without
introducing the OBC, and we now demonstrate by EMT that the DDS-based correspondence
yields the criterion for determining the presence of NHSE, which will be further proved in Sec.
III by the non-Bloch theory for the continuum system. In the long-wavelength region, the STM
defined by Eqgs. (1-3) can be modeled as a homogeneous bianisotropic material (see Appendix

B for details) [44,65]
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The matching dispersion relation and eigenmodes for E, polarization are
1
) ) 1
ky =—Sett T —Ner, Y1 = (; _>; (8)
c c
Zesf

where the subscript + denotes the waves propagating along +x and —x directions, nNeg =

EeftzUeffys Zeff = \/m, and P = (\/S_OEZ,\/EHJ,)T. The dispersions by Eq. (8) are
displayed by solid lines in Figs. 1(c), 1(e), and 1(g), and excellent agreement with the PWE is
seen when Re w/Q < 0.15. When Re w/Q > 0.15, the comparison between EMT and PWE
is still qualitatively correct, so we derive the analytical criterion for the occurrence of NHSE
in the STM from the EMT perspective by using the correspondence between DDS and NHSE
[37].

Firstly, it is necessary to determine the wave numbers on the EFC from the PBC spectra.
Within the EMT here, there are only two possible wave numbers k, for a fixed Re(w’). By
requiring the same Re(w®) in Eq. (8), we obtain the ratio between k, and k_ on the EFC

ke _ et = M) [(err + Mer)” — (f et + Netr)’]
(§egt + Mege) [(f = er). — (& = nlke) ]

where the prime and double prime superscripts denote the real and imaginary parts,

€)

respectively. The above ratiois —1 when ¢ = 0, indicating spectral reciprocity, and hence,
the STM is generally spectral nonreciprocal because it breaks Lorentz reciprocity [41,42]. The
correspondence between DDS and NHSE states that Im[w” (k)] = Im[w? (k_)] implies the
absence of NHSE. By Egs. (8) and (9), we have the criterion for the absence of NHSE

A = —nggeegr + NerSepe = 0. (10)
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Equivalently, the occurrence of NHSE requires the non-zero A. Together with Egs. (5-7), Eq.
(10) already determines the emergence of NHSE without invoking BCs. However, as a
phenomenon unique in the OBC, the NHSE shall depend on the BCs, and thus, we will unveil
next that the non-Bloch theory for the continuum system [33] gives the same criterion as Eq.
(10).

Section II1. Non-Bloch theory of the effective medium

We now focus on the localization behavior of eigenmodes under the OBC within the EMT
description, where the eigenproblems for finite systems under different BCs can be solved
analytically. Specifically, assume the effective medium defined by Eq. (4) is placed in a cavity
with its boundaries being perfect electric conductors (PECs) appliedat x = 0 and x = L, the

eigenfrequency and eigenmodes are

ee
W mn mn .
c Iz Nefr — iNefr), (11)
Jeettablettyl L [(neff) + (nl ]
ee ee,’l ee,nn
w w
Ege(x) = 2ide’ ¢ Sert* sm( 7: NpgX — %né&x), (12)
A w—%le wee,’ wee "

HEe(x) = —2——e' ¢ "o cos | ——nlgx — —2—nlpx |, (13)

Zeff Cc c

where A is a normalization constant and m = 1, 2, ---. The superscript ee signifies that both
left and right boundaries are PECs. The above results show that the electromagnetic coupling
term & here do not affect the OBC energy spectrum, which will be further clarified in Sec.
IV. In the thermodynamic limit (L — o), whether the eigenmodes are localized or not is

determined by

ee

feff =k ( nefffeff + nefffeff kcA: (14)

where k., = € R, becomes continuous in the large-L limit. The absence of

[(neff) +(neff) ]
NHSE requires Im —feff 0, leading to A = 0, which is the same as Eq. (10). In Appendix
C, we analytically provide the eigenfrequency and eigenmodes under different BCs. It is
evident that, in the thermodynamic limit, the OBC spectra and localization behavior remain the
same for different BCs. This is a characteristic of non-Hermitian continuum systems, where

their bulk properties are entirely determined by the number of left-hand-side and right-hand-
side BCs, with the specifics of these conditions only affecting the details of eigenmodes [33].
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The above analysis provides us with the eigenfrequency and concrete form of the
eigenmodes under the OBC in the thermodynamic limit. Since the essence of the non-Bloch
band theory is that it is capable of predicting the OBC spectra in the thermodynamic limit from
the unit cell by using the GBZ, we then need the non-Bloch theory for the continuum effective
medium. Technically speaking, the GBZ is of the same dimension as the physical one, and thus,
on top of vanishing the characteristic polynomial, another constraint is required to derive from
the BCs in 1D. The number of BCs applied at each end is one, and the continuum GBZ
condition is then Im k, (w) = Im k_(w) [33,66]. By expressing Im k. explicitly from Eq.
(8) as

a)” ! a), 144 a)” ! a), 144
Im k; (w) = Tfeff‘*‘?feffiTneffi?neff ) (15)

the condition Im k,(w) = Im k_(w) = 7(w) gives the following
an:eff + w?ngff =0 (16)
T(w) = wT”féff + w?’fgff = ke(—neeest + Neglerr) = kcb, (17)
where k. still stands for a continuous variable as Eq. (14). The quantity e™* here plays the
same role as |B| in the GBZ of lattice models. Besides yielding to the occurrence criteria of
NHSE in Eq. (10), Eq. (17) also tells that the sign of 7(w) demarcates the localization
characteristics of NHSE. Hence, the dispersion relation [Eq. (8)] shall be solved together with
the continuum GBZ condition to identify 7(w) and the ensuing OBC spectra. The solid lines
in Fig. 1(g) show the complex-k BS by solving Eq. (8) for the purely real frequencies, and we
see Imk,(w) = Im k_(w) > 0, voluntarily satisfying the continuum GBZ condition. This
elucidates that the OBC spectra of such EMT lie in the real frequency axis, and the eigenmodes
are the left-going skin modes.

Although the complex-k BS in Fig. 1(g) is somewhat unique to fulfill the continuum GBZ
condition, such perception is surely a general recipe to determine the OBC behavior of a
continuum system, which supplements the DDS perception. As shown in Figs. 1(f) and 1(h),
we consider a wave at a given frequency incident on the interface, and the reflected wave must
also be at this frequency. The DDS argument states that the reflected wave must possess the
same lifetime as the incident wave to make forming standing waves possible [Fig. 1(f)]. In
complement, the continuum GBZ condition ensures that a reflected wave with the same
localization as the incident wave exists. This allows their superposition to satisfy the BCs, thus

forming the standing waves [Fig. 1(h)]. Hence, the continuum GBZ condition quantitatively
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decides the OBC behaviors instead of qualitatively predicting the occurrence and tendency of
skin modes.

