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Dirac-like band crossings are paradigms in condensed matter systems to emulate high-energy
physics phenomena. They are associated with two aspects: gap and tilting. The ability to design
sign-changing gap gives rise to band topology, whereas the tilting of band crossings which is a
gateway for large gravity-like effects remains uncharted. In this work, we introduce an experimental
platform to realize tilted Dirac-like microwave cone in large-scale superconducting circuit lattices.
The direction and magnitude of the tilt can be controlled by engineering the axially preferred second
neighbor coupling. We demonstrate three lattices with 731-site LC resonator featuring tilt values
of up to 59% of relative difference in the opposite-direction group velocities. This is obtained by
reconstructing the density of states (DOS) of measured microwave resonance frequencies. Harnessing
the tilt of Dirac-like band crossings lays the foundation for weaving the fabric of an emergent solid-
state spacetime.

1. Introduction

Propagation of photons in flat spacetime is character-
ized by the light cones [44] that are associated with the
energy-momentum or dispersion relation ε(p) = c|p| [26]
where c is the speed of light. According to Einstein’s
general relativity, in the presence of a gravity source, the
light cones are tilted towards it [47], implying that the
propagation velocity towards (v−g ) and away (v+g ) from
the gravitational source will not be equivalent anymore.
The amount and direction of the tilting, quantified by
a vector ζ whose magnitude ζ = 2|v−g − v+g |/(v−g + v+g )
is an indicator of the presence of gravity (see Fig 1d)
which defines the structure of the underlying spacetime
metric. However, effects of gravity on light are generally
diminished by small gravity constantG and large speed of
light c [46]. Synthesis of a strongly curved spacetime can
be a useful framework to investigate fundamental ques-
tions such as the quantum entanglement generated by
spacetime curvature [5], behavior of waves [16] and quan-
tum fields in strongly curved geometry [7], measurements
of the stronger form of various properties of the curved
spacetimes such as gravitational red-shift [43] and prop-
erties of blackholes [9]. Strongly curved synthetic space-
time can even be envisaged to employ frame-dragging
properties such as Lens-Thirring [47] effect in spintronics
applications.

Certain periodic solid-state structures show cone-
shaped dispersion relations. Prominent examples are
Dirac and Weyl materials: In quantum materials such
as graphene [2, 28] and its 3D counterparts collectively
known as Dirac [3] or Weyl materials [62], the energy-
momentum dispersion relation in the continuum limit is
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given by the solid-state analog of the dispersion of light
ε(p) = v|p|, except that v is Fermi velocity which is usu-
ally 2 − 3 orders of magnitude smaller than the speed
of light c. The upright Dirac cone is obtained when the
long-wavelength limit is isotropic. However, in the pres-
ence of additional anisotropic hopping, the cone-shaped
crossing can be tilted. Therefore an emergent metric as-
sociated with tilting ζ (see SI) is a universal description of
tilted bands irrespective of whether the tilting is caused
by gravity or solid-state engineering. The advantage of
solid-state platforms over the actual gravity-based space-
time is that, first the tilting parameter can be as large
as tens of percents [24]. Secondly, the ζ can be tuned by
the appropriate design or external fields [41].

In order to obtain a tilted cone from the upright cone
in a honeycomb structure, one has to break the rotational
symmetry by equally hopping-coupling the second neigh-
bors on both sub-lattices in a preferred direction[40, 65].
Quantum materials with such a tilted band crossing in-
clude organic materials [27], hydrogenated graphene [33],
the so-called 8Pmmn borophene [32, 67], 2D quantum
wells [53] and surface of transition metals [36, 37, 57].
The tilt of the Dirac cone is responsible for many unusual
properties [22, 31, 50, 52, 54, 61, 64]. The most striking
of such effects would be an electron transport induced
by the time-gradient of temperature, ∂tT [39] or a tilt-
induced vortical anomaly [45] or violation of fundamen-
tal bounds of nature [38]. Another family would be Weyl
semimetals with |ζ| > 1 known as type-II Weyl semi-
metals that have been considered to represent the interior
of blackholes [19, 21, 58, 60, 68]. The tilting parameter is
a property of a given material and can only be incremen-
tally changed by perturbations such as strain [35]. Other
proposals on selective replacements of boron atoms in
borophene compounds require atomic scale precision in
substitutional doping [65], and therefore remain challeng-
ing. Tuning the tilting of the Dirac cone by electromag-
netic fields [13] leads to undesirable complications, since
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FIG. 1. Lattice structure and resulting microwave
cones a, simple honeycomb lattice with symmetric first
neighbor coupling. b, A second neighbor coupling is added
along a preferred direction shown by the red lines in the y
direction. c-d, Dirac-like microwave cone for a,b lattices, re-
spectively. The group velocities for the left cone at K point
of the Brillouin zone in the y direction are v±g . Introducing
non-symmetric second neighbor coupling results in the tilting
of this Dirac-like microwave cone in +y direction, giving rise
to different group velocities v±g . The other cone at K’ (light
blue) is tilted oppositely.

the mass of the Dirac particle would also depend on the
applied perpendicular electric field. The spin-orbit cou-
pled Dirac cones on the surface of topological insulators
offer a promising platform for the engineering of the tilt
of the Dirac cone by external magnetic influence [24, 41].
Therefore, a crucial step towards the synthesis of arbi-
trary spacetime structure in solid-state systems is reliable
engineering of the tilt of the band crossing at will.

Superconducting circuit lattices have been an attrac-
tive platform to implement and study emerging phe-
nomena in condensed matter physics [10, 51] and quan-
tum simulation [1, 48], because of their design flex-
ibility, low microwave losses, operating at the quan-
tum ground-state, and integrability with superconduct-
ing qubits. Particularly, one- or two-dimensional super-
conducting networks have been used to realize topological
waveguides [29], quantum phase transitions [15], atom-
photon bound states [49], strained graphene models [66],
and hyperbolic lattices [30]. However, those platforms
are compounded by scaling limitations due to the large
lattice unit cell footprint area, and the frequency and
coupling disorder. Superconducting co-planar waveguide
(CPW) resonators [55, 56] are mainly used to create 2D
lattices. However, the CPW resonator unit cell size is
limited by the wavelength and is sensitive to fabrication
disorder due to their micro-meter scale CPW gap size.
Moreover, the geometry and the nature of the distributed

circuit elements in CPW resonator networks limit the im-
plementation of a vast family of lattice structures, such
as honeycomb or square lattices [30].
In this paper, we overcome this challenge by intro-

ducing novel superconducting lumped-element circuit ar-
chitecture based on compact parallel-plate capacitors to
demonstrate large-scale honeycomb lattices with flexi-
ble coupling connectivities. Inspired by the rotational
symmetry-breaking mechanism on the honeycomb lat-
tice [65] for Dirac electrons, we introduce axially pre-
ferred second-neighbor coupling. When this coupling is
the same for both sub-lattices the lattice realizes a tilting
ζ of the microwave cones along the direction of the added
coupling [40] . To study the effect of the second-nearest
neighbor coupling on the tilting angles of the dispersion
relations, we characterize differently designed lattices of
731 sites at 15 mK temperature – far below the super-
conducting critical temperature, where we realize narrow
linewidth low-loss microwave modes– and measure the
DOS of the microwave collective modes to extract the
tilting angles. In this work, we achieve a very strong tilt-
ing that matches the theoretical designed values of 59%
and 43%. To appreciate the significance of the above val-
ues, they should be compared with the tilting of the light
cone by the gravity of the sun that was inferred from the
deflection of the light path [46] and remains 5 orders of
magnitude smaller than our tilt values. Our demonstra-
tion of controllable tilting of the microwave cone can be a
basis for imprinting curvature into the fabric of the syn-
thetic spacetime by allowing the tilt parameter ζ to vary
in space. This finding suggests superconducting circuits
as promising platforms for emulation of aspects of ”gen-
eral relativity in the lab” where one can study various
properties of curved spacetime by variety of solid-state
measurements. Enriching the solid-state platforms with
the luxury of a curved background spacetime heralds pos-
sible new applications that arise from the structure of the
synthetic spacetime geometry.

2. Theory

First we discuss how to synthetically incorporate tilt-
ing to the Dirac-like band crossing within our tight-
binding model. The basic picture consists of adding
anisotropic second neighbor hopping on a honeycomb
lattice which can be conveniently realized by adding a
second neighbor coupling only in one preferred direction
denoted by red lines in the y-direction of Fig.1b. The
first neighbor coupling J generates the parent (upright)
microwave cone, while the selective second neighbor cou-
pling J ′ tilts it by ζ = 2J ′/J . This can be employed for
controlled fabrication of a tilted microwave cone. The
purpose of this paper is to experimentally demonstrate
this concept. The core idea is that a circuit based on a
honeycomb lattice gives rise to a dispersion relation ω(k)
that around the band crossing points will be an upright
microwave cone [40] in exactly the same way that an
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electron in pz orbitals hopping on the honeycomb lattice
of graphene gives rise to a Dirac cone [8] (See Fig. 1a).
Consider the following Hamiltonian on the honeycomb
lattice

H =
∑
i

ωra
†
iai +

∑
i,δ

Ja†i+δai +
∑
i,τ

J ′a†i+τai, (1)

in which ωr denotes the resonance frequency at i’th site.
δ can be any of the three first neighbors connected by
hopping J , whereas τ is the particular second neighbor
denoted by red hopping J ′ in Fig. 1b and is responsible
for tilting the cone. To diagonalize the above Hamilto-
nian, one needs to Fourier transform to k-space. Since at
every unit cell, there are two degrees of freedom associ-
ated with two-sublattices A (B) in Fig. 1a,b denoted by
filled (empty) circles, after Fourier transformation one is
left with a 2 × 2 Bloch Hamiltonian that features band
crossing at two points in the Brillouin zone [40]. This
matrix can be expressed in terms of Pauli matrices σx

and σy (see SI). Breaking the sublattice symmetry would
introduce a perturbation proportional to σz that would
gap out the band crossing. Since here we do not wish to
gap out the band crossing, we introduce the same cou-
pling J ′ for both AA and BB second neighbors.

Since the second neighbor coupling is sub-lattice-
diagonal, the off-diagonal Pauli matrices σx and σy are
ruled out. On the other hand since both sub-lattices are
equally involved, the Pauli matrix σz is also ruled out [6].
Hence, the only remaining choice to describe the effect
of second neighbor coupling will be a term proportional
to unit matrix σ0. This can be understood in terms of
breaking the three-fold C3v symmetry of the honeycomb
lattice down to two-fold C2v symmetry that arises from
uniaxially preferred second neighbor coupling. In fact
the irreducible representations of the C2v symmetry al-
low for a term in the Hamiltonian that is proportional to
the unit matrix σ0 and proportional to the scalar product
of momentum k with some pseudo vector ζ, i.e. a k ·ζσ0

term which is precisely the tilting term [18]. The idea of
breaking C3v symmetry down to C2v symmetry to gener-
ate tilt in the cone is a generic mathematical fact and is
equally valid for any lattice such as 8Pmmn-borophene
material [65].

The honeycomb lattices defined by couplings J with
symmetric first neighbor coupling lead to the crossing of
the bands at two microwave cones indicated in Fig .1c [6].
In the circuit realization, each node is connected to all
three nearest neighbors by inductance L and selectively
to only two second neighbors out of six by a L′ induc-
tance. At every node, a capacitance C is assumed to be
connected to a common ground. Choosing the flux ϕj as
the generalized coordinate, the Lagrangian will be given

by [17]

L =
C

2

∑
j

ϕ̇2
j

− 1

2

∑
j

[∑
δ

(ϕj − ϕj+δ)
2

2L
+
∑
τ

(ϕj − ϕj+τ )
2

2L′

]
, (2)

where δ and τ denote the first and second neighbors.
From the above Lagrangian, the Hamiltonian in terms
of generalized momenta qj = Cϕ̇j (charge at node j)
immediately follows

H =
∑
j

[
q2j
2C

+
ϕ2
j

2Lr

]
−
∑
j

[∑
δ

ϕjϕj+δ

2L
+
∑
τ

ϕjϕj+τ

2L′

]
,

(3)
where L−1

r = 3L−1+2L′−1. Upon defining ωr = 1/
√
LrC

and J = − 1
L

√
Lr

C and J ′ = − 1
L′

√
Lr

C , the circuit

model (2) becomes a realization of the Hamiltonian (1)
that can be synthesized in the lab. Therefore, the tilting
parameter ζ = 2J ′/J in our realization becomes [40]

ζ =
2L

L′ . (4)

This profound formula shows that the dimensionless tilt-
ing of the microwave cones is simply tunable by adjusting
the ratio of the first and second neighbor inductances in
a circuit. Note that in the above derivation, we have ne-
glected the boundary effects. The missing connections at
the edge slightly modify ωr. This must be considered in
the numerical computations and interpretation of data
for finite lattices. Euler-Lagrange equations of motion
for the above Lagrangian are equivalent to Kirchhoff’s
law (c.f. SI). Due to the second time derivative which
is a characteristic of the bosonic Harmonic oscillators,
the eigenvalues of the equation of motion will be ω2/ω2