Since all the above considerations converge to the same criterion for the emergence of
NHSE, we depict in Fig. 2 the distribution of A in different parameter planes. By considering
|ae,| < 1 in reality, resulting in nig < ngg and nigéig > Nugéeg, We set ¢ = 0 and
¢, = 0 throughout this work to maximize ¢¢r. Consequently, we investigate A in two
parameter planes: (arg (a,),arg («,)) and (g, Q). Since the dominant contribution is from
Negréefr, the maximum value of A in the arg(a,) —arg (a,) plane occurs at arg(a,) +
arg (a,) = m/2 + nm, consistent with Fig. 2(a). This relation, which the modulation phase of
a, and «a, should satisfy to maximize A, indicates that synchronously modulating imaginary
parts of € and u does not imply the NHSE. In contrast, modulating real parts of & (1) and
imaginary parts of u (&) simultaneously will optimize the localization of skin modes, which
is just the case shown in Fig. 1 [highlighted by the red markers in Fig. 2(a)]. Besides the
magnitude of A, Fig. 2(a) also shows its sign change by varying arg(a,) and arg (a,),
which is seemingly straightforward from Eq. (7). Whereas, the sign of A also flips when the
modulation transits from the subluminal region () < vg) to the superluminal one (Q > vg)
with all other parameters fixed. For the modulation at the red markers in Fig. 2(a), we show in
Fig. 2(b) the distribution of A in the g — ) plane. The sign change is clearly seen when the
modulation goes across the speed of light (0 = vg), and the results near () = vg become
vague because the EMT is invalid therein [67,68]. It is worth pointing out that the NHSE is
absent when the modulation becomes purely spatial (1 = 0) or temporal (g = 0) since therein
exists symmetry to make the spectra purely real or complex pairs, leading to the absence of
point gaps [7-12,29,30].

Till now, we have expounded the fundamental Floquet bands in the long wavelength limit
of the STM with their critical features under both PBC and OBC able to capture by the EMT
faithfully. The power and conciseness of EMT afford a handy way toward scrutinizing the non-

Hermitian system containing the STM as one component, which will be demonstrated next.

Section IV. Generalized Brillouin zone of spatiotemporal photonic crystals

In order to corroborate the EMT recipe for the STM that can successfully embed in the
composite non-Hermitian system, we now consider a spatial PhC composed of homogeneous
materials and STMs, as illustrated in Fig. 3(a). The boundaries are still formed spatially, and

thus, we dub the system in Fig. 3(a) the STM-PhC. Let us begin with solving the PBC spectra
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of this STM-PhC. Due to the periodicity in space-time, the modes still obey the form of Bloch-
Floquet states, and the PWE method shown in Appendix A is then available to determine the
PBC spectra, as displayed by the open stars in Fig. 3(b). Only the lower two bands are shown
herein because Re(wA/2mc) < 0.6 (equivalently, Re(w/Q) < 0.15) is within the validity
of EMT. This permits replacing the STM with an effective bianisotropic medium as component
b, and now the PhC is constituted by two homogenous media, referred to as an effective
photonic crystal (E-PhC). The corresponding E-PhC results are shown in Fig. 3(b) by the solid
lines, and good agreement is seen compared with the PWE method. The color of the stars and
lines denotes Im(w?), and the correspondence from the DDS perspective indicates the NHSE
for both bands propagating towards the left-hand side (—x direction).

To validate the NHSE, we investigate a finite-sized STM-PhC by applying PEC BCs at
both ends. The PEC here implies E, = 0 and thus is equivalent to the Dirichlet BCs used in
condensed matter. The OBC spectra generally relate to the scattering matrix, so we first
formulate the TMM for the STM-PhC [64,69], and the scattering matrix is then obtained
recursively from the transfer matrix (see Appendix D for details) [70]. Since the TMM is
numerically unstable when the wavenumber becomes complex, or the system size increases,
we adopt TMM for the unit-cell level calculations but use the scattering matrix method (SMM)
for finite-sized calculations. Before obtaining the scattering matrix, we first apply the PBCs in
the TMM to acquire the PBC band structure [circles in Fig. 3(b)], which agrees well with both
PWE and E-PhC, validating the transfer matrix. By imposing the PEC BCs in the scattering
matrix, we obtain the mode condition function g(w) (see Appendix D for explicit
expressions), which is plotted by the color contours in Fig. 3(c). The zeros of g(w), which
correspond to the OBC spectra, are highlighted by the red diamond markers, and two bands
and one in-gap state are seen. The Re(w?) range of both bands (the superscript O stands for
the OBC case) is almost the same as that in Fig. 3(b), but the Im(w?®) is one order of
magnitude smaller than Im(wf) in Fig. 3(b). Such disparateness hints at the NHSE, as
demonstrated by the electric field distribution (the red dashed line) in Fig. 3(d) for the bulk
state marked with the black pentagram in Fig. 3(c). The skin modes apparently localize at the
left-hand side boundary, confirming the previous statements. For comparison, the electric field
distribution for the in-gap state is depicted in Fig. 3(e) by the red dashed line, which is localized
at the right-hand side boundary. The occurrence of NHSE and the in-gap state begs for the non-
Bloch band theory because the GBZ informs the skin mode localization behavior and identifies

the parametric loop on which the integral of the topological invariant performs.
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As stated previously, the vanishing of the characteristic polynomial f(8,w) = 0, where
B = e, is inadequate to determine the GBZ, whatever f(B,w) is from the tight-binding
model (TBM) or the TMM in the STM-PhC. Specifically in the 1D lattice model, another
constraint derived from Dirichlet BCs is known as |y (w)| = |Bu+1(w)]. This states that for
the w in the OBC spectra, the norm of two middle roots of S shall be equal when the 2M
roots of B are sorted by their moduli incrementally. Although the BCs in Fig. 3(a) are
essentially Dirichlet BCs, we prove from the transfer matrix that the criterion for discriminating
the OBC spectra in the STM-PhC is still

|,6'21C+1(w)| = |ﬁzzc+z(w)|- (18)
Here, f; isthe i-th eigenvalue of the transfer matrix. These eigenvalues are sorted in ascending
order of their magnitudes as |1 | < |Bz | < < |[Bui+1 | < |,8(41C+2)|, where [, is the
cutoff defined in the PWE (see Appendices A and E for details). Figures 4(a) and 4(b) show
the GBZ calculated by Eq. (18) for the lower two bands (blue circles). The radii of both GBZs
are smaller than one, indicating the skin modes localized at the left boundary, which is
qualitatively the same as the continuum medium. We further obtain the corresponding w® on
the GBZs, which is depicted in Fig. 3(c) by the blue lines. The consistency between the SMM
and GBZ seen in Fig. 3(c) validates Eq. (18).