0

with ω2
0 = 1/(LC), where ω are resonance frequencies ob-

tained from the Hamiltonian (3). It has been shown [40]
that the above Hamiltonian features a tilted microwave
cone where the tilt parameter is given by ζ in Eq. (4)
(please see SI for more details).
The general-relativistic significance of a tilt ζ in the

dispersion relation is that for infinite system the disper-
sion relation can be represented as gµνkµkν = 0 [24, 59]
where kµ = (−ω/v, kx, ky). The emergent spacetime met-
ric gµν defined by ds2 = −v2dt2+(dx−vζdt)2 is precisely
the matrix inverse of the above gµν that arises from the
tilted Dirac-like dispersion relation [13, 14, 23, 25]. For
details please refer to SI. Note that the above metric can
be obtained from the metric ds2 = −v2dt2 + dx2 of up-
right Dirac cone, by transformation t → t, x → x− ζvt.
This transformation allows us to attribute the difference
between the group velocities v+g and v−g in Fig. 1.b to a
moving frame [24]. In another words, converting an up-
right cone to a tilted cone is a solid-state realization of a
moving frame.
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FIG. 2. Large-scale superconducting circuit lattices. a, The circuit diagram of a honeycomb lattice with uniaxial second
nearest neighbor coupling. Nearest neighbor nodes are connected with lumped element inductance L, while the second nearest
neighbors are coupled with inductance L′. Each node is grounded through a constant capacitance C. The finite circuit lattice is
weakly coupled to the external measurement circuit chain through a coupling capacitance Cc followed by an impedance-matched
waveguide. b, Nanofabrication process flow for realization of our superconducting circuit lattice. The inductors and bottom
plates of capacitors are lithographically defined with 75 nm of Aluminum. A 200 nm dielectric layer of aSi is deposited and
covered by a 150 nm Al layer defining the top capacitor plates and the ground plane. c, False-colored SEM image showing
a capacitor cross-section. d-e, Optical micrographs showing the honeycomb superconducting circuit lattice. f, Optical image
showing a full chip with 731 sites. The chip is coupled on two sides to co-planar waveguides through the coupling capacitors
shown in the inset.

3. Fabrication of superconducting circuit
lattice

In order to experimentally implement the circuit model
in Eq. (3), we introduce a novel superconducting circuit
lattice architecture based on the lumped element parallel-
plate capacitors and planar meander inductors. Figure 2a
shows the circuit diagram of the lattice, where each node
on the honeycomb structure is connected to a common
ground by a capacitor (C), and the first and second near-
est neighbor nodes are connected via inductors, L and L′

respectively. A finite lattice can be coupled to a mea-
surement circuit chain through a coupling capacitor Cc

connected to a 50-Ω impedance-matched waveguide. As
shown in Fig.2c, to realize such a lattice, first, we litho-
graphically define meander inductors and bottom plates
of capacitors with 75 nm sputtered aluminum on a high-
resistivity silicon substrate. Next, we deposit a 200 nm
amorphous silicon at 200°C using PECVD to ensure per-
fect step coverage. To reduce the capacitors’ footprint,
amorphous silicon is chosen as the dielectric material due
to its relatively low microwave losses [42] and high di-
electric coefficient (ϵr ≃ 11.7). Finally, we deposit the
top Al layer defining the ground plane and covering the
entire circuit, except for meander inductors. This min-
imizes undesirable parasitic couplings between adjacent
inductors. Figures 2 d, e, and f show microscope images

of the fabricated device with 731 nodes. Cross-section
SEM images show perfect step coverage of the dielectric
layer in the capacitors (Fig.2c). The coupling ports of
the lattice are shown in the inset of Fig.2f. The value
of coupling capacitance (Fig.2f inset) is chosen to maxi-
mize transmission between two ports of the lattice (See
SI). To reduce the impact of edge modes, we simulated
the best nodes to couple input and output ports on the
edges before the fabrication (see SI). Compared to CPW
lattices [55], the present lumped element circuit architec-
ture results in a superconducting circuit with 1000-fold
smaller form factors of only 0.02 mm2 footprint. This en-
ables the realization of large-scale and low-disorder cir-
cuit lattices. In this work, we designed three devices
with identical L = 0.37 nH and C = 8.1 pF. In one de-
vice there is no second neighbor inductor whereas the
other two have L′ = 1.9 nH, and 1.4 nH. According to
Eq.(4), three devices are designed to have tilt parameters
of ζ = 0, 0.40, 0.52.

4. Experimental Results

In order to extract the spectrum of the device, we mea-
sure the microwave transmission scattering parameter
S21 through its two coupling ports. Figure 3a schemat-
ically shows the measurement chain consisting of a mi-
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FIG. 3. Observation of the band structure and tilted Dirac-like microwave cones. a, Experimental setup for
the measurement of scattering parameter S21. The superconducting device is operated in a dilution refrigerator with a base
temperature of 15 mK. b, The plot of measured transmission coefficient |S21|2 of the lattice with L′ = 1.9 nH as a function
of frequency. The inset magnifies the data of the indicated green-shaded frequency range. c-e, Experimentally extracted (blue
bar) and theoretically computed (orange bar) DOS of devices with different ζ parameters. The green curve is the DOS of infinite
lattice for the indicated numerically fitted parameters demonstrating the substantial lattice size of the fabricated devices. The
insets show the corresponding circuit layout. f -h, Reconstructed microwave band structure of each device. i-k, 2D cross-section
of the band structure along KK’ line emphasizing the tilting of the Dirac-like microwave cone. The tangents indicate the cone’s
lateral side, and the red solid axis indicates the tilting.
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crowave vector network analyzer, cryogenic attenuators,
a cryogenic amplifier, and a microwave isolator. The de-
vice is operated at the 15 mK stage of a dilution refrig-
erator.

The measured transmission coefficient |S21|2 for the
device with L′ = 1.9 nH is displayed in Fig. 3b. The
inset shows that individual resonances are well separated.
To automate the detection of resonance peaks, we have
developed an algorithm based on phase gradients (PhG)
and amplitude of the recorded trace S21 (See SI). In this
way we are able to detect 98% of the modes prior to
manual verification.

The DOS of the devices is constructed from identified
resonance frequencies shown in Figs. 3 c-e with blue bar
plots. The actual values of the parameters ω0 and ζ for
each device are obtained by fitting the numerically com-
puted DOS for our theoretical model on a finite lattice
to the measured DOS. These are denoted by orange bar
plots in Fig. 3c-e in good agreement with the measured
DOS (blue bars). The curved plot is the DOS of the infi-
nite lattice corresponding to the fitted values of ω0 and ζ.
The good matching between the measured DOS and the
infinite lattice DOS is a result of large number of sites
that are achievable in our platform.

The DOS for both finite and infinite lattice feature two
sharp features known as van Hove singularities on two
sides of the Dirac-like crossing point which arise from sad-
dle points in the dispersion relation. This aspect is simi-
lar to the van Hove singularities in graphene with ζ = 0 .
However, the DOS for the circuit lattice is not symmetric
as in graphene. The asymmetry is due to the fact that
the eigenvalues of the admittance matrix of circuit lattice
are (ω/ω0)

2 [40]. Upon increasing ζ, as can be seen by
comparing Figs. 3 c-e, this asymmetry is enhanced. Fur-
thermore, additional van Hove singularities in the DOS
appear for non-zero ζ . In Figs.3f-h the band structure
of the infinite lattice corresponding to fitted values of ω0

and ζ is plotted as a function of two-dimensional k⃗ in
the 1st Brillouin zone. Finally, in Figs. 3i-k the cross-
section of the 3D band structure along the KK’ direction
is shown, exhibiting stronger tilt for larger ζ guided by
solid red lines at the crossing point. Note that the effect
of the parameter ζ is not limited to tilting at frequencies
around the crossing point. As can be seen in both DOS
and band structure plots, the effect of second neighbor
coupling is not limited to tilting of the features around
the Dirac-like crossing point. Frequencies away from the
crossing point are also substantially affected by the ζ.
Recently it has been shown that the bending of the en-
ergy scales above the Dirac node in fermionic tilted Dirac
cones are essential in producing smart black holes capa-
ble of correctly reproducing temperature and entropy of
the general-relativistic black holes [63].

5. Conclusion and outlook

In this work, we introduced a novel experimental plat-
form to demonstrate deterministic tilting of a Dirac-like
microwave band crossing by desired amount. Harnessing
the tilting of a microwave band structure is tantamount
to engineering the fabric of the ensuing emergent space-
time geometry. Spatial/temporal manipulation of circuit
parameters of the lattice results in ζ(x, t), thereby in-
ducing the Painlevé-Gulstrand (PG) family of spacetime

metric ds2 = −v2dt2 + (dx− vζ(x, t)dt)
2
[34]. Since vζ

represents a moving frame velocity, a variable ζ will cor-
respond to acceleration which according to general rel-
ativity principles correspond to a curved spacetime ge-
ometry. Examples of gravity-like effects arising from x-
and/or t-dependent ζ that can be studies in supercon-
ducting circuits include: (1) Time dilation: One mani-
festation of this effect would be enhancement of the DOS
slope around the band crossing point – similar to that in
Figs. 3c-e. This immediately follows from the fact that
tilting a cone changes the constant energy surface from

circle to ellipse whose area is enhanced by 1/
√

1− ζ2

[40]. The same enhancement is expected to appear in the
measurements of ”time” intervals. Setting dx = 0 in the

invariant distance ds2 ≡ −dτ2 leads to dt = dτ/
√
1− ζ2.

This means that time intervals depend on the local value
of ζ. Note that the ”time” here does not refer to the
time measured by the clocks in the lab, rather, it is de-
fined by the frequency of the probe LC resonator at a
particular point of the lattice that plays the role of co-
ordinate clock in the relativity. A smoking gun evidence
of underlying spacetime metric would be to use identical
probe LC resonators to measure the dependence of their
frequencies on ζ in the different devices or different ar-
eas of the same device with spatially variable ζ. Due to
moving frame interpretation of the tilt parameter, this
resembles the different rates of clocks in moving space-
ships with different speeds. (2) Gravitomagnetic effects:
When the ζ starts to depend on space and/or time, we
will have a solid state realization of the corresponding
PG spacetime. Creating a vortex profile for ζ with non-
zero ∇× ζ = ω will generate a geometry that looks like
a rotating gravitational source [14, 20, 45]. One way to
achieve the above vortex profile in the background PG
spacetime is to implement a gradient in x direction in
the circuit elements of our devices featuring a tilt in the
y direction. The above tilt profile is a ”gravito”-magnetic
field [20, 45], thereby cyclotron-like orbits in the classi-
cal limit and Landau-quantization behavior with char-
acteristic

√
n energy levels for the microwaves are ex-

pected. This can serve as a smoking gun evidence of
gravito-magnetic effects in circuits. (3) Generation of
”gravitational” waves: Josephson-based flux tunable in-
ductors can be used to imprint a spatial profile on the
circuit parameters by magnetic fields that amounts to
non-uniformity in the PG spacetime parameters. Even
for a spatially uniform flux, driving it with frequency
ωgw drives the PG spacetime at the same frequency, and
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hence can be regarded as a way of generation of ”gravita-
tional waves” at least when ωgw is smaller than the nat-
ural frequency ωr of the circuit. (4) Quantum behavior
and the curved spacetime: Our platform becomes a viable
route to integrate superconducting qubits with large scale
circuit lattices to study the role of ”curved spacetime” in
mediation of entanglement between the qubits [4, 11, 12]
.
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Grass, Vladan Vuletić, Nikolai Kiesel, and Markus As-

pelmeyer. Cooling of a levitated nanoparticle to the mo-
tional quantum ground state. Science, 367(6480):892–895,
February 2020.

[13] T. Farajollahpour, Z. Faraei, and S. A. Jafari. Solid-
state platform for space-time engineering: The 8pmmn
borophene sheet. Physical Review B, 99(23), June 2019.

[14] T. Farajollahpour and S. A. Jafari. Synthetic non-abelian
gauge fields and gravitomagnetic effects in tilted Dirac
cone systems. Physical Review Research, 2(2), June 2020.

[15] Rosario Fazio and Herre Van Der Zant. Quantum phase
transitions and vortex dynamics in superconducting net-
works. Physics Reports, 355(4):235–334, 2001.

[16] F. G. Friedlander. The Wave Equation on a Curved
Space-time. Cambridge University Press, 1975.

[17] S. M. Girvin. Circuit QED: superconducting qubits cou-
pled to microwave photons, page 113–256. Oxford Univer-
sity Press, Oxford, June 2014.

[18] M. O. Goerbig, J.-N. Fuchs, G. Montambaux, and
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In this supplement, in addition to providing pedagogical introduction to the concepts from special/general relativity
that can be followed with basic solid-state physics background, we offer details of the computations to enable a self-
contained understanding of the main text.

1. From dispersion relation to spacetime metric

In this paper we draw implications for the structure of underlying ”spacetime” by looking into the dispersion relation
that gives energy of excitations as a function of their wave-vector k. It is important to make a connection between
the dispersion relation of excitations and the geometry of the spacetime. In this section we motivate how the tilting
of dispersion relation can be related to a non-trivial spacetime metric. The upper limit of speeds for fundamental
particles that are excitations in the vacuum is given by the speed of light c, whereas in the solid-state it is given by
another velocity scale that associates an energy scale with hoppings to neighboring lattice sites. For simplicity we set
the velocity scale to unit in the following discussion to emphasize that the mathematical structure is the same for
fundamental particles in the vacuum and excitations on a lattice.

In three space dimensions the space and time coordinates can be combined into a single spacetime vector called a
four-vector xµ = (t,x) where x = (x, y, z). Likewise in two space dimensions where x = (x, y), the spacetime vector
xµ with µ = 0, 1, 2 will denote a ”three vector” in the spacetime. Corresponding to the above spacetime coordinates
xµ one can define components of a gradient vector ∂µ ≡ ∂/∂xµ. We know that quantum mechanically the time
derivative ∂0 = ∂/∂t is related to energy and ∇ = ∂/∂x is related to momentum. Therefore (setting ℏ = 1 so that
momentum p = ℏk will be the same as wave vector k) it is natural to combine energy and momentum to form another
spacetime vector kµ = (−ε,k). To see where does this notation come from, let us start with the energy-momentum

dispersion relation for upright Dirac cone, i.e. ε = ±
√
|k|2 +m2 where the mass m could be zero or non-zero. One

can write it equivalently as −ε2 + k2 = −m2. This relation can be cast into matrix form

(−ε, k1, k2)

−1 0 0
0 1 0
0 0 1

−ε
k1
k2

 = −m2. (S1)

Using the shorthand notation kµ = (−ε,k) and denoting the 3× 3 matrix by ηµν = diag(−1, 1, 1), the above equation
can be written in the covariant (and compact) form∑

µν

kµη
µνkν = −m2 → kµη

µνkν = −m2, (S2)

where we have used Einstein’s summation convention that implies a summation over repeated indices that appear as
both subscript and superscript. This allows to save in writing

∑
symbols. The set of transformations−ε′

k′1
k′2

 =

Λ0
0 Λ1

0 Λ2
0

Λ0
1 Λ1

1 Λ2
1

Λ0
2 Λ1

2 Λ2
2

−ε
k1
k2

 (S3)

or in compact form k′µ = Λν
µkν that leave the left side of Eq. (S2) invariant, i.e. lead to the equation k′µη

µνk′ν = −m2

are called Lorentz transformation [5]. Therefore the Dirac type dispersion relation is intimately related to the metric
ηµν = diag(−1, 1, 1) of the 1+2 dimensional Minkowski spacetime. This is how the dispersion relation of the excitations
informs about the geometry of the underlying spacetime structure. Therefore it is not surprising that the tilting of the
Dirac cone can be accommodated by adding extra entries to the spacetime metric that defines the length of spacetime
energy-momentum vectors.