To validate the EMT description in the OBC, we recall the E-PhC setup. The OBC spectra
and field distributions calculated by the SMM are represented by green dots and lines in Fig.
3(c-e), and the acquired GBZs by Eq. (18) with [, = 0 are shown by the green dashed lines
in Fig. 4. Again, excellent agreement between the E-PhC and STM-PhC further manifests that
the EMT 1is a faithful description and connotes the possibility of EMT-based GBZ being

accessible analytically. The electromagnetic fields for E, polarization of the E-PhC satisty

~

() = ZKe(Op(), (19)

d
0 i—
& () ) _<\/soEz(x)>
d 'KE(x)‘(—fE(x) pey @) PO = o) @0

i— 0
where the subscript £ in Ky signifies that it is the material parameter matrix describing the E-

~
I

dx

PhC. The matrix components of K are piecewise continuous functions. By considering the

following transformation [59,60]

Y(x) = r(x)D(x)Q(x), (21)
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/ ,(uE,y(x))_l/z] , and

Q(x) = [Qs(x) Qs ()]T is an auxiliary field quantity defined by Eq. (21), we reformulate
Eq. (19) as

- w - w
rGLD®QEX) = [ Ke(Or() — (Lr®) )| DEIQE) = —r@DE)Q().  (22)

where 7(x) = exp [i fox%fE(v)dv] , D(x) = Diag [(EE’Z(JC))

Subsequently, by introducing the operator Ls = D(x)LD(x), we reorganize Eq. (22) into a
more concise form as

LsQ() = ZQ(0). 23)
The absence of &g in the operator Ls indicates that the E-PhC spectra are disconnected from
&g, as exhibited in Eq. (11) and Appendix C, and either Q¢(x) or Qs (x) can then be used to
determine the E-PhC spectra. The PEC (E, = 0) and perfect magnetic conductor (PMC, H, =
0) BCs become Qg =0 and Q4 = 0 at the boundary, which are essentially Dirichlet or
Neumann BCs, depending on the Q¢ or Q4 being employed. All these conclude that the

OBC spectra of the E-PhC [Eq. (19)] can be investigated from the operator Lg [Eq. (23)].

Concerning Fig. 3, it is crucial that eg,(x) and pgy(x) are both real, thus ensuring the
Hermiticity of the operator Ls under the inner product {(Q4|Q) = f;lz(Ql)Tdex [71],
where the integration interval spans a unit cell (entire system) under the PBC (OBC). This
explains why the OBC spectra of the E-PhC lie entirely on the real axis. What is more profound

is that the GBZs of the E-PhC [Eq. (19)] can then be determined by Eqgs. (21) and (23)

analytically as

wn.(q)

B, (@) = exp Ilf Se()dv +igA|, (24)

where w,sli(q) stands for the PBC spectra of is with its subscript n; (superscript S)
denoting the band index (the L case). Considering &g(x) is a piecewise function, we can
then see that In|B,,(q)| = —c w; (q)&K fuA, where f, = dp/A is the filling ratio of the
STM. When f, =0 (f, =1), ln|ﬁni(q)| =0 (1n|,8ni(q)| = —1/) recovers the BZ [the
continuum GBZ in Eq. (17)]. This indicates that the GBZ radius of the E-PhC is determined
by the filling ratio and dispersion relations together as shown by the solid red lines in Fig. 4.
The excellent agreement herein reveals that Eq. (24) offers a straightforward approach to
accessing the GBZ of the STM-PhC, and Eq. (21) plays exactly the same role of similarity
transformation used in some intriguing TBMs [26]. Compared with Refs. [66,72], which also

have utilized TMM to explore the non-Bloch properties of electromagnetic coupling materials,
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our method, say Eq. (21), not only provides analytical formulas for the GBZ but also eliminates
the requirement of left eigenvectors when calculating topological invariants due to the
Hermiticity of L. With such a powerful tool, we are now ready to investigate the topological

properties of the STM-PhC.

Section V. Localization and delocalization of topological edge states

To examine the edge states of the STM-PhC system, we construct a domain wall formed
by two STM-PhCs, as depicted in Fig. 5(a). The unit cells of both STM-PhCs are chosen to be
symmetric, which will simplify the following analysis. To better leverage the analytical theory
developed in the previous sections, we aim to reveal the topological properties of STM-PhCs
from the E-PhC approach and verify the OBC spectra using the method in Appendix D. We
choose the STM-PhC2 to the one already investigated in Fig. 3, and Fig. 5(b) shows its non-
Bloch BS, which contrasts the Bloch BS, say Fig. 3(b). With the vertical axis still showing
Re(wA/2mc), the horizontal axis uses the argument of f instead of ¢, while the line color
reflects |B]. Such non-Bloch BS with the GBZs and the OBC spectra information contained
shall be utilized when investigating the topological properties of a finite-sized system. We
focus on the second non-Bloch band gap, and the non-Bloch Zak phases of the two bands below
the gap are indicated therein. The non-Bloch Zak phase is calculated on the GBZ by using the

following biorthogonal Berry connection
gZak = jg dog [i <ufli'¢ﬁ|6q,ﬁu§wﬁ>] , (25)
GBZy,

where @p = arg(f), n; is the band index, and u® (ul) represents the periodic wave
function of the non-Bloch right (left) wave function (see Appendix F for the details regarding
uR and u'). The transformation of Eq. (21) implies that the conclusions drawn from the
Hermitian PhC defined by Eq. (23) can be applied to the STM-PhCs, which guarantees the
quantization of the non-Bloch Zak phase shown in Fig. 5(b) [73-75].