To work out the spacetime metric that corresponds to a tilted Dirac cone, let us simply start from the dispersion
relation of a tilted Dirac cone ε = ±

√
k2 +m2 + ζ.k where ζ is the amount of tilting. It can be rearranged into the

form −(ε − ζk)2 + k2 = −m2. Expanding the left hand side and using the spacetime vector notation kµ = (−ε,k)
the dispersion relation can be cast into the form gµνkµkν = −m2 where

gµν =

−1 −ζx −ζy
−ζx 1− ζ2x −ζxζy
−ζy −ζyζx 1− ζ2y

 , (S4)

defines a metric to measure the length of energy-momentum vectors using their covariant components kµ as gµνkµkν .
Inverting the above matrix gives the metric components gµν that can be used to evaluate the length of spacetime
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FIG. S1. Top and side view of the honeycomb graph formed by circuit elements.

vectors xµ as gµνx
µxν where

gµν =

−1 + ζ2 −ζx −ζy
−ζx 1 0
−ζy 0 1

 . (S5)

Using the above metric, length of an infinitesimal spacetime vector dxµ is ds2 = gµνdx
µdxν . After using the above

matrix and simplification it becomes ds2 = −dt2 + (dx − ζdt)2 which is a compact representation of the spacetime
that corresponds to a tilted Dirac cone. In fact setting ζ = 0 gives the familiar length element −dt2 + dx2 of the
Minkowski spacetime that corresponds to the dispersion relation of an upright Dirac cone. This reveals a simple but
profound fact: The metric of a tilted Dirac cone can be obtained from the metric of the upright Dirac cone by the
”moving frame” transformation

t → t, x → x− ζt. (S6)

This means that the spacetime of a tilted Dirac cone is like a moving frame with respect to an upright Dirac cone. The
ability to make tilting parameter or frame velocity ζ to depend on space and/or time will be a variable velocity and
hence an acceleration. On the other hand, according to principles of general relativity, accelerated frame is equivalent
to a spacetime geometry. This is how tilt parameters as moving frame velocity will be able to imprint a spacetime
geometry on our circuit lattice. The above argument relies only on the conic shape of the dispersion relation. In the
case of Fermions such cones are called Dirac cones. In the case of visible light it is called light cone. In the case of
circuit resonators, microwave cone would be an appropriate name for the Dirac-like dispersion. We use both Dirac
(-like) and microwave cones interchangeably.

2. Theory of tilted microwave cone in circuit resonator graphs

The structure of the circuit lattice is shown in Fig. S1. Left and right parts indicate top and side view. Each node
or site is connected to its first three neighbors via the base inductance L and to the common ground by a capacitor
C. If these were the only edges on the honeycomb lattice, one would obtain upright Dirac cone [3] similar to the case
of Graphene. To externally impose a preferred axis in the plane of honeycomb lattice, we connect each node to its
second neighbors in the horizontal (y) direction by an inductance L′. The other four second neighbors links are not
present. This procedure promotes the honeycomb lattice into honeycomb graph. This essential step is responsible
for tilting of the resulting microwave cone. The unit cell which is shown in the top view by dashed lines contains
two nodes (belonging to A and B sub-lattices, respectively). The structure is repeated in both x and y directions to
ensure a two-dimensional nature. Theoretically it can be subject to open or periodic boundary condition, whereas in
the lab open boundary conditions will be realized.

In order to find the equations of the circuit we start from the Lagrangian we introduced in the main text 2. We
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use Euler-Lagrange equations to find the differential equations for the voltages at each node:

d

dt

∂L
∂ϕ̇j

=
∂L
∂ϕj

Substituting the Lagrangian in the above equation we get

Cϕ̇i = −

[∑
δ

ϕi − ϕi+δ

L
+

∑
τ

ϕi − ϕi+τ

L′

]
.

In this equation δ runs over all first neighbors’ and τ shows second neighbors’ which is limited only to the ±(a1−a2)
second-neighbors of the ith site. Note that the left side is the current through the capacitor connected to node i and
the right side is the sum of currents through this node connected to inductors. Therefore these are the Kirchhoff
current law (KCL) equations for each node. Using time harmonic solutions for each node’s voltage we get∑

δ

Vi − Vi+δ

iωL
+

∑
τ

Vi − Vi+τ

iωL′ + iωCVi = Ii. (S7)

The sum over τ of the second neighbors encodes the uni-axial preference at the lattice level by excluding the other
four second-neighbors ±a1 and ±a2. To account for the open boundary condition in the experiment, when this site is
located on the (open) boundary of the lattice, corresponding first or second neighbors will be excluded from the sum.
We consider this point when we numerically solve the problem for a finite lattice. Also note that, in this equation
we assume there could be an external current source Ii injecting at node i that can be used for the excitation of the
circuit by external current. For example if we want to send a signal to the lattice via a specific site or measure the
output signal from another site we set these site’s current to a desired nonzero value. To find the natural resonances
of the lattice, no probe external currents are required and we set the values of all the external currents to zero. In
this situation all the KCL equations for lattice sites can be written in a matrix equation,

Y


...
Vi

...

 = 0.

In this equation Y is the admittance matrix of the lattice which encompasses the admittance connectivity of the sites.
Nonzero elements in its i’th row are the values related to the KCL equation for this site. Note that 0 is a zero vector
whose length is equal to the number of sites. By multiplying iωL to the equation we get a much simpler equation for
each row. ∑

δ

(Vi − Vi+δ) +
ζ

2

∑
τ

(Vi − Vi+τ ) =

(
ω

ω0

)2

Vi,

where ω0 = 1/
√
LC and ζ = 2L/L′. These new equations form a matrix equation DV = (ω/ω0)

2V where D is
a Hermitian dynamical matrix. This equation is an eigenvalue problem with eigenvalues λ = (ω/ω0)

2. We denote
the the j’th eigenvalue and its corresponding normalized eigenvector by λj and Vj which is column vector with Ns

(number of sites) components. We define Γ as the diagonal matrix of eigenvalues which is real and Ṽ as the matrix

consisting of eigenvector Vj which is a unitary matrix. Therefore we get the relation D = Ṽ ΓṼ †. Note that the
relation between D and Y is

iωLY = D − λI (S8)

where I is the identity matrix.