To make TESs occur in the second gap, we introduce the STM-PhC1 by varying eglz and

2TC

where
(n#2dg,+nb2%dy,)’

adjusting eé”lz accordingly to pin its non-Bloch band gap center at

{al,a2,b1,b2} denotes the regions claimed in Fig. 5(a) and ng = ,/eg ug, . All other

parameters of the STM-PhCI1 are fixed and claimed in the caption of Fig. 5. Figure 5(c) depicts
the OBC spectra of the STM-PhC1 by the grey shaded area, and the non-Bloch Zak phase of
the second non-Bloch band is depicted by the solid green line. It is evident that the non-Bloch
Zak phase successfully coincides with the non-Bloch band gap closure at g}, ~ 1.51. Its PBC
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spectra depicted by the light yellow shaded area are shown in Fig. 5(d) for comparison, where
the second Bloch band gap is closed within sglz = 1.39~1.65. Such inconsistency between
the PBC and OBC results underscores the importance of the GBZ in non-Hermitian topology.
To further illustrate, we then calculate the non-Bloch BS and Zak phases of the E-PhC1 at
s%lz = 1.2 and s%lz = 1.9, as shown in the Figs. 5(e) and 5(f). The non-Bloch Zak phase of

the first band is 7 and will always be m within the chosen €} range. Therefore, the TESs

1

do not appear in the second non-Bloch band gap when g,

= 1.2 but will emerge when
efy = 1.9, as demonstrated by the OBC spectra in Figs. 5(g) and 5(h). The TESs are indeed
observed when &g, = 1.9, confirming that the developed non-Bloch theory can reflect the
topological properties of STM-PhCs.

Another intriguing example in the non-Bloch band theory is that the distinct localization
behavior of the TESs and skin modes can lead to the delocalization of the TES [66,76-78].
Since the skin modes previously all tend to the left (|| < 1) and the TES in Fig. 3 localizes at
the right-hand side, we choose the configuration in Fig. 3(a). The PBC and OBC spectra in the
Hermitian scenario are first shown in Fig. 6(a), and the TES (one bulk state) is highlighted by
a blue circle (red circle) with their mode profiles shown in Fig. 6(c). To delocalize the TES, we
shall turn on the spatiotemporal modulation to reach an appropriate value of &g, which
compensates for the decay of TESs when performing the transformation in the GBZ. Figure
6(b) exhibits the PBC (yellow lines) and OBC (circles) spectra when a, = 0.1915i and a, =
0.1915. The OBC spectra shrink from the PBC ones, hinting at the NHSE, as shown in the top
panel of Fig. 6(d). However, the TES (the blue circle) now resides on the PBC spectra and thus
becomes delocalized, as illustrated by its mode profile in the bottom panel of Fig. 6(d). Here
in Figs. 5 and 6, the employment of the GBZ established in Sec. IV validates the non-Bloch
BS for the STM-PhC, thus providing a recipe for analyzing the fundamental Floquet bands

when they experience non-Hermiticity.

Section VI. Discussions and Conclusions

In summary, we have established the non-Bloch band theory for the (1 + 1)-dimensional
PhCs with the aid of the effective medium description for the STM. Due to the fact that the
STM in the long-wavelength limit is able to be modeled by the effective medium, and also
thanks to the DDS viewpoint and continuum GBZ condition, we have firstly analytically made
clear the occurrence condition and mode profile of NHSE in the STMs. Based on such an EMT

recipe, the non-Bloch band theory for the STM-PhCs is then successfully formulated and
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verified by the TMM with multiple Floquet sidebands included. As a consequence, the GBZ
obtained from the non-Bloch band theory has demonstrated that it can predict the topological
transition of bulk bands, restore the bulk-boundary correspondence, and realize the
delocalization of TESs. The validity of our non-Bolch band theory only relies on the accuracy
of effective parameters for the STM, so it can handle multiple bands and shall find its role in
the non-Abelian Floquet system [79,80]. Concerning the generalizationto d = 2 setups, if the
EMT still works, and so does our prescription, which paves an alternative way to higher-
dimensional spatiotemporal crystals. All powerful theoretical methods and fancy wave
phenomena previously investigated at the EMT level can then be utilized to digest the non-
Hermitian physics in higher-dimensional Floquet systems [80]. The holistic view of the (d +
1)-dimensional problem requires further investigation because the space-time symmetry and
spatiotemporal boundaries shall be considered together [81,82], but the numerical method

established here provides one scheme to cope with both the spectra and wavefunctions.
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Appendix A: Plane wave expansion method
As a complete basis of wave equations, the expansion by plane waves is always one choice
to calculate the BSs. To handle both the STM (Fig. 1) and the STM-PhC (Fig. 3), we re-express
the permittivity in Eq. (2) as
e(x,t) = & (x)[1 + 2a.(x) cos(gx — Qt + ¢,)], (A1)

(€ JA<x<jA+d,

&r(x) = {sb, JA+d, <x<(+ DA (A2)
(0, jA<x<jA+d,

as(x) = {ag, jJA+d, <x<(+1DA (A3)

The symbols j, a, and b respectively denote the j-th unit cell, the component a, and the
component b depicted in Fig. 3, wherein d, and A are also defined. Due to the spatial
periodicity of &,.(x) and a.(x), €(x,t) can then formally be rewritten as

S(x, t) = z gr'p eipGx + Z gr,pd;:oei[(p+o+N)Gx_Qt]
14 p,0

n z g, iz e I-p-otNGx-at] (A4)

P,0
where the subscript p (0) of £ (@%, = @, ,e*'%) is the Fourier order running from —oo
to +oo, the tilded symbols denote the Fourier transformed quantity, and G = g/N = 21t/A.
The form of Eqgs. (A1-A4) also holds for the permeability by substituting ¢ with u. Here, we

focus on the E, polarization, and the electromagnetic fields shall satisfy

a\/E_OEz(x:y; t) _ 1 a

> = =16, O3loHx (x, 3, ), (A5)
aJs_OE;)(Cx, %t _ % % uCe, ©) g H, (6, 9, ), (A6)
a\/#_ng;x,y, 2 aJu_ngy(x,y, 2 % % £Cx, D20, (5,9, ). (A7)
Due to the spatiotemporal periodicity, the field solution should possess the following form
(x,y,t) = i B, e e+ UN+nIClatikyy—i(w+l)E (A8)
Ln=-oo

where @ represents any quantity within \/S_OEZ, VHoHy, and \JugH,, k and w are the
wavenumber and Floquet frequency. Substituting Egs. (A4) and (A8) into Egs. (A5-A7), we

obtain the following eigenvalue equation
E' _ MEE MEH E'
k (FI) B (MHE MHH) <H) (49)
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in which E (H) is the column vector composed of the Fourier coefficients /&oE; 1,

(/ ﬂoﬁy,ln) and the matrix elements of M are

My, =Mt = —(IN +n)G8y 8,1, (A10)
( (kw + lkﬂ)ﬁr,n’—n(sl',l + \
[k + (L + 1kg] z fy ! —(n+0) s, ]51’,1 1t
Mf,ﬁ,m _ w oy rn'—(n+o)%uo + g (A11)
[kw + (l - 1)kﬂ] [ Z ﬁr,n’—(n+o)dﬁ,o] 61’,1—1
\ 0=—00 )
( (ko + lkﬂ)gr,n’—nal',l - kal(MEH)l_':l',ln )
[k + (U + 1kg] [ Z Ern'—(n+ )&;o] Oy p1 +
Mﬁi’,ln - 0=—00 T ( (A12)
[kw + (l - 1)kﬂ.] [ Z gr,n'—(n+o)&;o] 61',1—1
k 0o=—00 J

The k., (kq)in Egs. (A11-A12) is defined as w/c (£1/c). In principle, the matrix dimension
and the series expansion shall take to infinity. However, each index must be given a cutoff
numerically as [., n., and o,. The dimension of M is 2(2n, + 1)(2l, + 1), and the
summation in Eqgs. (A11-A12) runs from —o, to +o.. To acquire converged results, the

values of [., n., and o, need to be meticulously chosen.