A. Fourier analysis for infinite lattice

For a lattice with periodic boundary condition the discrete transnational symmetry between unit cells denoted in
Fig. S1 allows us to use 2D discrete Fourier transform to reduce the eigenvalue problem to a two dimensional matrix
eigenvalue problem in the momentum space that can immediately give the band structure. Each unit cell has two
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sites belonging to sub-lattices A and B. Here we use another subscript to specify the sublattice. Therefore Vis is the
voltage on unit cell i and sublattice s which can be either A or B. By employing discrete translation symmetry via
Fourier transform, we write Vis =

∑
k Vkse

ik.ri in which k = (kx, ky) is the wave vector in the k-space and ri shows
the two dimensional position of each unit cell. By scaling k the position label of the nodes can be correspondingly
changed, so we can set a1(2) = a0(

√
3,±1)/2 in which a0 is distance between second neighbors. Also, the reciprocal

lattice vectors are b1(2) = 2π(1/
√
3,±1)/a0. Note that since the frequency (energy) scales are determined by the

capacitance C and the inductance L,L′, the parameter a0 serves only for labeling and has no effect on the dispersion
relation, so it can be assume to be the unit. When we are on node A(B) the first neighbor distances are given by

shifting by the bond length of a0/
√
3 along either of the three bonds of honeycomb lattice. Defining δ = (1, 0)a0/

√
3

the three first neighbors are given by

δ1 = δ , δ2 = ∓a1 + δ , δ3 = ∓a2 + δ.

In this basis, our chosen second neighbor vectors are given by

τ = ±(a1 − a2).

Applying Fourier transform to the matrix equation we get(
ϵ(k) ∆(k)
∆∗(k) ϵ(k)

)(
VkA

VkB

)
=

(
ω

ω0

)2 (
VkA

VkB

)
, (S9)

where

ϵ(k) = 3 + ζ(1− cosk.(a1 − a2)),

∆(k) = −1− e−ik.a1 − e−ik.a2 .

Solving this two by two matrix eigenvalue problem we have two frequency bands with values

ω± = ω0

√
ϵ± |∆|.

When ∆ = 0 the the two bands touch each other. To prove that this defines a Dirac-like band crossing, we need to
show that around this points the dispersion relation is linear like Dirac materials. In k-space the location of these
points are obtained from these conditions

1 + coskD.a1 + coskD.a2 = 0,

sinkD.a1 + sinkD.a2 = 0.

The only possible solution is when kD.(a1 + a2) = 2mπ and kD.a1 = ±2π/3 + 2nπ (m,n ∈ N) which result in

kDx =
2mπ√
3a0

, kDy = ± 4π

3a0
+ (2n−m)

2π

a0
.

There are two distinct Dirac-like points (two valleys) in 1st Brillouin zone given by K(K ′) = 2π/(3a0)(
√
3, ν) where

ν = ±1. The resonance frequency at Dirac points is

ωD = ω0

√
3(1 + ζ/2). (S10)

In the next step we expand the band dispersion around Dirac points by considering the resonance frequency ω =
ωD + δω and wave vector k = kD + δk. Now the matrix elements of Eq. S9 take the form

ϵ(k) = 3(1 + ζ/2) +
√
3ν

ζ

2
δk.(a1 − a2) = 3(1 + ζ/2) +

√
3ν

ζ

2
a0δky

∆(k) = − i

2
δk.(a1 + a2) + τ

√
3

2
δk.(a1 − a2) =

√
3

2
a0(−iδkx + τδky).

Therefore the resonance frequency expansion around Dirac points is

δω±

ω0
=

1

4
√
1 + ζ/2

(
νζδky ±

√
δk2x + δk2y

)
which is a linear dispersion relation with a cone shape in ω − k space. The first term shows tilting of the Dirac cone
along the νy = ±y directions for valleys ν = ± corresponding two Dirac points K and K ′. Therefore the uni-axial
preference incorporated by the inductance L′ along ±y axis has lead to the tilting of one of the Dirac cones, one along
+y and the other one along the −y direction.
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B. Coupling finite lattice to input and output ports

In order to measure resonance frequencies of the finite lattice we need to locally excite the circuit lattice. We do
this at a site on one of the borders of the lattice in a range of frequencies and measure the output signal at another
site in the other side of the lattice. The ratio of output voltage (V +

out) to input voltage (V +
in ) is called the transmission

scattering matrix S21. There is also a reflection from input (V −
in ) and its ratio to input voltage is called reflection

scattering matrix element S11. By sweeping a range of input frequencies, at certain resonances (eigen-frequencies)
the lattice lets the signal to pass through, leading to sharp peaks in S21 at such frequencies. In this subsection we
compute the dependence of scattering matrix to the admittance of the lattice and the impedance of input or output
coupling elements. In the next section we use this relation to determine the best range for the values of coupling
parameters in order to attain sharp peaks on S21 with small line-width. In another words we require the resonances
to have high quality factors.

Consider a finite honeycomb lattice of inductors and capacitor elements with admittance Y which has an input and
output ports on two given sites m and n as in Fig. S2. Each of these sites are connected to standard transmission
lines with impedance Z0 via two coupling capacitors Cc.

FIG. S2. Finite lattice with admittance matrix Y , connected at two sites m and n to input and output transmission line using
coupling capacitors Cc.

The input voltage is divided to two forward and backward parts. The output voltage has only forward part:

Vin = V +
in + V −

in , Vout = V +
out. (S11)

Using transmission line theory [4] the currents on input (output) ports are related to input (output) voltages using
Z0 via

Im =
V +
in

Z0
− V −

in

Z0
, In = −V +

out

Z0
. (S12)

Next we write Ohm’s law for the left (right) coupling capacitor which has impedance Z−1
c = iωCc as

Vin − Vm = ZcIm , Vout − Vn = ZcIn. (S13)

Our finite lattice with Ns sites is defined with an admittance matrix which is obtained from KCL Eq. (S7) on each
site. Here the external current exists only for sites m or n and the external current at all other sites is zero. The
matrix equation for the finite lattice takes the form:

Y



...
Vm

...
Vn

...


=


0
Im
0
In
0

 .

In this equation each 0 is vector whose length matches with the number of sites up to Vm, between Vm and Vn and
below Vn. For simplicity we define Y −1 = Z. This is actually is the Green’s function for our structure. By using Eq.
S8 we get the following relation for impedance matrix:

Z = iωL(D − λI)−1.
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When we substitute D by the eigenvalue matrix Γ and eigenvector matrix Ṽ the above relation is simplified to

Z = iωLṼ (Γ− λI)−1Ṽ †. (S14)

Since all external currents for the lattice except m’th and n’th sites are zero we get:

Vm = ZmmIm + ZmnIn,

Vn = ZnmIm + ZnnIn.

Note that using Eq. S14 we can find any element Zmn as follows:

Zmn(λ)/(iωL) =
∑
jl

Ṽmjδjl
1

λj − λ
Ṽ †
ln =

∑
j

Ṽmj Ṽ
∗
nj

1

λj − λ
.