Appendix B: Effective medium parameters of the spatiotemporal material

Deriving the effective medium parameters of STM is firstly delivered by the conventional
approach, and we further elucidate the spirit of EMT from the averaging fields in temporal
domains. Since &,.(x) and a.(x) are both constants spatially for STM, only zeroth-order
Fourier components are non-zero, i.e., &, = &6, and at, = afé, . Substituting them
into Egs. (A10—-A12), we can see that different » components decouple, and thus, only the n =
0 set of equations needs to be considered to obtain the low-frequency dispersion relations. To
the leading correction, we consider the influence of the nearest sidebands (I = +1) on the
zeroth-order energy band (I = 0), and Eq. (A9) becomes an eigenvalue equation for a 6x6
matrix, from which the analytical expressions of the zeroth-order band shall be then derived

[44]. To explicate this process, we redefine the basis vectors as (V& E + i, H,\/&. E —

Vi H )T, and Eq. (A9) is expressed as
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(B1)

k(@m Mrﬁ>:(M++ M+_)<¢g—j+ mﬁ)_

e E — Ju.H M~" M~ e E — JuH
Considering the long-wavelength approximation (k < g and w < 1) and small modulation

amplitudes (|a.| < 1 and |au| « 1), we obtain the quadratic equation in k

B*w? = k’kS + (k — Sw)?, (B2)
where
2072 2072
2 _ ,,—2 - -
,8 =V (1 + a;:*ag m) (1 + (X;(XM m), (B?))
202
K% = <1 +a; o m) (B4)

gl

- 8
6= (a;“u + a; a:)m = 2a.ay, cos(¢e — ¢H) v2gz — Q2

(B5)
By comparing Eq. (B2) and the bianisotropic material described by Eq. (4), we can obtain the
effective medium parameters as given in Egs. (5-8). Although Eq. (B2) holds for non-zero k,,
we only consider the case k), = 0 subsequently.

We then inspect the electromagnetic fields by comparing PWE and EMT to validate EMT
further. The EMT is essentially an averaging field theory, and antecedent attempts mainly deal

with spatial averaging, but the EMT above also performs time averaging. To unveil this, we

express the electromagnetic fields in STM as a superposition of the eigenmodes given in Eq.
(A8)

~k+ . . ~k_s_ . _
Ez(x, t) — ZAR+'U+E1=6U+ elk+,(,+x iwt + Z Bk_'G_Elzéc elk_‘c,_x lwt
04 o_—

+ Z Ak+,zr+ Z Elk+,0+ ei(k+,a++lg)x—i(w+lﬂ)t

g4 1#0
n z Bk-o_ Z E’vlk—lc—ei(k_,6_+lg)x—i((u+lﬂ)t _ (B6)
o_ L#0

There are a total of 2(2l. + 1) wavenumbers from Eq. (A9), and we divide them into two
subsets: {k+.0+=—lc.---.0.---.+lc} and {k—,a_=—lc,---,0,---,+lc}a based on their energy flow along the
positive or negative x-direction. Each subset contains (2[. + 1) wavenumbers denoted as
kis,/—o_- The subscript gy is the indices for each subset. A¥+o+ and B¥-o- are the
superposition coefficients determined by the boundary or initial conditions. Considering the

long-wavelength case (w < ) and performing the time average over the period defined by (Q,

ie., (E;(x,0)) = %f()zﬂ/n dt E,(x, t), we obtain
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(E,(x,0)) = Z Afvor o elnon 4 Z Bk-o- )0~ gik-o_% | g=iot, (B7)
(o

o4

Equation (B7) indicates that only the zeroth-order component (I = 0) is retained. Because the
contribution from the sidebands to the slow-varying electromagnetic fields is relatively minor
and we focus onthe k - 0 and w — 0 scenario, Eq. (B7) can be further approximated as

(E,(x, ) = |Akro 0 0¥ 4 oo )7 0etk-ox | g~iex, (B8)
From Eq. (B8), it is evident that the time-averaged field at low frequencies neglects higher-
order components in the PWE (spatially and temporally fast-varying components), retaining
only the lowest-order component (the slow-varying parts), which embodies the fundamental
idea of EMT. The consistency between the electromagnetic fields of EMT and PWE, as shown
in Fig. 3, validates the preceding discussion and contributes to a more comprehensive

understanding of EMT established here.

Appendix C: Spectra and eigenmodes under different boundary conditions
To supplement Sec. III, we provide the analytical OBC spectra and eigenmode profile by
applying distinct BCs at x = 0 and x = L. With the PEC at x = 0 and PMC at x = L, the

OBC spectra and eigenmodes are

1
weh (m + 7) T
j— !/ -1
PR 2 —57 (Megr — iNefr), (C1)
L [(neff) + (neke) ]
h,t eh'!
R Wry” Wry”
ESh = 2iAe" ¢ Seff* sin( TZ NegeX — ané’ffx ) (C2)
h,t eh'!
24 i Wy wyy"
HEh = — —— e ¢ Seft cos | Lon/ ox — —2—nx |. (C3)
eff ¢ ¢

The first (second) letter e (%) in the superscript ek indicates the left (right) boundary is the PEC

(PMC). With the PMCs at both x = 0 and x = L, the OBC spectra and eigenmodes are
hh

Wik mm , .
P 2 —57 (Megr — iNegp), (C4)
L [(neff) + (e ]
whth W whh,"
[— m m
EMh = 24e"¢ Sef* cos . NpgX — Tngffx ) (C5)
. hh,t hh'
2iA wn wy” wy"
H;lh = — _ff el c SeffX sin c néffx - Tngffx . (C6)
e
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With the PMC at x = 0 and PEC at x = L, the OBC spectra and eigenmodes are

1
obf __ (mg)r
P Mgt — iNegr), (€7
L [(neff) + (nee) ]
he he,r he,”
Wm w w
he _— I—SeffX m ’ m "
Ele = 24" ¢ Seff cos< o TlegfX — Tneffx>, (C8)
2iA o we! whe”
Hhe = -2 ot ¢ et gin | 2 p/ x — x| (C9)
eff ¢ ¢

It is worth noting that when L is finite, the OBC spectra are disparate under different BCs, but

/2
[("eff) +(nefr) ]

their difference (ngge — ingge) tends to zero in the thermodynamic limit. In

terms of the eigenmodes, the localization strength is entirely represented by the prefactor e o

of the electromagnetic fields.

Appendix D: Transfer matrix method and scattering matrix

Establishing the transfer matrix requires knowing the eigenmodes of individual materials,
and thus, we use the PWE method to obtain the eigenmodes of an STM. As stated in Appendix
B, & and a, are both constants for the STM, and only the n = 0 equation set needs to be
considered. The total fields within the vacuum and STM (denoted as a and b in the

superscript) are then expanded as

a/b kz/db ~k$/a l +lg)x—i(w+lﬂ)t
E? (x,t):ZAj '+Z\/_E A
o+

a/b a/b a/b .
B kZs_ E kZs_ l(k +lg)x—t(w+lﬂ)t' (Dl)

,0—

Ha/b(x £) = zAkf,/}lz\/—H 04 o i +U++lg)x i(w+lQ)t
y 4 j
0+

kil/b a/b a/b
_I_Z Bj ,o— z Hy kZls_ +lg)x L(w+lﬂ)t (DZ)
o_
a/b a/b b b
Here, 4; ot (B °-) is the expansion coefficient of the ki,/m, (kP ) eigenmode within the

a/b component of j-th unit cell. Besides, we have used X = x — (j — 1)A, where the j-th unit
cell spans from x = (j — 1)A to x = jA. The continuity of electromagnetic fields imposes

the following relation at the material interfaces
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ES[(j— DA +d, t] = EP[(G— DA+ d,, t], (D3)
HE[(G — DA+ dg t] = HO[(G— 1A+ dg, t], (D4)
EP[j—DA+d, +dp, t] = EF(G—DA+d, +d,,t], (D5)
H2[( — DA+d, +dy, t] = HI[(G — DA+ dg + dp, t]. (D6)

Substituting Egs. (D1-D2) into (D3-D6) leads to the explicit form of the transfer matrix

A = T(w) 4 (D7)
B}, Ba ’

. k$ & a5 . .
where Ai" (B}') is the column vector composed by A ; it (Bjk *“~) denoting the expansion

coefficients at x = (j — 1)A*. The T(w) matrix contains the following five matrices as

T(w) = P(g, )t’%P(b,d,)t*PP(a,d,), (D8)

ta-b — (tb—>a)—1 — (vb)_1va' (D9)

E E
Va — eer (~> , er, (~> , ees , Dlo
< H k$10_+ H kg,a'_ ( )
7 ()
b _ oo = , e = , oo
v _< : (H o e ) (D11)

_ diag(... eikg,0'+da ...)

P(a, da) N < dlag( eikg.a_da )), (D].Z)
_ dlag( eik-ll)-,u'+db )

P(b,dy) = ( diag(... pik2e_dpr ..))’ (D13)
_ (diag(e~ilegr ... gilcgh)

Plg.A) = < diag(e—ilegA ... eilch)>' (D14)

P(a,d,) and P(b,d,) are the propagating matrix in components a and b, respectively, and
t%? denotes the interface transfer matrix from component a to b. Furthermore, P(g,A) is

an additional phase matrix and returns to an identity matrix when N is an integer, which is

precisely our case. The symbols kf,/: and (F BT /b , respectively, denote the eigenvalue
+ O+

and eigenvector of Eq. (A9), and the matrix V#? is composed of the eigenvector

(E H)Ta/b .

+ , 0+
The PBC BS is then ready to calculate by considering the following BCs as
EZ[jAt] = BES[( — DA 2], (D15)
HELjAt] = BHE(G — DA 1] (D16)
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Ifwe fix B = e, where q is the Bloch wave vector, the above BC reverts to PBC. However,
we still use B for the subsequent generalization to the non-Bloch BS. By utilizing Egs. (D1-
D2), the above BCs (D15-D16) become

a a
(2“:1) =B (g%) (D17)
Combining Eqs. (D7) and (D17) with fixed 8 = e'", the PBC BS is determined by the
following characteristic polynomial
f(w,q) = det|[T(w) — %] = 0. (D18)
By employing the same cutoff I, the dimensions of t*??, P(a,d,), T(w), and similar
quantities are 2(2[, + 1). It is noteworthy that 8 is the eigenvalue of T(w) and determines
the propagation of the certain eigenfield after translating one unit cell. From this point, we can
proceed to construct a non-Bloch band theory, and the detailed discussions are shown in
Appendix E.

Since the propagating matrix involves oo and 0 when ki’/;: becomes complex, the

T(w) matrix is unstable numerically, and we adopt the recursive SMM to solve the problem
under OBC [70]. The expansion coefficients of the first unit cell (A7 B{)T and the (N, +
1)-th unit cell (A%tﬂ B ?Vt+1)T are connected through the scattering matrix S
A%ri‘l) A%
=S ( ) D19
( B{ By, 1 (D19)
where § is computed recursively from the transfer matrix with the same procedure in Ref.

[70]. Assuming the PEC BCs aresetat x = 0 and x = N;A, the explicit forms of BCs become

~ _ A
XTI E a , e E a , e 1 —
(v B, (B)e )(B?) 0, (D20)
o B @ ()0 o
“ros *2o- By, +1 .

Combining Egs. (D19-D21), the OBC spectra are then determined by the following mode

condition function g(w)

9(@) = det|s + (‘I’ (’))] —0. (D21)

The detailed forms of g(w) differ under various BCs, consistent with the findings in
Appendix C. However, the locations of zeros of g(w) in the thermodynamic limit are solely

determined by T(w), a point we will promptly demonstrate in Appendix E.

Appendix E: Generalized Brillouin zone condition
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The GBZ condition of 1D lattice models is commonly deduced from the Dirichlet BCs,
and now we aim to generalize it to the STM-PhCs here. As mentioned in Appendix D, the
eigenvalues of T(w) determine how the corresponding eigenfields evolve after translating
one unit cell, so we employ T(w) to develop the non-Bloch band theory. We no longer restrict

f tothe BZ in Eq. (D17), leading Eq. (D7) to the following eigenvalue equation
Af Af
1@ (5:) =5 (s) (E1)
where B, and (A7 Bf)] are the p-th elgenvalue and elgenvector of T(w), respectively.