Now we substitute Vm, Vn, Im and In in terms of V +
in , V

−
in and V +

out using Eqs. S11, S12 and S13 to obtain:

V +
in + V −

in − Zc

Z0
(V +

in − V −
in ) = Zmm

V +
in − V −

in

Z0
+ Zmn

−V +
out

Z0
,

V +
out(1 +

Zc

Z0
) = Znm

V +
in − V −

in

Z0
+ Znn

−V +
out

Z0
.

By solving these two equations we obtain V −
in and V +

out in term of V +
in . Therefore the scattering parameters S11 and

S21 which are the reflection and transmission from input and output ports will be given by:

S11 =
(Zmm + Zc − Z0)(Znn + Zc + Z0)− ZmnZnm

(Zmm + Zc + Z0)(Znn + Zc + Z0)− ZmnZnm
, (S15)

S21 =
2Z0Znm

(Zmm + Zc + Z0)(Znn + Zc + Z0)− ZmnZnm
. (S16)

When we tune the excitation frequency near one of resonances (eigenvalues) for example λj = (ωj/ω0)
2 each of

impedance matrix elements in S21 relation is approximated by its leading term,

Zmn ≈ Ṽmj Ṽ
∗
nj

iωjL

λj − λ
.

Then we substitute these approximate impedance matrix elements in S21 and simplify to obtain,

S21 ≈
2Z0Ṽnj Ṽ

∗
mj

(Zc + Z0)(|Ṽnj |2 + |Ṽmj |2)
1

1 +
(λj−λ)(Zc+Z0)

iωjL(|Vmj |2+|Vnj |2)

.

When we substitute λj and λ = (ωj + δω)/ω0 we get a Lorentzian behavior around each resonance.

3. Design and simulation

A. Designing the value of lattice capacitor and inductance values

B. Finite lattice mode shapes

To approach the frequency spectrum of a very large (effectively infinite) network and examine any distortions within
it, we need to increase the network size. However, due to synthesis limitations, we can practically only increase the
number of network sites to a certain extent. In this section, we proceed with the design for a network with 731
sites. Figure S3 shows the connection design of this network. Additionally, in the graph of Figure S3, the frequency
spectrum of this network is compared with that of an infinite network for the same value of ζ = 0.4. As is evident,
these two spectra are very close to each other.

Figure S4 shows the intensity of the eigenvectors on the network for 25 modes around the Dirac frequency. As
observed, the intensity concentration in different modes varies across different sites. In modes where the intensity
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FIG. S3. Resonance mode diagrams (black dots) for a network with limited dimensions and a specified number of sites based
on mode number - for comparison, the resonance frequencies of an infinite network with translation symmetry (blue curve)
are also plotted. The dashed line indicates the Dirac frequency. All frequencies are plotted in the normalized state. Since the
number of modes depends on the number of sites, to align the horizontal axes of the two graphs for comparison, normalization
is performed by dividing the mode number by the total number of modes.

concentration is on the edges, the impact of the edge and open boundary condition is more pronounced, for example,
see modes 373 to 381. By examining all the eigenvectors, it is generally observed in this structure that in the edge
modes, the intensity is concentrated at the corners, and the intensity on the boundary edge is much lower. This
insight helps us choose the location of the input and output signals to excite the network. Considering that we aim
to excite the bulk resonance frequencies within the network as much as possible and reduce edge effects as much as
possible, we avoid the corners and connect the input/output port to the middle of the edges.

C. Coupling Capacitor Optimum Value

Using the relation (S16) for S21 we can calculate the scattering matrix for a finite lattice for different values of
coupling capacitor. We define ϱ = Cc/C as the coupling ratio. Our Lattice has 731 sites and the parameters of
lattice are: C = 8.07 pF , L = 0.37 nH and ζ = 2

5.02 ≈ 0.4. Solving eigenvalue problem we first find the resonances
(eigenvalues) and their corresponding eigenvectors. The input and output locations is on the edges of the lattice
as discussed in the previous sub-section. In Fig. S5 we plot the magnitude and phase of S21 on different range of
frequencies for four coupling ratios ϱ = 0.001, 0.01, 0.1, 1. As can be seen, smaller ϱ produces sharper peaks with
lower line-width. Also the phase has higher slope at resonance. But the main problem is that the signal is very weak.
For example for ϱ = 0.001 (blue curves) the peaks have values around −50 dB which is very low for practical purposes.
As ϱ increases the line-width grows which hinders the peak detection process, see e.g. ϱ = 1 (green curves). The
best range for ϱ is between 0.01 to 0.1. We choose ϱ = 0.1 in order to compensate for parasitic effects in fabricated
structure.
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367: 7! = 1.80 368: 7! = 1.81 369: 7! = 1.81 370: 7! = 1.81 371: 7! = 1.82

372: 7! = 1.82 373: 7! = 1.84 374: 7! = 1.84 375: 7! = 1.84 376: 7! = 1.86

377: 7! = 1.88 378: 7! = 1.89 379: 7! = 1.90 380: 7! = 1.91 381: 7! = 1.93

382: 7! = 1.94 383: 7! = 1.95 384: 7! = 1.95 385: 7! = 1.95 386: 7! = 1.96

387: 7! = 1.96 388: 7! = 1.97 389: 7! = 1.97 390: 7! = 1.97 391: 7! = 1.97

FIG. S4. Intensity representation for the eigenvectors on the network. The mode number and its normalized
frequency are specified above each figure. Note that as the intensity increases, the points become darker. Also, red and blue
colors indicate the positive or negative sign of S2 or S21.

4. Data processing

A. Peak Detection Algorithm

In this section, we explain how to find resonances from the measured data of scattering matrix S21. Normally,
at each resonance, the magnitude (|S21|) and phase gradient (PhG) of S21 indicates a peak. Generally, we can look
at PhG and find its resonances using peak detection algorithms. In such algorithms, first we filter PhG to make
it smoother and attenuate noise effects using the Savitzky-Golay filtering method [6]. Next, the frequency range is
divided into small slices, and in each slice, the average and standard deviation (std) of PhG are calculated. Then,
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FIG. S5. a, b and c show S21(dB) for three frequency ranges. The corresponding phase of S21 for each range is shown below
it. The blue, red, black and green colors are for ϱ = 0.001, 0.01, 0.1, 1 respectively.

if the height of a PhG peak crosses the average more than one standard deviation, then the peak is counted. There
are two sources for the error in peak locations: Due to unwanted noises in some frequency ranges the detection is
hard and there can be fake peaks in noisy sections. Also in some frequencies the height of PhG peaks are very low
and not able to cross the desired height level leading to missing some peaks. Therefore, to make sure we detect the
right resonances, we additionally use the magnitude peak to find resonances. In this method, often due to the Fano
resonance effect [2], the |S21| behavior near resonance has a peak-dip character. To identify such Fano resonances, we
find local maxima and minima of |S21| and compare the distance between them. If a peak and a dip frequency distance
is lower than a threshold we record them as one resonance. Also, we keep the remaining resonances corresponding
to a peak or dip. Finally, when we determine the resonance frequencies using both magnitude and PhG we contrast
them. If two resonances from both methods are close to each other (in the scale of their line-widths) we record it as
one resonance. In the end, we add the remaining resonances of |S21| to our final list to compensate for the resonances
missed by PhG method due to their low hight.