The real-space electric field corresponding to the p-th eigenvector at x = 0 is

ZAk+U+Z\/_E +04 —L(w+lﬂ)t

E,,(0t)=|" . (E2)

z Bkac— z Ek— o- —l(a)+lﬂ)t

Generally, the electric field at x = 0 can be expressed by a linear combination as

ZAk+d+ Z\/_E +.0+ —L(w+lﬂ)t

E O,t _Z a ’
2(0,1) sz c_zEk—o_ —i(w+IQ)t %o

(E3)

where ¢, represents the superposmon coefﬁ01ents. The according field value at x = N:A

can also be easily obtained by repeatedly using Eq. (D7). We then apply the PEC BCs at x =
0 and x =L = N A to the above electric fields, thus giving

ZA"*‘” Z Vel oo
l_—oo
E,(x =0) = z $p =0, (E4)
p ZBk—a_ Z \/_ Lo g i+t
i I=—0o -
zAkMJr z \/—~k$,a+ —i(w+lQ)t
SOEZ’l e
l_—oo
EG=1)=)| * Byibp=0.  (ES)
P +ZBI(_U_ Z \/_Ek_ o— —i(w+lﬂ)t
i I=—o0 :

Since all the [ components are orthogonal, we obtain the following expression for each [ in

Egs. (E4-ES) as

Z ZA +,0+ E +0’+ +ZBk—J_ k—O'_ ¢p — 0, (E6)
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Z ZAk”* eobhro + ZB"“’- Nl VAL ) (E7)

As the value of [ ranges from —I[. to +I[., Egs. (E6)and (E7) yield 2/, + 1 equations each.
The condition for the equation set to have non-zero solutions is that the determinant of the

coefficient matrix is equal to zero, which can be explicitly written as

9-1.1 9-1.2 G-1.2+(2%1.+1)
9-1.+11 9-1.+1,2 G—-1.41,2%(2%1;+1)
gi.1 9i.2 9i.2+(2+1.+1)
N¢ N¢ N¢ —
g—lc,1ﬁ1 g—lc,zﬁz g—lC,Z*(Z*lC+1)ﬁ2*(2*lc+1) =0, (E8)
N¢ N¢ N¢
g—lc+1,1:81 g—lc+1,2ﬁz g—lc+1,2*(2*lc+1)ﬁ2*(2*lc+1)
N¢ N¢ N¢
glc,1ﬁ1 glc,zﬁz glC,Z*(Z*lC+1)ﬁ2*(2*lc+1)

where g;, = [Z(,Jr \/_ E gibos +5 Bk”‘\/_ E ] and [ are sorted by their
magnitudes, satisfying 81| < |B2| < -+ < |B221,41)-1] = 1B221.+1)|- Expand Eq. (E8) and

explicitly write out two leading terms as

Clﬁ(zzc+2)ﬁ(2lc+3) ﬁz(zlc+1) + 62:8(210+1)ﬁ(21¢+3) ﬁév(tycﬂ) + other terms = 0. (E9)
Here, we have arbitrarily used the symbols C; and C, to represent the coefficients of two
leading terms. Importantly, they are independent of the system size. As L approaches infinity,
based on the consideration of the continuum spectra [31], we can obtain

|ﬁ215+1| = |,3215+2|- (E10)
Since S represents the eigenvalues of T(w), we can directly use the T(w) matrix of a single
unit cell to solve the OBC spectrum in the thermodynamic limit by using Eqs. (E10). The
corresponding 8 set constitutes the GBZ. Note that the truncation [. in the PWE may bring
numerical errors. Hence, a preferable approach is to initially use a large value of [, to
construct the T(w) matrix and subsequently extract a smaller but numerically stable T(w)

to mitigate the numerical issues arising from the finite truncation.

Appendix F: Calculation of biorthogonal Berry connection

In non-Hermitian systems, the conventional inner product shall be generalized to the
biorthogonal form, thus also necessitating the biorthogonal Berry connection. However,
acquiring the left eigenstates is not that straightforward, especially for a system without an

explicit Hamiltonian matrix, which is precisely the scenario here. Technically speaking, we
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need to find the adjoint of the original system. To be more generic, we consider the three-

dimensional Maxwell equations by redefining the quantities in Eq. (20) as

0 VX o, (£ &\ ,x_ [eoE

=(_, ). K = YR = , (F1)
—iV X 0 n u \/.U_o H

where the argument x and the subscript £ that represents the E-PhC have been omitted for

~

simplicity, and the superscript R denotes the right eigenvector. The generalized eigenvalue
equation (19) is then reformulated as
LyyR = %:pR, Ly = K L. (F2)

By defining the inner product as (i, ¥,) = [ dr 1[)1 -1, and with the help of an identity
V-(fxg)=(Vxf)-g—f-(Vxg), we can obtain the formal adjoint operator Ly of
Ly as

(W1, Lgp,) = Ly, ¥2) + (1, 2), Ly = LK™, (F3)
where J(4,y,) is the bilinear concomitant or conjunct, coming from the BCs [83]. The
explicit form of J(,,P,) has not been put down here, but specifically for PBCs used in the
Berry connection, J(,¥,) iszero. Therefore, Ly isindeed the adjoint operator of L. The

eigenvalue problem of L, with the eigenvalue and the left eigenvector herein is defined as

- W,
LW, = — Py (F4)
where m; is now the eigenvalue index, later becoming the band index. Together with Egs.

(F2-F3), we arrive at the following biorthogonal relation

W,

_Om ol @Ry =
(T - )Wlmi;lllni) =0, (F5)
where n; is also the eigenvalue index. When m; =n; (m; #n;), (P, Pr)#0
((wéni,npﬁi) = 0) gives the normalization condition (biorthogonal relation). The central stuff

now is to relate the adjoint eigenvalue problem with the original one.
By taking the complex conjugate of Eq. (F4)
Ly = Lyl (F6)
and using Egs. (F1-F3), we can obtain
~Le (KTl = Kl F7)

If (K~1)T = K=, which is apparent in the E-PhC [see Egs. (4) and (20)], then K ‘11[)5,':; is an
eigenstate of the Ly operator, with the corresponding eigenvalue being — W, /c. This

indicates that in our scenario, we can use the right eigenstate of Ly at the eigenvalue — W, /€
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to calculate the left eigenstate ¥7,.. Note that (K~*)T = K~ is not the Lorentz reciprocal
condition [41].

Concerning the PhC, the periodicity in Ly implies Toyph , = e™49pf . where T, is
the translational operator and ¢ is the Bloch wavenumber. The biorthogonal normalization
relation (Y, ,, ¥k o) =1 further indicates Tayh, , = e“ph . and thus, we have

TAK 'rilq = e MK, (F8)
which shows that K _1l/Jfl‘:q is an eigenstate at —q. Equations (F7-F8) together declare the
relationship between the left and right eigenstates of the Ly operator

K_ll/’fl';q =95 e (F9)
where —n; represents the energy bands at negative frequencies — wy, (—q)/c. The

corresponding biorthogonal normalization relation is then rewritten as

6mi'ni =j dx (l[)l;ni‘q)Tl[)ﬁi‘q =j dx (ul—emi,—Q)TKuﬁi'q' (FlO)
uc

uc

where uf , is the periodic part of P& , = uf ;e From Eq. (F10), we generalize the

Berry connection for isolated bands as

A (@) = i{ul gBg|uk o) =i j dx (uRy, ;) KoguR . (F11)

uc

In the non-Hermitian topology, the integral for topological invariants should be performed on

the GBZ as
pzak — f doy i <u,Lli,¢, 2|2 Buﬁi,(p[;)], (F12)
GBZp,

where @p represents the phase angle of  along the GBZ. Because of the relation Eq. (F9),

the left state u,Lli‘(p 8 shall take the state residing on the adjoint GBZ, as shown by solid gray

lines in Fig. 4.
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FIG.1 (a) Schematic of the permittivity distribution in the space-time domain of an STM. (b)
A typical Floquet BS for the STM, wherein only real parts of frequency are plotted. (c) The
PBC bands in the long-wavelength limit [the region highlighted by the dashed box in (b)] with
purely real modulation a, = a, = 0.2. The red dashed lines are the bands without
modulations (a; = a, = 0). (¢) The PBC BS and (g) complex-k BS of an STM with a, =
0.2{ and a, = 0.2. The solid lines and open markers in (c,e,g) represent the EMT and PWE
results, respectively. Only one solid red line is seen in (g) because two Im(k) branches are
identical. (d, f, h) depict the diagrammatical understanding of the results in (c, e, g). The top
panels of (d, f) depict the EFC of a representative real frequency with the color of the markers
showing Im(w?). The top panel of (h) shows the & position for a representative real frequency
in the complex-k BS. The bottom panels sketch the wave propagation features correspondingly.
Other system parameters are & =6, u =1, ¢, = ¢, = 0,and Q/g = 0.2c. The cutoff in
the PWE is setto [. = 15.
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FIG.2 Contour plot of A in the arg(a,)-arg(a,) plane (a) and the g-kq plane (b). The red
pentagram in (a) denotes the scenario of Figs. 1(e) and 1(g). The red solid line (dashed line) in
(b) represents the speed of light in the background material (the modulation speed in Fig. 1).
go 1s a parameter that accounts for the concrete physical system, facilitating the
nondimensional coordinates here. The background permittivity and permeability are set to

& = 6 and u, = 1. All other parameters are indicated in the figures.
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FIG.3 (a) Schematic of a spatial PhC composed of homogeneous materials (component a) and
STMs (component b). The unit cell is labeled herein with its lattice constant A = 2N /g. (b)
The PBC BS of an STM-PhC with its unit cell shown in (a). The color of all these plots
represents Im(w?). Solid lines, open circles, and open stars correspond to numerical results
of the E-PhC, TMM, and PWE, respectively. The frequency Re(wA/2mc) = 0.6 here
corresponds to Re(w/Q) = 0.15 inFig. 1. (¢) The spectrum of a finite-sized STM-PhC under
PEC BCs. The color plot shows |g(w)| with its zeros marked by the red diamonds. The green
dots and blue lines represent the results from E-PhC and GBZ, respectively. The field
distributions of a bulk state (black pentagram) and the topological edge state (purple pentagram)
are shown in (d) and (e), respectively. The green (red) lines are from the E-PhC (STM-PhC).
The parameters of the component a are & =y, =1 and d,/A =0.5 (N = 20), while
those of the component b are the same as Figs. 1(e) and 1(g). The number of unit cells is

N; = 15. The cutoffis setto [, = 2, n. = 60, and o, = 100.
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(a) band-1 (b) band-2
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FIG.4 The GBZs for band-1 and band-2 in Fig. 3(b) are depicted in (a) and (b), respectively.

The blue markers, green dashed lines, and red solid lines represent the GBZs calculated using
the STM-PhC, the E-PhC, and analytical methods. The solid gray line represents the adjoint
GBZ, and the gray dashed line depicts the BZ.
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FIG.5 (a) Schematics of a domain wall formed by two STM-PhCs. (b) The non-Bloch BS
Re(wA/2mc)-arg(B)/2m of the STM-PhC2 with the line color representing |f|. The non-
Bloch Zak phase of each non-Bloch band is indicated nearby. The parameters herein are the
same as in Fig. 3, except for the symmetric unit cell adopted here. (c) The non-Bloch Zak phase
(left y-axis) and the OBC spectra (right y-axis) of the STM-PhC1 as a function of sglz (d) The
PBC spectra of the STM-PhC1 as a function of &f}. The parameters of the STM-PhC1 fixed
in (c-d) are ug; = uf;’; =1, dg1/A4=0.7, a, =0.15i, and a, = 0.15. We adjust the
values of eé”lz accordingly with sglz to align the second non-Bloch band gap. (e,f) The non-
Bloch BS with the corresponding non-Bloch Zak phase labeled of the STM-PhC1 when (e)
eglz = 1.2 [the magenta dashed line in (c)] and (f) eﬁ‘é = 1.9 [the blue dashed line in (c)].
The numerical calculations in (b-f) are performed based on the E-PhC corresponding to the
STM-PhC. (g,h) The OBC spectra of the composite PhC composed of the PhCs defined in (¢)
and (b) [(f) and (b)] are shown in (g) [(h)]. The green (black) markers represent the results
obtained using the E-PhC (STM-PhC) setup, in which the circles (pentagrams) denote the bulk
states (TESs). The purple and blue shaded regions highlight common non-Bloch band gaps of
the two PhCs. The number of unit cells for both PhCs in the OBC calculations is chosen to be

ten.
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FIG.6 (a,b) The OBC spectra (circle markers) and PBC spectra (yellow lines) for band-2 in Fig.
3(a) when (a) a, = a, =0 and (b) a, = 0.1915i,a, = 0.1915. The inset in (a) is a
magnification of the spectra near the gap. The filled blue and red circles, respectively, denote
the TES and one representative bulk state, with their field distributions depicted in (c¢) and (d).
The gray dashed lines in the bottom panel of (c) [top panel of (d)] exponentially fit the envelope
of localized states by |(E,)| o< exp(kg x/A) with kg = +0.27 [k = —0.26]. Except for
d, = 0.154 and d;, = 0.854, other parameters are the same as Fig. 3.
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