In Figs. S6 and S7, we show the results of the resonance detection method over the entire frequency range of
measurement (0.5 GHz to 10 GHz) in 8 intervals with the range of 300 MHz for the structure with the designed value
of ζ = 2

5.02 ≈ 0.4. In Figs. S6a and S6b, PhG is very noisy and hence we use |S21| for peak detection. Note that in
this region there are only peaks in |S21| with no dips. In other frequency ranges, besides PhG and |S21| peaks, the
sharp dips of |S21| help us to locate the resonances more accurately. In the frequency range of Fig. S7b, because we
are around Dirac point, number of resonances significantly decreases. Above this range in Figs. S7c and S7d, again
the number of resonances sharply increases. Also, the DOS in these regions is larger than in the intervals around the
Dirac points.

B. Determination of the bandwidth of resonances

After finding resonance frequencies we have to determine the bandwidth of each resonance in order to ensure the
resonances are sharp enough with narrow bandwidth. We divide the whole frequency in segments each containing
one resonance. The location of divisions are between two neighbouring resonances. After that for each segment we
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FIG. S6. Detection of resonance frequencies for a selected frequency section. In all of these figures, we show PhG by black
solid line, filtered PhG by dashed blue line, baseline for PhG peak detection by orange solid line, |S21| by magenta solid line,
peaks of |S21| by magenta dots, dips of |S21| by asterisks, PhG peaks by crossed red points and selected peaks by black circle
points. (a) frequency range 1.6-1.9 GHz. (b) frequency range 3.0-3.3 GHz. (c) frequency range 4.0-4.3 GHz. (d) frequency
range 5.0-5.3 GHz.
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FIG. S7. Same as previous figure: detection of resonance frequencies for another frequency section (a) frequency range 6.0-
6.3 GHz. (b) frequency range 7.0-7.3 GHz. (c) frequency range 8.0-8.3 GHz. (d) frequency range 9.0-9.3 GHz.
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fit |S21|2 to a Lorentz oscillator model with Fano form [1]:

|S21|2 = A

[
(Ω +Q−1q/2)2

Ω2 + (Q−1/2)2
η + (1− η)

]
. (S17)

In this equation Ω = (f/f0)
2 − 1 is the normalized frequency, Q = f0/κ is the quality factor where κ = ∆f is the

line-width of each resonance. The 0 ≤ η ≤ 1 along with the Fano-parameter q (see below) contains the effect of
interference with other resonances on scattering parameters near this resonance. In Fig. S8 the fitting curve over
|S21|2 for 6 resonances are demonstrated. In each figure the value of Lorentzian model parameters are shown on top of
the figure. As can be seen in Figs. S8a and S8b , for large values |q| the Fano effect is negligible and the normal shape
of resonance with a sharp peak is obtained. In Figs. S8e and S8f, the value of q is near zero, therefore at resonance
frequency there is sharp dip. When q is around ±1, the curve near resonance has both peak and dip behavior, which
is seen in Figs. S8c and S8d. In all of these figures, the model is fitted very well near the resonance. It is obvious that
by getting away from resonance because of the presence of neighboring resonances the |S21|2 curve is not fitted to the
model anymore. Sometimes resonance may happen on the ascending or descending slope of another resonance, so in
our fitting process it is better to add a linear term to our model. This term has negligible effect on the value of other
parameters.

Now, after finding the line-width of each resonance, we present their histogram in Fig. S9. As can be seen, around
62% of resonances have line-width less than 1 MHz and around 85% have line-width less than 2 MHz.

In the Fig. S10 the quality factors of all the detected resonances are shown. As can be seen nearly all of the quality
factors are above 1000.

C. Fitting the Model to Detected Peaks

In this subsection we explain how to find the parameters of the lattice in a way that its resonances fit to the
detected resonances as close as possible. The finite lattice has 731 sites and therefore 731 resonances. Due to noise
and overlap of some of the resonances the number of detected peaks are slightly lower than the number of sites in
the lattice. In other words our peak detection algorithm always misses some of the resonances, due to noise effects.
For example, for initially designed value of ζ = 2

5.02 ≈ 0.2, we detected 720 resonances. Therefore, we need a starting
point in the whole frequency range to begin fitting the measured and lattice resonance frequencies. In frequencies less
than 1 GHz we have a lot of noise, so it is possible that some of the missed frequencies are buried in this frequency
range. Also, in the other end of measurement range around 9 GHz, resonances are very close to each other and their
peaking/dipping behavior on |S21| or peaks in PhG are very hard to detect. Finally, around Dirac point, we know
the number of resonances substantially decrease compared to other frequency regions. Hence, the best starting point
for fitting is Dirac resonance frequency itself. We have 2 parameters to find: ω0 and ζ. The initial guess values of
these parameters are their designed values. Now using Eq. S10 we find the Dirac frequency as the starting point of
the fitting procedure. The resonance frequency which is the closest to this frequency in both measured and model
resonances labeled the same resonance. All other resonances of measured data and the model are paired to each other
relative to this point. After this, We use the standard least square fitting algorithm to minimize distance between
measured and the model resonance frequencies which is defined as follows by optimizing the value of parameters in
each iteration:

d =
∑
i

(f
(measured)
i − f

(model)
i )2, (S18)

Where i runs over the number of measured resonances.
In Fig. S11 the fitting of resonance modes for both measured data and the model are shown for each of the three

designed value of ζ/2 = 0, 0.2, 0.25. The designed value of f0 for all three structures based on C and L is 2.91 GHz.
As can be seen in all panels of this figure, model resonances and measured resonances are in excellent agreement. The
fitting parameters of each structure is shown on top of each figure. Note that the error is obtained using least square
algorithm. The value of f0 is nearly the same for all structures as we expected as the value of f0 is dependent only
on L and C which are the same in all structures. Although, the designed value of f0 differs from its fitted value, but
the important thing is that all three structures have same values. The value of ζ in each structure is close to designed
value which shows that the ratio between L′ and L is less sensitive to possible errors in the entire procedure including
design, fabrication and measurements.
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FIG. S8. Fitting Lorentzian model (red dashed line) to |S21|2 (blue line) for six different resonances. (a) and (b): In these
resonances Fano effect is weak and we see sharp peak. (c) and (d): Peak and dip behavior of |S21|2 around resonance. (e) and
(f): In these resonances q is near zero, so we have sharp dips.



23

0 2 4 6 8 10 12

5(MHz)

0

10

20

30

40

P
er

ce
nt

ag
e(

%
)

FIG. S9. Line-width histogram- The histogram counts the number of line-width in each bin with frequency length of 0.5 MHz.
In this plot only the line-width of resonances around Dirac frequency, which is 7.3 MHz, in the range 6 MHz to 8.5 MHz are
counted. The vertical axis shows the percentage of counted number in each bin to the total counts.
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FIG. S11. Comparison of measured (red) and fitted model (blue) resonances for each device. The horizontal line indicates the
Dirac frequency for the corresponding device. The negative (positive) ”mode numbers” relative to Dirac points represents the
lower (higher) resonance frequencies.
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